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                                        North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org
Home Page: www.naesb.org


via email

TO:
Posting on the NAESB WEQ-EC Page 
FROM: 
Cory Galik, Project Manager/Meeting Administration
RE:
Notes from WEQ EC ATC Information List Task Force– July 18, 2008
DATE:

July 22, 2008
Dear WEQ Distribution List and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the conference call held on July 18, 2008.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The conference call/web cast began at 1:00 pm C.  The roll was taken, participants were welcomed to the call, the agenda was approved without changes and the antitrust statement was given.

	Attendees:
	Ed Davis, Entergy
Yarrow Etheredge, Entergy

Cory Galik, NAESB

Bill Gallagher, Vermont Public Power Supply Authority

Barry Green, Barry Green Consulting Inc. for EPSA

Rae McQuade, NAESB

Ron Mucci, Ron Mucci Consulting, Inc.
	Clay Norris, North Carolina Municipal Power Agency #1
Marcie Otondo, Arizona Public Service Company

Denise Rager, NAESB

Barbara Rehman, BPA

Andy Rodriquez, NERC

Narinder Saini, Entergy

Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO

Wendy Weather, Salt River Project



	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda
· Discussion of recommendation and any amendments including discussion of any comments received
· Next Steps
· Adjourn

	Review of recommendation
	· Ms. McQuade reviewed the ATC Information List presented in the recommendation.  There were 8 items as well as space to include any other necessary information.  Ms. Rehman noted that the list she had submitted contained approximately 30 items, which was narrowed down to the current 8 items.      

·  Mr. Rodriquez said he was concerned with giving the transmission provider (TP) the ability to state which items would and would not be shared as that could be considered in opposition to the FERC order.  He was also concerned the overlap of information requirements with other standards between NAESB and NERC which could create double jeopardy.  Mr. Mucci said he understood the goal of the recommendation to be transparency on data and information relied upon by the TP when providing values of ATC. Mr. Green noted a critical point; the list must be comprehensive to derive those values but it was understandable that some TPs would be unable to share confidential information. 
· Mr. Davis said it was his understanding that this group was formed with the intent to review the ATC Information List to determine what information was public and what was not.  He said he had not expected to review a recommendation.  He made a motion that the recommendation as presented be deleted and revert back to the ESS/ITS/BPS recommendation of no action.  Mr. Norris said he found that motion out of order and wanted to have more discussion before any motions were made.  He wanted participants to have an opportunity to discuss the recommendation before voting on whether or not to eliminate it.  Mr. Norris added that the recomendation had not been voted on by the task force but it reflected a consensus at that time.  Mr. Davis suggested deleting the current recommendation and replacing it with Order 890-A  paragraph 148 items 1-12.  He said he believed that adequately addressed the request.    
· Mr. Mucci discussed the purpose of the list.  He said the list did not contain the items that were required to be posted although some participants thought that everything included in the list would be required.  The purpose of the list was to show the calculation components and the rationale for parts that could not be made available..  He said if they wanted to make it a list of the items that would not be publicly available, that was an option, but previous discussion revolved around creating a more comprehensive list.  In FERC Order No. 890, the goal of transparency was to allow parties to have access to ATC calculations as well as the basis behind the calculations with the understanding that there was information that would not be available. 

· Mr. Green responded to Mr. Davis’ comment on FERC Order No. 890-A. He said TPs were required to produce certain information and for reliability purposes they were attempting to create a list of the information that was available.  He agreed with Mr. Skiba that the information in the list should not supersede other NAESB standards and should support NERC standards.  He did not think double jeopardy was an issue because the standard only required that the list be completed.  Even if a TP answered no for all of the items, the requirements of the standard would have been met and would not violate another standard requiring that the information be available.  Mr. Rodriquez responded that it would be possible for a TP to state it would provide outage information on request but refuse to supply it when asked and still be in compliance with this standard; however, there are other standards which he would violate when not providing information.   Ms. Rehman suggested the inclusion of the reason when a TP does not supply information in the list and develop definitions for those items.
· Mr. Gallagher asked why the list had become a standard.  Mr. Green said that before the last meeting of the task force they had a list that the subcommittee would review to determine the information that would be publicly available, although it would not be a standard.  They evolved at the last meeting to producing a standard that said there would be a list on which TPs would indicate if information was publicly available.  Even if they filled out the list to say nothing was publicly available, they still complied with this standard.  The only way would be out of compliance with this standard was to leave the list blank.
· Mr. Green asked about instruction 2 in the recommendation because he did not understand it as it was written.  Ms. Rehman suggested a wording change so that instruction 2 read, “This table addresses the provision of data to the industry-at-large; compliance with NERC data exchange standards do not necessarily meet the requirements of this standard, and provision of this information to the industry-at-large is not guaranteed to satisfy the NERC data exchange requirements.”  

