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801 Travis Street, Houston TX 77002
September 13, 2011 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central
September 14, 2011 – 9:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome

Messrs. Skiba and Saini welcomed participants to the meeting. Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance. Mr. Hossain moved and Ms. Jones seconded the motion to adopt the agenda without any modification. Attendees reviewed the draft meeting minutes from August 9-10, 2011; there were no proposed revisions to the meeting minutes.  Ms. Jones moved and Mr. Hossain seconded the motion to approve the minutes.  The minutes were approved as final without opposition (August 9-10, 2011 Final Minutes).
2. Executive Committee Meeting Update

Meeting Update

Mr. Skiba provided a high-level review of topics discussed at the August 16 WEQ Executive Committee meeting, including: the forwarding of certain documents to the Managing Committee for a decision regarding the Parallel Flow Visualization project; the expected schedule of the NITS project; the 60-day formal comment period that would attach to the NITS project; the ratification of the SAMTS project; the creation of a new PKI subcommittee; and the continued importance of glossary coordination with the Retail segments. The new PKI Subcommittee plans to hold its first meeting on September 22, 2011, 2:00pm to 5:00pm in Houston, TX.  Mr. Skiba encouraged people to participate in the newly formed subcommittee or have someone from their Information Technology department participate.  A task force to assess the potential impacts the recently issued FERC Order No. 1000 may have on NAESB standards has been created. The task force has scheduled a two-day session (October 3-4, 2011) to review FERC Order No. 1000.
Managing Committee Guidance for Two-Tier Firm Curtailment
Mr. Skiba started the discussion by stating that the Executive Committee passed the motion to ask the Managing Committee as to whether the Two-Tier Firm Curtailment concept was within the scope of NAESB.  The Executive Committee forwarded the Two-Tier Firm Curtailment Overview, Procedural History of Two-Tier Firm Curtailment, Policy Concern Position Paper, and the No Policy Concern Position Paper documents to the Managing Committee.  The Managing Committee met on August 19, 2011 and discussed the issue. Mr. Skiba reviewed the Managing Committee Guidance document that was sent to the Executive Committee, which was subsequently forwarded to the BPS.  Based on the Managing Committee’s response, Two-Tier Firm Curtailment is within the scope of NAESB.  The Managing Committee also stated that the subcommittee “must not spend their time and NAESB’s resources in discussing FERC policy but rather in considering and developing standards for EC action.”  Ms. York as the Chair of the Executive Committee thanked the BPS for all of their effort in developing the documents for Two-Tier Firm Curtailment and acknowledged that there was a divided camp within the BPS on this issue.  She encouraged people to review the two-tier curtailment process within their own organizations based on the Managing Committee Guidance. 
Mr. Skiba asked Ms. York to convey the subcommittee’s appreciation to the Executive Committee and the Managing Committee in the prompt response in addressing the Two-Tier Firm Curtailment Issue.
3. Review Action Item List

The subcommittee reviewed the Action Items List posted as a work paper for the meeting.  During the review the subcommittee updated action items 5, 6, 29, 54, and 57.   During the course of the meeting action items 59 through 66 were added to the list.  The revised Action Item List was posted after the meeting. 

4. Review Schedule

Mr. Skiba reviewed the Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution Schedule with the subcommittee.  He noted that the Feedback from Executive Committee task should be marked as completed.  The schedule has the subcommittee completing the Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution White Paper in October with a draft version of the standards being developed at the November meeting.  The expectation is that at the conclusion of the November meeting the draft recommendation will be posted for informal comments.  The schedule has the subcommittee completing its recommendation and posting the recommendation by the end of the year.  Mr. Saini stated that if additional meetings were required to meet the end of year date, meetings would be added to the NAESB calendar.
5. Interchange Distribution Calculator (IDC) Working  Group Update

Mr. Bahbaz reviewed the Interchange Distribution Calculator Working Group Presentation with the subcommittee.  The presentation contained a list of IDC, Book of Flowgates, and System Data eXchange (SDX) Change Orders that have been implemented, as well as IDC Change Order in development/testing and in draft/evaluation stages.  It was noted that IDC Change Order 322 (PFV Priorities) provides the functionality that allows for one entity, such as a BA, to enter the generator priorities, while another entity, such as a Reliability Coordinator, to submit the other data required under Change Order 283.  Mr. Bahbaz indicated that the IDCWG intends to review the IDC Change Order 283 Summary and Standards Request for TLR 5B reallocation during the Joint BPS and IDC Working Group Session on October 12, 2011.  The IDC Working Group expects to have most of the Generation to Load Calculation Testing completed during their October meeting.  Generation to Load data is being submitted but not at full rate.  Issues remain with data mapping and data validity. Most entities are submitting data to the OATI development site due to system limitations.  The IDC Working Group held discussions on coordinating the submission of data to both the Testing and Production environments. 
Mr. Bahbaz also noted that IDC Change Order 326 (PFV Metrics) and IDC Change Order 331 (IDC webRegistry interface) were related projects that would support the Parallel Flow Visualization effort.  The PFV Metrics Change Order has been revised and will be presented to the Operations Reliability Subcommittee (ORS) when it meets on September 20, 2011.  The expectation is the ORS will review the Change Order in its September Meeting and take action when the ORS meets November 15-16, 2011.  It has not yet been determined what metrics can be made available to the BPS.

