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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 – June 3, 2009
DATE:

August 6, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ESS/ITS Meeting
June 3, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative 
Mr. Wood welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Cunningham gave the antitrust guidelines.  The participants introduced themselves on the phone.  The group reviewed the draft agenda and Ms. Cunningham suggested modifications to the agenda.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the agenda as revised.  The agenda was unanimously approved with no objections.  The agenda is available for viewing via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its060309a1.doc.
· Approval of Meeting Minutes
· December 4, 2008
The group reviewed and made modifications to the draft minutes for the December 4, 2008 meeting.  Ms. Otondo moved to approve the meeting minutes as amended.  The minutes were unanimously approved.  The final minutes are available for viewing via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its120408fm.doc.
· May 6, 2009
The group reviewed and made modifications to the draft minutes for the May 6, 2009 meeting.  Mr. Pritchard moved to adopt the meeting minutes as revised.  The minutes were unanimously approved.  The final minutes are available for viewing via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its050609fm.doc.
2. 2009 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
· Continue Discussion on Concepts
The group reviewed and held discussion as it relates to concepts within the NITS Parking Lot document (revised May 6, 2009).  First, the group reviewed Item 1
 of the Designation and Undesignation of Resources and Loads section.  Mr. Eckelkamp stated that a list of DNRs should be referenced if it will be required for them to be posted on OASIS and the list should be prepopulated.  The group held extensive discussion as it relates to this item.  Mr. Pritchard suggested that an additional data record may be needed in the OASIS template.   He stated that if a path is going to be verified, transmission has to be available on other portions of the path.  Ms. Otondo questioned the group as to how far a NAESB business practice standard should go as it relates to designated network resources (DNR) and designated network loads (DNL) matching up with path specifications on OASIS.  Mr. Pritchard stated that the group may need to consider what is in the NERC MOD standards.  He further stated that on the Duke Energy OASIS, reservations are used for network service.  The group agreed to the following: “Ability to auto fill information from existing designated resources to alternate path (Same DNR data record but delivered over a different contract path – may or may not be delivered at the same POR or POD to the Sink Control Area).”
The group agreed to include a new Item 2.  With respect to Item 2
, Mr. Pritchard suggested the following: “The ability to use multiple resources on a constrained path (i.e., more MWs designated may exceed the transmission reserved).”  Ms. Otondo suggested the following revision to the Item: “The ability to designate more resources than transmission capability committed to the service of a path, i.e., the sum of MWs exceeds the transmission allocation.”  Ms. Rehman stated that the document should also include the ability to restrict the total of all schedules to the transmission allocation.  Mr. Pritchard stated that there are some that do not use power flow methods and there needs to be a standard that accommodates all methods.  Ms. Otondo stated that the APS model is a path specific model and she would like to see the associated transmission allocation.  After further discussion, the group included revised Item 3 as follows: “The ability to show on OASIS the transmission reserved firm and non-firm by path to accommodate both designated and non-designated resources.”
The group held brief discussion as it relates to Item 4
 and noted that this item was covered by Motion 22.  During the December 4, 2008 meeting, the group passed Motion 22 by a 2/3 simple majority vote.  Motion 22 reads as follows: Rescind Motion 10
 and by association Motion 15
.  As it relates to Item 5, the group discussed the possible deferral of discussion for Item 5(b).  Mr. Wood indicated that the subcommittee does not have the ability to apply this item to NITS.  Ms. Otondo suggested that this item be developed into a separate WEQ Annual Plan Item.  The group agreed that this specific item would be moved to the 2009 WEQ Annual Plan item 2.a.iii.  Ms. Otondo and Mr. Pritchard will draft language and present this language to the subcommittee at June 17-19, 2009 meeting.  
With respect to Item 6
, Mr. Pritchard questioned whether the termination of a DNR would have an impact on the Firm Point to Point (PTP) service.  He stated that the group needs to ensure that the billing for PTP service is unchanged once the Transmission Customer makes the financial commitment for service.  He questioned whether a TP’s batching process should prohibit a request for this option.  After extensive discussion, the group agreed that a TP’s batching process should prohibit a request for reduction or termination of PTP reservation capacity.  The group further agreed that details would be worked out at a future date.  The group held brief discussion on Item 7 as this item was completed during the December 2, 2008 meeting.  
Next, the group reviewed and held discussion as it relates to Item 8
 of the NITS Parking Lot document.  Ms. Otondo questioned whether the recommendation should be consistent with pro forma OATT language.  Mr. Saini suggested that the tariff definition for Point of Delivery (POD) and Network Load be included in the recommendation.  Mr. Pritchard questioned whether NAESB uses defined terms from the pro forma OATT as a regular practice in business practice standards.  Ms. Rehman responded in the affirmative and noted that NAESB business practice standards have adopted pro forma OATT and FERC definitions.  Mr. Pritchard stated that we would need to be careful of the usage of these terms to ensure consistency with the pro forma OATT.  The group reviewed and requested NAESB direction on the need for these definitions in the NAESB standards given their inclusion in the pro forma.  After extensive discussion and review of the pro forma OATT, the group included the following in the NITS Parking Lot document:
· Network Load – Definition from pro forma
· The load that a Network Customer designates for Network Integration Transmission Service under Part III of the Tariff.  The Network Customer's Network Load shall include all load served by the output of any Network Resources designated by the Network Customer.  A Network Customer may elect to designate less than its total load as Network Load but may not designate only part of the load at a discrete Point of Delivery.  Where an Eligible Customer has elected not to designate a particular load at discrete points of delivery as Network Load, the Eligible Customer is responsible for making separate arrangements under Part II of the Tariff for any Point-To-Point Transmission Service that may be necessary for such non-designated load.

