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                                        North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, 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 Executive Committee Page (http://naesb.org/weq/weq_ec.asp)
FROM: 
Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Notes from EC Scoping Task Force on Coordination of Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems June 1, 2010
DATE:

June 11, 2010
Dear EC Scoping Task Force,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the meeting held on June 1, 2010.
	Agenda Topic
	

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 12:00 pm Central on June 1, 2010. Roll was taken and Mr. Pritchard welcomed participants. Antitrust guidance was provided and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Alan Pritchard, Duke Energy
Barry Green, EPSA
JT Wood, Southern Company 

Barbara Rehman, BPA
Rob Lamoureux, Midwest ISO
Alan Johnson, NRG Energy

Ed Davis, Entergy 

Jeff Rooker,  SPP

Clint Savoy, SPP
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Heather Burnette, TVA

Marcie Otondo, APS

James Manning, NCEMCS

Marjorie Parsons, TVA
James Eckelkamp, Progress Energy

Roy True, ACES Power

Narinder Saini, Entergy



	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda
· Discussion on Transmission Provider perspective on Parking Lot issues
· Discussion on Transmission Customer perspective on Parking Lot issues
· Identification of action items and assignments

· Other business including the need for future calls

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Pritchard began discussion on the TC work group responses to the TP status report.   The discussion focused on the three scenarios listed in item 6.  At the May 19 meeting, participants agreed that the second scenario would not be used.  The group discussed the benefits and drawbacks of scenarios 1 and 3.  
· Scenario 1: Independent TP responses with true-up – In this scenario, requests are made on each OASIS system with some unique identifier on each that establishes the link (similar to the Tag Code which ties schedule components across multiple systems for e-tagging) and each TP will evaluate and respond to the request on its OASIS as if it were not linked.  After all requests have been processed, a true-up procedure would be incorporated to permit the customer to align capacity across all requests.  Queue submission and response timing would be the same as if the request were not part of a linked request.  Study timing and creditworthiness/deposits would be processed as if the request were not part of a linked request.  Upon completion of the true-up, some reservations may be annulled (full release of commitment to purchase transmission capacity) or recalled (partial release of commitment to purchase transmission capacity) and the agreement and corresponding deposit amount would be finalized/amended
· Scenario 3: Multiple requests with single response – This scenario is a hybrid of Scenario 1 and Scenario 2.  In this scenario, requests are made on each OASIS with some unique identifier, TPs would evaluate as if the requests were not linked, but customer acceptance would not be permitted until all TPs have responded.  In this scenario, the queue time for all requests would need to be set equal to the queue time of the last queued request (e.g., if three monthly requests are submitted over three days, the queue time for each of the requests would be set equal to the submittal time of the request that was submitted on day 3).  TP response times (Table 4-2) would be relative to this queue time.  Customer response, as in Scenario 2, would be associated with the shortest timeframe of the requested components.  All agreements and deposits would be established once final state is reached.
· Mr. Eckelkamp expressed concern on the ability to game both scenarios and suggested the length of the request to be coordinated be restricted.  No final decision was reached on which scenario to choose.
· Mr. True asked for a clearer understanding of item 10.  The process, as written, could be delayed until the customer with right of first refusal either exercises that right or chooses not to do so.  Table 4-3 illustrates three scenarios that could trigger the right of first refusal.  Mr. True also expressed confusion over the second sentence, “if a customer with a linked request, after confirmation of all requests (and after true-up if included in the process), is subject to competition (Table 4-3) on one OASIS system, the outcome of that competition should be no impact on the statuses of the remaining components of the linked requests.”  If all requests have been confirmed, would it be possible for a customer to still be bumped?  Mr. Pritchard answered that a customer with right of first refusal has an option to put a matched request in for a longer period of time.  In doing so, that customer will have the option to exercise their rights and retain full path, as well as have extra capacity on that system.  The customer can also say that they will not match and relinquish rights on that one system.  The task force discussed one possible solution would be to create a standard that does not allow right of first refusal for linked requests.  The TCs will meet to discuss this issue offline.
· The TCs and TPs reviewed item 11, revised 11.2 and agreed on that item.
· Item 12 also caused some confusion among participants.  This item relates directly to scenario 1 and will also be discussed by the TCs offline.

· Next, participants reviewed the EPSA scoping discussion paper.  Mr. Green stated that the purpose of the document was to create an option that bridges scenarios 1 and 3.  Mr. Pritchard asked the TCs to come to the June 14 meeting with a preference on scenario 1 or 3.  This will also be discussed at their meeting offline.  

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 4:07 pm Central.

	Meeting Schedule:
	The group agreed to meet again as a full Task Force on the following dates:
· June 14 from 9:00 AM to 1:00 PM Central
· June 15 from 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central
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