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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome and Administrative Items
Messrs. Busbin and Skiba welcomed participants to the meeting and attendees introduced themselves. Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance.  After minor changes were made, the agenda was adopted as revised. 
2. 2010 Annual Plan Item 1.a.i. Parallel Flow Visualization Interim Solution
· Review/Edit Interim Solution Draft Work Paper
Mr. Skiba opened the Parallel Flow Visualization Work Paper. He summarized the document, noting that since it had been used in the initial drafting of the concepts, it would provide useful background information to support the recommendation. Mr. Skiba described the minor changes that he had made prior to the meeting; the group supported these changes, including the change to reference the development of a “permanent solution,” as opposed to the current “final solution.” Mr. Skiba also noted that he had incorporated participants’ comments as appropriate. The attribution of authorship to the working group was removed and the BPS was inserted in its place to reflect that the BPS would approve the content of the background information developed by that working group. 
The group reviewed the work paper and made certain changes in response to participants’ prior-submitted comments and comments raised at the meeting; these changes are captured on the Parallel Flow Visualization Work Paper 8/6/10 (redline) document. The following is a brief summary of the substantive changes discussed during the meeting. 

In the Background section, Mr. Erhardt’s stated that his comment was intended to soften the scope of the effort because, as written, it implied that the group was intending to directly address the issues raised in the recent FERC NOI. Mr. Busbin supported the suggestion, and Mr. Skiba inserted a note with clarifying wording to this effect after attendees agreed by consensus.  

In the Problem Statement section, Mr. Busbin suggested clarifying wording that the TLR is “implemented by a RC in Eastern Interconnection.” The change was agreed-upon and inserted. 
After brief discussion, Mr. Skiba made a reminder note to change the phrase “transmission priority” to “transmission service priority” in proposed WEQ 008-1.7.1.1.1 during the recommendation’s formal comment period. 
In the Generator Submittal Via Tags section, Mr. Busbin explained that changes under NERC Change Order 283 are intended to permit a more granular approach. He added that Change Order 310 would still be needed because without it, the tag impacts could not be seen; in response to a question, he stated that the evaluation of tag impacts would be done under Change Order 310. A sentence was added to this effect. 

Mr. Skiba asked whether the work paper and recommendation should refer to Intra-BA Transaction or Intra-BA Tag. He observed that Transaction is used in the proposed standards, whereas Tag is used in the proposed definition. After brief discussion, the group decided to use Intra-BA Transaction consistently. Conforming changes were made throughout the work paper. 

In the IDC GTL Calculations section, Mr. Erhardt asked what a BA was supposed to do in reaction to the testing environment.  He stated that, as written, the work paper may be read to imply that the BA is supposed to react to the test results, as opposed to the production IDC calculations. Mr. Busbin confirmed that the test results would not carry any relief obligation; rather they are informational only. Mr. Erhardt asked when the data requirements might be elaborated/specified for the test period. After discussion, Mr. Pritchard suggested using Motion 1 language in place of this second paragraph. Second paragraph deleted since it does not address what is to be done during the test period (goes beyond scope of the mission). 
The group added numerous bullets to the Assumptions section after brief discussion. 
Referencing the fourth bullet under the Benefits section, Mr. Mallinger asked whether the eventual permanent solution would be implemented in place of the existing production IDC without a test period of its own. Mr. Busbin stated that the permanent solution would be included into the ongoing test period once it is developed; the bullet was modified to prevent an otherwise assumption.
Numerous clarifying changes were made to the rest of the work paper. Mr. Skiba asked whether there were any outstanding questions or comments. 

Mr. Pritchard noted that an additional issue existed of how the standards would be communicated to entities if they were not sent through the more typical FERC ratification process.  The group discussed this issue, noting that perhaps NERC or a joint NERC-NAESB communication would be appropriate. The issue was added to the outstanding issues list at the end of the work paper.
Mr. Pritchard suggested the need for greater coordination with the relevant NERC standards drafting team to keep terminology consistent; this idea was also added to the outstanding issues list. 
Ms. Nelson made the following motion, seconded by Mr. Saini: 

Approve the Parallel Flow Visualization Interim Solution Work Paper and  to include it as a link in the Parallel Flow Visualization Interim Solution Recommendation for WEQ 2010 AP Item 1.a.i pending final clean up of TSP, Final Solution to Permanent Solution, and consistency on Interim Solution.

The motion was captured as Motion 6 on the Parallel Flow Visualization Motions (revised) document; a vote was taken and the motion passed without opposition. 

The following motion was made by Mr. Pritchard, seconded by Mr. Saini:

The co-chairs draft and submit formal comments to change the term Intra-BA Tag to Intra-BA Transaction in WEQ-000 and change transmission priority to transmission service priority in section WEQ-008-1.7.1.1.1 of the recommendation for WEQ 2010 AP item 1.a.i.
The motion was captured as Motion 7 on the Parallel Flow Visualization Motions (revised) document; a vote was taken and the motion passed without opposition. 

3.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:04 pm. 
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