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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) Meetings Final Minutes – January 20-22, 2009
DATE:

October 15, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ESS/ITS Meeting
January 20, 2009 – 1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Central
January 21, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central

January 22, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central

FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Wood welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Cunningham gave the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. Otondo removed the approval of the meeting minutes.  Mr. Wood noted that a brief discussion of rollover of redirects would take place.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the meeting minutes as amended.  The agenda was adopted as amended.  The agenda as revised during the meeting is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009a1.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 NITS Naming Conventions and DNR Input table document (January 7, 2009).  Ms. Otondo provided a brief review of the January 7, 2009 WEQ ESS/ITS meeting.  She stated that the Transmission Providers (TP) will post the list of geographical and electrical location for designated network resources (DNRs).  She questioned whether the list would include the locations for all short-term and long-term DNRs.  She noted that in there is no distinction between short-term and long-term DNRs in the pro forma OATT.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to short-term and long-term DNRs.  Mr. Eckelkamp questioned whether OASIS AREFs would be used for DNR queries.  The group reviewed the APS OASIS site, DNR Business Practice Version 3, NITS Customer Attestation and Request for Designation of a Network Resource: Off-system resource.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to short-term and long-term DNRs.
Ms. Otondo stated that a DNR is a source of generation that a customer has chosen to designate and the customer uses the resource to serve the load.  She noted that once a network resource has been designated, the resource cannot be used for a third-party.  In order for a third-party to use a DNR, the network resource would have to be undesignated.  Mr. Wood noted that all undesignated network resources would also be queried by an AREF number and would be time-stamped.  Ms. Otondo noted that TPs that operate on the Western Interconnection reserve multiple DNRs.  She further noted that querying Transmission Service Requests (TSR) will not provide the same information as a DNR.  Ms. Dalloul noted that TVA requires a TSR for every DNR but does not have a TSR for every generator.  Mr. Eckelkamp stated that Progress Energy has recently required TSRs for all off-system generation.  He further stated that if generation is owned by a Balancing Authority (BA), there is no TSR for on-system generation.  Mr. Saini stated that common data requirements for a designated resource are addressed in pro forma OATT and does not need to be addressed within the NAESB business practice standards.  
The group reviewed and discussed the NITS Concepts with OATT cites (Excel spreadsheet).  Ms. Bigelow cited paragraph 1591 of FERC Order No. 890 and noted that network resources may require a network customer to file a request under OASIS, but a change to the information recorded initially in the network service agreement is not a requirement.  She further noted (citing the same paragraph) that FERC has stated there is no requirement that the TP submit a revised application for network service every time a resource is designated or undesignated.  Mr. Eckelkamp responded that Progress Energy has a drop-down list for that TP can use with respect to on-system resources.  Mr. Saini noted that Entergy does not have a drop-down list however a list of possible network resources and all commissioned generators are posted on OASIS.  Mr. Eckelkamp proposed the following: If a TP has a list on OASIS and wants to submit a DNR request, the TP must select: 1) On-System Long-Term (all data would be required); 2) On-System Short-Term; 3) Off-System Long-Term; or 4) Off-System Short-Term.  He noted that all fields are required to be completed however, a not applicable (‘N/A’) may be appropriate in certain circumstances.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to this suggestion.
Mr. Saini made the following motion (Motion 28): “The committee recognizes that the information required torequest designation of a Network Resource (DNR) should replicate that required in 29.2(v) of the pro forma OATT.”  Mr. Saini explained that the TP can waive all or part of this requirement if they choose to do so.  During the discussion of the motion, Mr. Pritchard questioned whether this motion was effectively establishing a place on OASIS for the maintenance information.  Mr. Saini responded that the maintenance information should be available to the TP before designating a resource.  He noted that the off-system information is also included in 29.2 of the pro forma OATT.  After extensive discussion, Mr. Saini withdrew the motion.  
The group subsequently held discussion as it relates to the two additional fields for geographical and electrical locations.  Mr. Wood stated that since 29.2(v) of the pro forma OATT will be included in the template structure, it would necessary to add more data requirement fields.  He further stated that should the group determine that additional fields are warranted, the group will also need to determine what kinds of fields and the necessary technical and S&CP specifications. 