· Point(s) of Delivery – Definition from pro forma
· Point(s) on the Transmission Provider's Transmission System where capacity and energy transmitted by the Transmission Provider will be made available to the Receiving Party under Part II of the Tariff.  The Point(s) of Delivery shall be specified in the Service Agreement for Long-Term Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service.
The group held extensive discussion as it relates to Item 9
 and agreed future discussions on this item will take place at a later date.  After brief discussion on Item 10
, the group agreed that it would be included in the recommendation and related applications would be developed at a future date. 
Subsequently, the group held discussion as it relates to the Forecast Issues section
.  Ms. Glassman stated Duke Energy has asked guidance from FERC on this particular issue.  She will update the subcommittee at a future date.  Mr. Pritchard questioned how the recommendation will apply the ATC set-aside for Rollover Rights in the planning process.  He further questioned whether this was a reliability (to be addressed by NERC) or commercial issue (to be addressed by NAESB).  After further discussion, the group agreed to include a rollover rights-like template for DNRs.
Finally, the group discussed granularity and timing of information submitted section.  In regards to Item 1
, the group agreed that no business practice was required because a completed application is defined in the pro forma OATT and by the TP.  However, there will be a data element/status field on OASIS.  With respect to Item 2
, the group agreed that the NAESB business practice standards will require some sort of timestamp.  Mr. Pritchard stated that the group had already discussed the need to discuss Tier queue ordering for DNRs versus PTP.  The group held discussion as it relates to NITS being a Tier 1 request service, timing issues associated with Tier 1 service, and whether the timing issues could be preempted by conditional acceptance periods.  This discussion was noted as Parking Lot Items for July 3, 2009 meeting in the NITS Parking Lot document.  The revised NITS Parking Lot document (revised July 3, 2009) is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its060309a2.doc.
3. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· June 17-19, 2009, hosted by NAESB in Houston, Texas
· July 7-9, 2009, hosted by Midwest ISO in Carmel, Indiana
· August 19-20, 2009, hosted by El Paso Western Pipeline in Colorado Springs, Colorado
4. Adjourn
Ms. Otondo moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 4:02p.m. Central on June 3, 2009.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS

	Bruce McAllister
	FERC

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Marie Knox
	Midwest ISO

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy

	Kevin Gresh 
	PJM

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB

	Guy Ridgely
	Midwest ISO

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	JT Wood
	Southern Company

	Larry Williamson
	Black Hills Corporation

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Gary Alexander
	Midwest ISO

	Jennifer Key
	Steptoe & Johnson, LLP

	Jennella Battles
	NV Energy

	Ed Davis
	Entergy


� [The footnotes listed are unedited and were copied in their entirety from the ESS/ITS NITS Parking Lot document (revised June 3, 2009)] Item 1: Ability to reference information from existing designated resources to alternate path (Same DNR but delivered over a different contract path – may or may not be delivered at the same POR to the Sink Control Area)





� Item 2: The ability to designate more resources than transmission capability committed to that service over a path (i.e. the sum of MWs designated exceeds the transmission reserved). Also the ability to restrict total of all schedules to the transmission reserved.


� Item 4: Consider establishing a mechanism for defining generation resources so they can be referenced in a designation (max capacity, min capacity, operating cost, etc).  This item has been resolved per Motion 22 also considered in #1 above.


[The footnotes listed are unedited and were copied in their entirety from the ESS/ITS NITS Motions document (revised January 26, 2009)]� Motion 10: The NAESB standards will require the TP to provide the functionality that allows a generator (or merchant representing generation) the ability to input generator operating information as identified in the OATT so that NITS customers when designating that resource can access the data and not have to re-enter the information.


� Motion 15: NAESB standards will have a method for a generator to remove themselves from the list created from the implementation of Motion #10.  


� NITS Parking Lot Item 6: Make sure that undesignation process does not permit termination or reduction of point-to-point reservation capacity (relinquish, annul, recall).  Should a Transmission Provider’s batching process prohibit a request for this action?


� Item 8: Do we need to define “Load” and “Point of Delivery”? If so, what would the definition be?


� Item 9: Request for DNR’s – ensure includes attestation.


� Item 10: There will be a data element for the attestation in the DNR request that will need to be completed to be part of a completed request consistent with NAESB business practice standards and specific wording as included in the pro forma OATT per Order 890, 1532.).


� Forecast Issues: Resource forecast and DNRs don’t necessarily match in the future. Is this an issue for NAESB or NERC? (Rollover Rights -how do you align the planning with ATC calculations and rollover rights?) Could be included as an ETC item


� Granularity and timing of information submitted, Item 1: Is there a need to create a business practice to define when an application becomes a completed application.


� Item 2: There needs to be a way to time stamp requests for transmission service (e.g. DNR) so they can be queued properly to be in competition with point-to-point.
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