Allan Watson, Vice-Chair of the IDC Working Group, has scheduled a meeting for late September to work on the issue of how the IDC data will be integrated to show how the curtailments would be assigned in the production and parallel test environment.  This issue is associated with the BPS Action Item 5.
6. Review Status of Parking Lot Items
Prior to the meeting, Mr. Saini and Mr. Skiba reviewed each of the open Parking Lot items and documented what they believed to be the status of each open item on the Parking Lot.  The Parking Lot (revised 08/26/11) document was used as the starting point for this discussion.  
Parking Lot Item 2 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the co-chairs.  The comments were changed from “status” to “resolution.”

Parking Lot Item 3 – The subcommittee agreed that the first question in Parking Lot Item 3 could be closed.  A 3(a) was added which clarifies the intent of the second question.  Item 3(a) was placed on hold pending a write-up on IDC Change Order (CO) 283 which is captured under Action Item 29.

Parking Lot Item 4 – The subcommittee agreed that the first question in Parking Lot Item 4 fully resolved.  It was noted that the second question was still open.  This question will be addressed by the sub-team working on the First-to-Curtail Action Item (Action Item 54).  It was noted that the Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution states the NAESB business practices “are not intended to duplicate the MOD standards.”
Parking Lot Item 5 –After discussing whether the calculation methodology selected within an area would affect the priorities and therefore curtailment responsibilities, the subcommittee determined this item should remain open.   Mr. Sanders agreed to provide a more detailed explanation/clarification of the issue/question for discussion at the October 11-12, 2011, meeting.  Refer to Action Item 64.

Parking Lot Item 6 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the co-chairs.  The comments were changed from “status” to “resolution.”

Parking Lot Item 7 – Extensive discussion was held on this issue. There was recognition that the Transmission Customer would benefit by knowing in advance the position the service held relative to other service sold, but it was unclear whether the posting of a list of Coordination Agreements on OASIS would provide that transparency. To address this issue, Mr. Wood made the following motion which was seconded by Mr. Pritchard.  “A list of Coordinated Agreements will not be required to be posted on OASIS.”  The motion passed with a simple majority, with 4 attendees in favor, 1 opposed, and 6 abstentions.  There were four in support of the motion, one in opposition and six abstentions.  Refer to Motion 29 on the Motions – Redlined 09/13/2011 document.  The motion resolved Parking Lot Item 7.  Under this item the follow questions were raised to be addressed at a future meeting:
· What is the risk that service could fall into a Last-to-Curtail category?

· Could IDC logic be publicized to help address this question?

· Should this question be delayed until the details of Two-Tier Firm Curtailment are worked out?

Parking Lot Items 8 through 11 – These items were specific to the Flowgate Allocation Option which was not selected to move forward.  Therefore, these items are no longer applicable.  They were marked as “resolved.”
Parking Lot Item 15 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the co-chairs.  The comments were changed from “status” to “resolved.”
Parking Lot Item 16 – This item was specific to the Flowgate Allocation Option which was not selected to move forward.  Therefore, this item is no longer applicable.  It was marked as “resolved.”

Parking Lot Item 18 – The subcommittee agreed with the comments provided by the BPS Co-Chairs but agreed to delete the note about the Managing Committee reviewing the Two-Tier Firm Curtailment Issue.  The following language was added and the Parking Lot Item was marked as resolved. “Credit for Redispatch has potential risk due to firm being curtailed before non-firm, but subcommittee decided to continue.  Firm generation being used to satisfy non-firm relief obligations will need to be addressed by FERC.”
Parking Lot Item 19 – There was considerable discussion on this item as to whether the item could be closed based on April 28-29, 2011 meeting minutes, which indicate that no motion was made to include the concept in either the Flowgate Allocation or Hybrid Option at that time.  The BPS co-chairs had an offline discussion on this item.  The BPS Co-chairs recommended that the Parking Lot Item remain open and be assigned to the sub-team working on the First-to-Curtail Issue (Action Item 54) with the following qualifying statements.  “The co-chairs have the expectation that this issue will be developed and some proposal will be brought to the full subcommittee at the next BPS meeting. If no proposal is presented/developed, the issue may be dropped from consideration under the Parallel Flow project scope.”  There were no issues with the Co-Chairs recommendation.  The sub-team Chair for Action Item 54 agreed that recommendation from the BPS Co-Chairs was reasonable.
Parking Lot Item 20 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the BPS Co-Chairs.  The subcommittee agreed to delete the note about the Managing Committee reviewing the Two-Tier Firm Curtailment Issue.  This Parking Lot Item was updated as resolved.