Ms. Bigelow made the following motion (Motion 29): To facilitate the query passed in Motion 23, the template for requesting designation of a Network Resource will include two additional fields: 1) electrical location; and 2) geographical location.  The NAESB standards will indicate the required content and format for those additional fields, which if necessary, may be different content for different interconnections and/or NERC ATC-MOD standards.”  Ms. Rehman offered a friendly amendment.  Ms. Bigelow accepted the friendly amendment and the motion was modified accordingly.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed (with Mr. Eckelkamp opposed; Mr. Skiba abstaining). 
Ms. Otondo stated that Motion 29 answered question as it relates to owned generation but did not address Purchase Power Agreements (PPA).  Mr. Sorenson stated with respect to off-system PPA, the electrical location should be where the title transfer is taken and the geographical location should be not applicable.  He made the following motion (Motion 30): “For off-system PPA, electrical location is the point at which title was taken as specified by the Transmission Customer and geographical is ‘not applicable’.”  Mr. Saini offered a friendly amendment.  Mr. Sorenson agreed to the friendly amendment and the motion was modified accordingly.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to the motion.  Ms. Otondo offered the following friendly amendment: “Point of receipt on the network provider’s system and geographical location is not applicable.” After further discussion, Mr. Sorenson withdrew his motion.
Ms. Otondo offered the following motion (Motion 31): “For off-system purchased power, electrical location is the point of receipt (on the network transmission provider’s system) and geographical is “not applicable”. The electrical location information will be populated with the information provided on the request to designate a Network Resource (“Delivery point(s) to the Transmission Provider’s Transmission System”, Section 29.2(v) of the pro forma OATT - 4th bullet on off-system network resource list of information required).”  During the discussion of the motion, Mr. Green questioned whether granularity should exist at the point of receipt and noted that this information was not clear from the motion.  The group could not provide a clear answer to Mr. Green’s question.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed (with Mr. Sorenson abstaining).  
Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 32): “For off-system customer-owned generation, electrical location is the point of receipt (on the network transmission provider’s system) and geographical is county and state. The electrical location information will be populated with the information provided on the request to designate a Network Resource (“Delivery point(s) to the Transmission Provider’s Transmission System”, Section 29.2(v) of the pro forma OATT - 4th bullet on off-system network resource list of information required).”  During the discussion of the motion, Mr. Barker stated that for off-system generation, the geographical location should include state and county and the electrical location.  He offered a friendly amendment to the motion.  Ms. Rehman accepted the friendly amendment and the motion was modified accordingly.  Ms. Otondo stated that the friendly amendment to the motion changes the context of the motion and will require the customer to submit more information.  After further discussion, Ms. Rehman withdrew the motion.  The group discussed On and Off-system Customer Owned generation.  
Ms. Bigelow made the following motion (Motion 33): “For on-system and off-system customer-owned generation: 

· Electrical location will be identified by the balancing authority area where the generation is electrically located and 

· Geographic location will be identified by the county and state.  

