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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome and Administrative Items
Messrs. Skiba and Busbin welcomed attendees to the meeting and Mr. Culliton provided the antitrust guidance. The participants introduced themselves on the phone. The draft agenda was unanimously adopted. 
2. 2010 Annual Plan Item 1.a.i. Parallel Flow Visualization Interim Solution
· Review/Edit Interim Solution Draft Recommendation

Mr. Skiba opened Draft Recommendation – Basin Electric Comments, as submitted by Mr. Erhardt, and introduced the agenda topic. He received the group’s permission to use Mr. Erhardt’s document as the work paper for the meeting; changes were recorded on PFV Interim Solution Draft Recommendation 7/23/10. He noted that SDX (system data exchange) should be added to the document as an acronym; attendees agreed. 

Mr. Erhardt offered remarks that summarized his suggestions prepared prior to the meeting. He expressed a degree of confusion about the purpose of the interim standards, particularly relating to the proposed “sunset provision” contained therein. Mr. Advena expressed general support for Mr. Erhardt’s comments. Mr. Mallinger suggested that the co-chairs should be well-positioned to answer the question. Mr. Skiba stated that, unlike NERC, NAESB has no formal test period process; he added that the idea had been to push the standards through the NAESB process, but not file them at FERC. Mr. Busbin concurred, stating that there had been no intention to have these proposed standards implemented by FERC until the test period had concluded. 

Mr. Mallinger asked how the decision would be taken to hold the standards in abeyance. Mr. Busbin answered that the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) has the authority to either hold proposed standards in abeyance, or submit them to FERC; he noted an instance in the past when the market curtailment threshold scenario standards had been held in abeyance. 

Ms. Wesley asked that the group consider the impact of this period of abeyance on the BPS’s next round of work. Mr. Saini asked how these staging environment standards were enforceable if not adopted by FERC. Mr. Pritchard offered three observations: 1) since the test period will be in effect for over one year, the eventual implementation date and FERC approval will take longer; 2) the WEQ has previously held standards back, pending NERC development of complementary standards (i.e. the ATC standards); 3) the standards are not intended to affect the TLR process, they are intended to provide a mechanism for non-firm to be identified and submitted to the IDC. Mr. Green suggested that the BPS include formal support for the abeyance mechanism as part of the recommendation to the EC. He added that the idea of a sunset date was appropriate because the standards are intended to be dependent upon the results of the NERC test period.  He suggested that documents from earlier in the standards development process be included as reference documentation on the recommendation to the EC. Mr. Advena expressed support for the sunset provision. Mr. Pritchard stated that a mechanism for identifying non-firm intra-BA was crucial; he expressed reservations about including a sunset provision because it admitted the possibility that there would be no mechanism to identify non-firm at the end of the period. 
The group carefully reviewed  the proposed draft standards, making changes noted on the work paper. 

Mr. Pritchard suggested that “transmission service priorities for intra-BA delivery of generation to load” be used in place of “generator service” because it respected a distinction from generator firmness as indicated on the e-Tag, which is firm generation capacity. 
In 008-1.7, Mr. Erhardt’s comment was removed once responsive wording was inserted. Mr. Hossain asked that wording be added to better describe the staging period; a footnote was added to this effect. Mr. Pritchard suggested a new title name that was inserted. 
In 008-1.7.1.1, Mr. Pritchard suggested removing the third sentence. Ms. Nelson stated that the intent had been to offer assurance that tariffs would not need to be changed. Mr. Pritchard noted that this idea had been captured in the Assumptions section. After discussion, the group agreed to keep the concept, but move it to the Assumptions section. 
In 008-1.7.1.1.2, Mr. Mallinger suggested adding unit-specific. Mr. Pritchard disagreed, but stated that he recognized the need to cross-reference TSIN source and generators. He added that it would be unreasonable for entities to submit generator-specific tags when they do not operate this way. Reference was made to a work paper that described how mapping could address the issue. Mr. Mallinger asked whether representatives from OATI had committed to making mapping tables available by November 1. Mr. Erhardt agreed that this mapping question required clarification. Mr. Pritchard stated that unit-specific tagging requirements would create substantial billing issues for energy imbalances and other topics that would make the concept untenable. Mr. Busbin noted that the mapping functionality was contemplated in the SDX specs in NERC Change Order 283. Mr. Mallinger suggested adding “tagging per NERC rules;” Mr. Pritchard observed that no requirement existed for intra-BA tags. Mr. Mallinger articulated his concern that BAs will not consistently adhere to the tagging requirements. Mr. Pritchard suggested that previous NAESB standards and glossary terms had been drafted in contemplation of an interchange context; he added that he agreed that intra-BA tagging needed to be better defined. He suggested that e-Tag refers specifically to e-Tag interchange (defined as inter-BA) transactions. He suggested that the NAESB efforts for intra-BA tags coordinate with ongoing NERC understandings. Consultation with Ms. Mendrala confirmed that NERC has not yet created a new definition for use in the intra-BA context.
Mr. Skiba drafted a new section called Definition of Terms and drafted a definition for intra-BA transactions. 

Mr. Erhardt expressed a preference for an equally thorough review of the interim solution work paper incorporated by reference in the recommendation prior to voting to send the recommendation to the EC; Ms. Nelson agreed. Discussion was held when the recommendation should be voted upon, either at the current meeting or during the August 6th meeting. The observation was made that the subcommittee could submit formal comments to correct any such errata if the work paper is indeed changed at the August meeting.
Ms. Wesley, seconded by Mr. Hossain, made the following motion, captured on the Parallel Flow Visualization Motions (Revised) document:

 Send the recommendation 2010 Annual Plan Item 1.a.i for formal comment subject to:

· Accepting changes that were reviewed and agreed upon and adding links for the Parallel Flow Visualization Options 

Mr. Erhardt maintained his opposition to the procedural order of operations because the document to be voted upon incorporates another document that is incomplete.  The motion carried, with thirteen in favor and one opposed. 

3. Next Steps/Future Meetings
Participants agreed to discuss the interim solution work paper at the August 6th meeting.
4. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:40 pm. 

5. Attendance
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