Parking Lot Item 21 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the BPS Co-Chairs.  This Parking Lot Item was updated as resolved.

Parking Lot Item 22 – The subcommittee agreed with the status provided by the BPS Co-Chairs.  This Parking Lot Item was updated as resolved.

Parking Lot Item 23 – This item status was documented as “Open.”  The item will be addressed by the Credit for Redispatch sub-team working on Action Item 57.
Parking Lot Item 24 – This item was documented as “Open.” The item will be addressed by the First-to-Curtail sub-team working on Action Item 54.

The Parking Lot – Redlined 09/14/2011 file contains the updates documented during the meeting.
7. Review and Revise Permanent Solution White Paper 

Credit for Redispatch Sub-Team Update

Mr. Mallinger reviewed the Credit for Redispatch Small Group Review of Unconstrained Market Flows - 9/12/11 presentation with the subcommittee.  Mr. Mallinger provided an overview of unconstrained market flows and outlined the issues with determining unconstrained market flows and assigning priorities to them.  He presented two options the sub-team is currently evaluating.  Option 1 is continue to use unconstrained market flows but change the method used to determine the value.  Option 2 is to use constrained flows and no longer use unconstrained market flows.  Under Option 2 there would no longer be the need for reload capabilities.  The sub-team is working on the details for Option 2 and will develop examples on how this option could be implemented.  Mr. Mallinger indicated that the sub-team expects to have proposed Credit for Redispatch Business Practice Standards language for the BPS to review during the October or November meeting.  There will be additional technical details which will need to be addressed by the sub-team and the IDC Working Group after the Business Practice Standards are developed.
First-to-Curtail Sub-Team Updates
The Sub-Team has not met since the August BPS meeting.  Mr. Skiba noted that Chris Advena informed him that Mr. Advena will not be able to continue chairing this sub-team, although Mr. Advena still plans to participate in the sub-team.  Mr. Hossain volunteered to chair the sub-team.  Mr. Sanders and Mr. Manning requested that they be added to the sub-team. Mr. Hossain scheduled a sub-team meeting for September 23, 2011 (1:00 – 3:00 CDT).
Revisions to Permanent Solution White Paper

The subcommittee continued its review of the Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution White Paper.  
Common Requirements – The subcommittee agreed that Mr. Skiba could update this section offline to reflect Motion 29, “[a] list of Coordinated Agreements will not be required to be posted on OASIS.”  See Action Item 65.
Requirements for Establishing Generator Priorities – The issue of whether firm or non-firm should be used as the default for generator priorities was previously decided by consensus and was not re-opened during the meeting.  A default of seven calendar days was established for when the IDC will send a notification that a Unit-default Generator Priority Schedule will expire.  However, the date will be configurable by the Transmission Service Provider to specify a date other than the system default.
Detail Explanation for Implementing Solution – The subcommittee agreed the parenthetical phrase could be deleted.

Tag All Non-Firm Component Specific Changes – The section was updated to reflect IDC Change Order 283 has been implemented.
Generator Prioritization Component Specific Changes – The expiration notification change was updated to be consistent with the requirement documented in the Requirements for Establishing Generator Priorities section.

Definitions – Minor typographical errors were corrected.  The sub-team working on First-to-Curtail will review and possibly modify the definition for First-to-Curtail.

Assumption – The assumption that a mechanism will be provided for the TSIN mapping was deleted since the mechanism was included in IDC Change Order 283.  This is no longer an assumption.  It was noted “[t]he assumption is made that there is no need for additional detail with regard to the identified Sink for a given transaction” may be an assumption or requirement pending ongoing discussions.

Impacted Entities – A number of changes were made to the Description of Impacts for Transmission Service Provider, Purchasing-Selling Entity, and Interchange Authority.  Load Serving Entity, Balancing Authority, and Reliability Coordinator were added.  Mr. Skiba and Mr. Culliton were assigned Action Item 64 to change references of the TSIN Registry to webRegistry. 
Benefits – Tag All Non-Firm Component – The subcommittee deleted the benefit “[d]eals with the situation within a BA Area where the flow of inter-BA transactions utilizing Firm transmission service is made subordinate to the flow of intra-BA transactions which utilize Non-Firm Transmission Service.”  The subcommittee also modified the last benefit listed by deleting the phrase “but not unit specific.”
Benefits – Generator Prioritization Component – The subcommittee reworked the benefit listed to indicate that it allowed for proper identification of intra-BA Generation serving network load without the burden of tagging all non-firm.