Individual TPs may require additional information.”  
During the discussion, Ms. Otondo stated this motion will place more burdens on the Transmission Customer.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed (with Ms. Otondo opposed).  The group agreed that the requirement of 18 C.F.R. (e)(1)(vi) will be met by the requirements outlined in Motion 33.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the electrical location is the point of receipt and the geographical location is not applicable (‘N/A’) for on-system or off-system purchase power.  Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 34): “For on-system purchased power, electrical location is the point of receipt (on the network transmission provider’s system) and geographical is “not applicable”.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed unanimously.  The motions were noted in Naming Conventions document.  The revised NITS motions document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009a2.doc.
The group discussed the DNR Application Input Fields as included within the Naming Conventions document.  Mr. Sorenson noted that TP optional could be used as a place holder.  The group agreed to the addition of the TP optional field.  The group also determined to the addition of two fields to 18 CFR 37.6(e)(1)(vi) Geographic and Electrical Locations.  Mr. Sorenson noted that WEQ-001 will include the Motions that were passed during this meeting that deal with resource type.  He further noted that WEQ-002 and WEQ-013 will both address the request for designation that will include the resource name.  
The group drafted the Cross Reference of Potential Template Data Elements to Business Requirements for Submission of a Request to Designate a Network Resource.  This reference is noted in the Naming Conventions document.  Subsequently, the group held extensive discussion as it relates to attestation and reviewed Southern Company’s OASIS on attestation.  Ms. Bigelow cited paragraph 919 of FERC Order No. 890-A which addresses attestation.  Ms. Otondo suggested drafting language regarding resource attestation and have the legal counsel of the various participants to review the language.  The group held extensive discussion in developing template data elements for designating a new resource.  Mr. Sorenson suggested the following for footnote 2 as noted in the Naming Conventions document for Template Data Element: Use of the term “Resource” is applied to a DNR [Designated Network Resource] and the MWs designated.  Use of the term “Generator” is applied to the physical plant – specific generating unit - which may be designated in whole or in part.  
The group held discussion with respect to Generator Attributes.  Mr. Sorenson stated that FERC noted in FERC Order No. 890 that physical attributes should be included in the NAESB business practice standards.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to the descriptive characteristics for Normal Operating Unit.  Mr. Sorenson questioned the following: 1) Should the requirements for these be defined?; 2) Or is this a chart or some form of uploaded document – a) answer is a range of numbers and b) changes are this information will be masked, so why does it need to be a specific number in template?  Mr. Sorenson also suggested the use of an off-OASIS communication with check box on template.  The group held further discussion and ultimately, no decision was made on what information, if any, should be provided via a template.  
The group established a new template to Temporary Undesignation of a Network Resource and Concurrent Redesignation to reflect the Reattestation.  Mr. Sorenson questioned whether the NAESB business practice standards should include requests for concomitant for point-to-point or request for new DNR? He noted that the requests could be bound together and submitted as a “transaction.”  Mr. Pritchard noted that if any request in the bundle fails, the total transaction would fail.  He stated that the group will need to discuss if partial capacity is available (also known as the counteroffer scenario).  Mr. Sorenson questioned whether pre-confirmation requirements and reservation priorities would also be needed.  Mr. Pritchard questioned whether NAESB needs to account (WEQ-001) for the quantity of DNR available for undesignation (similar to Capacity Available to Redirect).  He noted that the Transmission Customer should not be allowed to undesignate a DNR that has been scheduled as a DNR (to meet the designated load).  He further noted that this might have implications with respect to un-reserved use penalties.  Mr. Pritchard also questioned if partial assignments or third-party agreements would be available on OASIS.  The revised NITS Naming Conventions document (January 22, 2009) is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009a3.doc.  The draft NITS recommendation is also available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its012009a4.doc.
3. Discussion on WEQ EC Task Force Session on Rollover of Redirects 
Ms. Otondo provided a brief background and update on the WEQ EC Task Force Session on Rollover of Redirects The WEQ Executive Committee (EC) reviewed and held discussion as it relates to the recommendation during its November 4, 2008.  During this meeting, several ESS/ITS members expressed their concern with the WEQ-001-9.7 of the proposed business practice standard.  It was during this discussion that it was suggested that the recommendation be remanded back to the subcommittee for further work on this particular section.  Mr. Davis made a motion to amend the motion to accept the recommendation as drafted and remove WEQ-001-9.7 from the recommendation.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.  It was also determined during this EC meeting, that a WEQ EC Task Force would be formed and comprised of EC and key subcommittee members.  The WEQ EC Task Force would review and draft issues as it specifically relates to WEQ-001-9.7 (i.e., Part II of the Rollover on Redirects on a Firm Basis recommendation). 

A prep call for the WEQ EC Task Force Session on Rollover Rights was held on November 25, 2008 in which EC and key subcommittee members revised discussion items to be presented to FERC Staff.  In response, FERC Staff provided their interpretation of the OATT as it relates to Redirects and Rollover Rights.  The WEQ EC Task Force Session call with FERC Staff took place January 8, 2009.  At the conclusion of the call, Ms. Otondo suggested that the WEQ EC task force send the recommendation back to the WEQ ESS/ITS so that optionality could be considered throughout the recommendation.  She noted that if the subcommittee determines that optionality is appropriate, it would dramatically change the recommendation.  The rest of the participants agreed with this assessment.