· Mr. Davis renewed his motion that the recommendation as presented be deleted and revert back to the ESS/ITS/BPS subcommittee recommendation of no action needed.  Mr. Skiba said the subcommittee did not have a recommendation of no action, they had only asked the EC for guidance.  Mr. Davis said that a handout for the meeting provided by Entergy noted that the subcommittee recommendation could be for no action.  There was a table of ESS/ITS/BPS motions and there was a motion made by Mr. Pritchard on 2.b.v.2 saying the subcommittee would write a recommendation to decline any action of this AP item.  Mr. Skiba said the information discussed in that motion was for an AP item that related to an exchange of information to support the NERC process.  It had been determined that there was no work for NAESB.  Mr. Skiba said the subcommittee tied the ATC information list to AP item 2.c and that was referenced in the work plan.  He said the EC directed the subcommittee to not spend any more time on the list, created an EC task force to respond, and the subcommittee has not taken any action on this AP Item 2c.

· Mr. Norris said Mr. Davis could still make the motion but not tie it to anything the subcommittee did.  Mr. Davis moved that the recommendation as presented be deleted and no action be taken.  Ms. Weathers seconded the motion.  Mr. Davis and Ms. Weathers supported the motion.  Mr. Mucci, Mr. Green and Mr. Skiba opposed the motion.  The motion failed.

· Mr. Davis moved to modify the recommendation to eliminate the list and replace with the list sited in paragraph 148 of FERC Order No. 890-A.  The motion died for lack of a second.

· Mr. Gallagher said he heard Mr. Green say he would work on improving the list.  He recommended having Mr. Green and Ms. Rehman work together on that project.  Mr. Rodriquez agreed.  Mr. Gallagher moved to accept the offer of Mr. Green and Ms. Rehman to work together on the list and take into account paragraph 148 of FERC Order No. 890-A.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Mucci.  Ms. Weathers said she was concerned with giving this work to Mr. Green and Ms. Rehman without more direction. As an example, noted that if an item was already required in another NAESB standard, it should not be on the list.  Ms. Rehman said there was a desire in the subcommittee to indicate whether information was available elsewhere.  Ms. Weathers was unsure of whether or not it made sense as a standard.  Mr. Gallagher said he had not heard agreement that it would be a standard in any form.  Ms. McQuade asked how the TPs would fill out the list and post it if it was not a standard.  Mr. Norris said they were trying to develop a standard that was not overly burdensome for TPs but helpful to others.  

· Mr. Green said he would be happy to review the list with Ms. Rehman and provide a review to the group.  Mr. Rodriquez said he saw three issues; 1) Developing a list of data where the TP could describe the information were going to post; 2) If the TP said they were going to provide information, they had to provide it; 3) The list would not duplicate information in other standards to avoid double jeopardy.   Mr. Green said the second item may create problems.  He said they could approve a list that requires the TP to state the information that was available.  If so, he did not see a double jeopardy issue.  Mr. Rodriquez was concerned that if the obligation to provide the information was not put in the standard, it would create artificial transparency.  Ms. Otondo said there were rules at the FERC that TPs cannot mislead.  If a TP lied with the information he provided, he would have to answer to the FERC.   Ms. Rehman said, in reference to the three issues noted by Mr. Rodriquez that if they developed standards those would be requirements associated with the list, not a restriction on Mr. Green and Ms. Rehman’s work.  Mr. Gallagher’s motion passed unanimously.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 2:28 p.m. C.

	Action Items:
	· Ms. Rehman and Mr. Green will undertake to review the current version of the ATC Information list and provide a report back to the WEQ EC ATC Information List Task Force.

	Materials referenced in the meeting or amended in the meeting :
	Agenda: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_atc071808a.doc 
Current ATC List: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_atc071808a1.doc 
BPS/ESS/ITS Motions ATC-EFC Recommendation:  http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc031008a8.doc 



Notes from the WEQ EC ATC Information List Task Force, July 18, 2008 
Page 2  of  4