Drawback – Tag All Non-Firm Component – The drawbacks were edited to a single drawback, “[t]he additional volume of transactions and tagging infrastructure.”

Drawback – Generator Prioritization Component – The drawback was revised to state, “[t]he additional interfaces that will be required to perform SDX uploads.”

General Drawbacks – Additional information about entities that are not FERC Jurisdictional was added.

Current NAESB Business Practice Standards – Action Item 59 was assigned to Mr. Saini to research whether Parallel Flow Visualization will require changes to the WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standards.  Action Item 60 was assigned to Mr. Skiba to review the Parallel Flow Visualization White Paper and identify any references to posting on OASIS.

Current NERC Standards – A sub-team was formed to review and determine whether Permanent Solution would require any changes to the NERC IRO/INT/MOD and any other relevant NERC standards. The sub-team should consider the second question in Parking Lot Item 4 during their review.  See Action Item 61.

Coordination with Other Groups – The subcommittee revised the “Coordination Required” for the NAESB OASIS Subcommittee and the NERC IDC Working Group based on changes that have occurred since the original coordination requirements were documented in 2010.  Additional entities added to this list were the NAESB Standards Review Subcommittee and the NAESB Joint Electric Scheduling Subcommittee (JESS).

Outstanding Issues Not Addressed in Solution – The section was renamed to Issues Considered But not Included.  The issues that have been addressed and documented in the white paper were deleted.  Mr. Skiba was assigned Action item 63 to check whether Item 1 from the list can be withdrawn from further consideration.
Appendix A – Credit for Redispatch – Discussion – The subcommittee agreed to not review this section since it will be revised by the sub-team working on Action Item 57.

Deleted Sections – The subcommittee agreed the following sections could be deleted: 1) New NAESB Business Practice Standards, 2) New NERC Standards, and 3) Impact on IDC Change Order 310.
The revised Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution White Paper was posted after the meeting.  

8. Agenda Items Not Discussed
Due to time constraints the following agenda items were not discussed.  They will be carried forward to the October meeting.

· Address Remaining Parking Lot Items

· Finalize White Paper

· Identify NAESB Business Practice Standards

9. Plan for Joint Session with IDC Working Group
The subcommittee identified that the following items should be included on the agenda for the BPS and IDC Working Group Joint Session that is scheduled for October 12, 2011 (9:00 – 12:00 CDT): a) review of the BPS Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution Whitepaper, b) review of IDC CO 283 summary write-up, c) update on related Change Orders, d) status of IDC Working Group’s Standards Request for TLR 5B Reallocation, e) update on how IDC data will be integrated to show how curtailments would be made based on production and the parallel test data, f) status of testing performed and data submitted under Change Order 283.  Mr. Saini and Mr. Skiba will share the list of agenda items with the Chair and Vice-Chair of the IDC Working Group and may schedule a separate meeting with them in preparation for the Joint Session. 

10. Next Steps/Future Meetings

Mr. Culliton reviewed the action items documented during the meeting.  During the course of the review, Mr. Mallinger requested an action item be added to check with the ORS leadership if there was an expectation that the BPS would formally present the Parallel Flow Visualization Permanent Solution at an ORS meeting.  See Action Item 62.  The next meeting will be held at the OATI office in Minneapolis, MN, on October 11 (9:00 – 5:00 CDT) and October 12 (9:00 – 3:00 CDT).  There will be a joint session with the IDC Working Group on Wednesday October 12 (9:00 – 12:00 CDT).  The November meeting will be hosted by NERC in their Atlanta, GA office November 8 (9:00 – 5:00 EST) and November 9 (9:00 – 3:00 EST).  The December meeting will be held at the NAESB office in Houston, TX, on December 14 (9:00 – 5:00 CST) and December 15 (9:00 – 3:00 CST).     
11. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 2:25 pm Central on September 14, 2011.

12. Attendance 
	First Name
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	Yasser
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	SPP

	Bert
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	SPP

	Daryn
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	LG&E and KU Services
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	NAESB
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	Basin Electric
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	Westar Energy
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	Johnson
	NRG Energy

	Shannon
	Jones
	Manitoba Hydro

	Frank
	Koza
	PJM

	Tom
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	Manning
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	Cary
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	Muller
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	Alan
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	Duke Energy
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	Saini
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