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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

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee (ESS), Information Technology Subcommittee (ITS), and Posting for Interested Parties

FROM: 
Deonne Cunningham, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
Joint WEQ Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee (ESS) and Information Technology Scheduling (ITS) Meeting Final Minutes – January 7, 2009
DATE:

July 20, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ESS/ITS Meeting
January 7, 2009 – 9:00AM to 4:00PM Central
FINALMINUTES
1. Administrative
Ms. Otondo welcomed the participants to the conference call.  Ms. Cunningham gave the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. Rehman moved to adopt the agenda as amended.  The group made modifications to the agenda.  The agenda was unanimously adopted as amended.  The agenda is available for review via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its010709a1.doc.
2. 2008 Annual Plan Item 2.a.iii.1 through 2.a.iii.8, 2.b.i.1 and 3.a.ii, Network Service on OASIS
The group reviewed and held discussion as it relates to the Naming Conventions and DNR Application Input Table document.  Ms. Otondo questioned whether a resource should have the same TSIN-registered source name for an off-system Transmission Customer (TC)-owned resource.  The group agreed that a generator would have a TSIN-registered source name for an off-system TC-owned resource.  Ms. Glassman noted that, if it is off-system and not owned TC generation, it should be a part of the power purchase agreement.  Ms. Otondo responded that, in the off-system, it is questionable as to whether the Transmission Provider (TP) will have the option of naming the convention.  The group agreed to add the following parenthetical to the off-system naming table for Owned Generation and Purchased Power: “TP option for naming convention.”  
Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 25): “For off-system TC owned generation, the TC must use a TSIN-registered source name, if available.  If not available, the TC should use a TP-approved (the TP providing this network service) name which would later be modified to reflect the registered name (after the initial submission, but prior to the confirmation by the DNR).”  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to the motion.  Ms. Otondo offered a friendly amendment to the motion.  Ms. Rehman agreed and the motion above was modified accordingly.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed unanimously.
Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 26): “Rescind Motion 24 in order to modify it to parallel the intent of Motion 25.”  Motion 24 reads as follows: “For on-system TC-owned generation, the TC must use a TSIN-registered source name, which could later be modified by the TC based on informal communication with TP, subject to approval by the TP of the modified, TSIN-registered source name (after the initial submission, but prior to confirmation of the DNR).”  According to the Modern Parliamentary Procedure, 2nd edition, a motion To Rescind requires a two-thirds vote to pass.  With a simple majority vote, the motion To Rescind Motion 24 passed unanimously.  
Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 27): For on-system TC owned generation, the TC must use a TSIN-registered source name, if available.  If not available, the TC should use a TP-approved (the TP providing this network service) name which could later be modified to reflect the TSIN-registered name (after the initial submission, but prior to confirmation of the DNR).  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed unanimously without discussion.  The group modified the Naming Conventions document accordingly.  The revised NITS Motions document is available for review via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009w6.doc.
Subsequently, the group reviewed the NITS Concepts, NITS Concepts document with Cites and the recommendation as submitted by Ms. Otondo as it relates to the geographical and electric location and the queriable list to be included in the application.  Ms. Otondo questioned the group whether this information is required to be designated as sufficient to meet the requirements for 18 C.F.R. 37.6(e)(1)(vi) and FERC Order No. 890.  Ms. Otondo stated that with respect to a TP system, it varies as to what is specific for ATC calculations.  She further stated that point of receipt was sufficient to meet the electrical location requirements.  Ms. Bigelow and Mr. Eckelkamp agreed with Ms. Otondo’s assessment.  Mr. Pritchard stated that the source control area should be sufficient to meet the electrical location requirements.  He suggested the use of data fields for geographical and electrical locations.  The group agreed and added the following to the Naming Conventions and DNR Input Table document.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to the requirements for geographical and electrical locations for on-system and off-system.  After further discussion, the group agreed to the following:

“This requirement for 18 C.F.R. 37.6(e)(1)(vi) will be met by the following: For customer owned generation, the electrical location will be identified by the Balancing Authority Area where there the generation is electrically located and geographic location will be identified by county and state.  Individual TPs may require additional information.”

Mr. Pritchard suggested the following: “For purchase power agreements, (the metered Balancing Authority where the title transfer occurs) provide the unique contract identifier.”  Mr. Green questioned whether there was an identifier to uniquely identify a contract.  Mr. Pritchard stated that a unique contract identifier could be the AREF number.  Ms. Rehman questioned whether the unique contract identifier (if determined to be the AREF number) should be masked.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to the unique contract identifier for purchase power agreements and whether the information should be masked on OASIS.  Some members suggested the posting of the Balancing Authority Area metered bounds where the title transfer occurs.  However, some members were opposed to this method due to its commercially sensitive information.  After further discussion, the group could not finalize naming conventions for purchase power agreements.  
The revised Naming Conventions and DNR Input Table document is available for viewing via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009w3.doc.  The ESS/ITS page also has the updated versions of the following documents: NITS Concepts, NITS Concepts document with Cites, and the recommendation as submitted by Ms. Otondo.  
3. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· January 20-22, 2009, hosted by NAESB in Houston, Texas
· February 4-5, 2009, hosted by Salt River Project in Phoenix, Arizona
· March 17-18, 2009, hosted by Progress Energy, in Raleigh, North Carolina
4. Adjourn
Ms. Rehman moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 4:09 p.m. Central on January 7, 2009.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Daryn Barker
	E.ON US

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Ed Davis 
	Entergy

	Yarrow Etheridge
	Entergy 

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy

	Barry Green 
	EPSA 

	Cathy Anderson
	Idaho Power Company

	Marie Knox 
	Midwest ISO

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO-Duke IE

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO-Duke IE

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB

	Marilyn Franz
	NV Energy

	Ernie Cardone
	NYISO

	Paul Sorenson 
	OATI

	Cathy Wesley
	PJM

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	JT Wood
	Southern Company

	Jennifer Key
	Steptoe & Johnson
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