Ms. Otondo noted that any prior decisions made by the subcommittee with respect to this particular section are no longer applicable.  Mr. Wood stated that the Rollover of Redirects recommendation will take precedent and encouraged participants to provide their interpretations and comments of the FERC policy statement before the February 2009 meeting.  The notes from the WEQ EC Task Force Session on Rollover of Redirects are available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its020409w6.doc.
4. Review of Standards Request R06006 (JISWG)
Mr. Skiba provided a brief update with respect to the recent activities by the Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG).  He noted that JISWG has been assigned to work on the 2009 WEQ Annual Plan Item 6.c/R06006.  After reviewing the e-Tag 1.8.1 Technical Specifications, it was noted that the recommendation has already been addressed within Section 4.6.1.2 of the specifications.  Mr. Skiba stated that the JISWG would like to draft a no-action recommendation with as it relates to this request and Section 4.6.1.2.  The group held discussion as it relates to the procedural process of voting out recommendations that are not specifically assigned to the ESS/ITS.  

Ms. Otondo made the following motion: As a subcommittee, ESS/ITS is in agreement with JISWG’s action to vote out a no-action recommendation with respect to Standards Request R06006.  Mr. Sorenson seconded the motion.  During the discussion of the motion, Mr. Saini and Mr. Eckelkamp expressed their interest in reviewing the no-action recommendation first.  Mr. Saini stated that procedurally, the ESS/ITS should have more time to review the Standards Request before agreeing to the no-action recommendation.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed (with Mr. Saini and Mr. Eckelkamp abstaining).  The co-chairs will further review the roles and responsibilities of JISWG and NAESB procedures with respect to the ESS/ITS and JISWG.  Mr. Skiba stated that this matter may be discussed during the February 3, 2009 WEQ EC meeting.
5. Review of Minor Correction Submitted by B. Rehman of BPA
Ms. Otondo stated that Ms. Rehman has posted a minor correction which will be reviewed, discussed, and possibly voted upon during the February 3, 2009 WEQ EC meeting.  She noted that the ESS/ITS will typically review minor corrections of recommendations that were worked on by the subcommittee and have been submitted to the WEQ EC.  She further noted that in her earlier review of the minor correction, she did not have any issues or concerns with the minor correction.  The group reviewed and discussed the minor correction.  It was agreed that the ESS/ITS supported the minor correction submitted by Ms. Rehman.  The minor correction is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ec020309a6.doc.
6. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· February 4-5, 2009, hosted by Salt River Project in Phoenix, Arizona
· March 17-19, 2009, hosted by Progress Energy in Raleigh, North Carolina
· April 7-9, 2009, hosted by Midwest ISO in Carmel, Indiana
7. Action Items
· Co-Chairs will review the status of the JISWG and the procedures currently being used regarding the reporting relationship between JISWG and ESS/ITS.  Will discuss with NAESB to find out what the procedures are to move JISWG to subcommittee level.  
· Mr. Wood will send an email to the ESS/ITS exploder list regarding the Rollover of Redirects.  
8. Adjourn
Ms. Otondo moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting was adjourned at 2:48p.m. Central on January 22, 2009.
9. Attendance 
	Name
	Organization
	January 20
	January 21
	January 22

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Daryn Barker
	E.ON US
	
	Phone
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Marie Knox
	Entergy
	
	In Person
	In Person

	Ed Davis
	Entergy
	
	
	Phone

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Barry Green 
	EPSA 
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Kathy Anderson
	Idaho Power Company
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	Phone
	

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Marilyn Franz
	NV Energy
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Paul Sorenson 
	OATI
	
	In Person
	In Person

	Cathy Wesley
	PJM
	
	Phone
	Phone

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Jennifer Key
	Steptoe & Johnson
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Scott Homberg
	TVA
	
	Phone
	

	Tahnika Rodriguez
	TVA
	Phone
	
	

	Marjorie Parsons
	TVA
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Martha Dalloul
	TVA
	Phone
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