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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 – July 7-9, 2009
DATE:

November 25, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ESS/ITS Meeting 
Hosted by Midwest ISO in Carmel, Indiana
July 7, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern
July 8, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern
July 9, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Eastern
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Wood welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Cunningham read the antitrust guidelines.  The participants introduced themselves in the room and on the phone.  The group reviewed and made modifications to the agenda.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the agenda as revised.  Ms. Knox seconded the motion.  The agenda was unanimously adopted as revised.  The agenda is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its070709a1.doc.
· Approval of Meeting Minutes
· May 19-21, 2009

The group reviewed the draft minutes from the May 19-21, 2009 meeting.  Modifications were made throughout the document.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the meeting minutes as final.  The meeting minutes were unanimously adopted as final.  The final minutes are available for viewing via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its051909fm.doc.
2. 2009 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
· Review Work Paper for Midwest ISO

Mr. Ridgely gave a brief presentation as it relates to the Midwest ISO Transmission Service Agreement Completion.  The group discussed distinct differences between organized markets and non-organized market entities in conjunction with Item 6
 as noted in the NITS Parking Lot.  The work paper presented by Midwest ISO was noted as a response to Item 6.  
· Continue Discussion on Concepts
The group reviewed and held discussion as it relates to the NITS Parking Lot document (as of June 17, 2009).  The group reviewed Item 7
 of the NITS Parking Lot and determined that more information would be needed for a response to be provided for this specific item.  After review of Item 8
, the group recognized that there will be some aspects that will be the same and will differentiate as needed.  
In review of Item 1 of the Network Customer Needs section, Mr. Pritchard suggested the modification from DNRs to “network service required information.”  The group agreed and determined the following response: “Complete as of July 7, 2009.”  The group held discussion as it relates to Item 2 of the Network Customer Needs section.  After extensive discussion, the group agreed to allow both the Network Customer and the authorized agent to submit requests for changes to service and the most recent submittal stands (e.g., undesignated).  The group also determined that the TP shall restrict OASIS transactions to the Network Customer and/or authorized agent.  The following were included in the response: 

1. We first need to capture who the network customers are in all of these requests. 

2. We also want to provide the option for capturing the agency relationship and allow for transactions on behalf of the network customer – may want to mask this information.

3. Who submitted the request that needs to be captured?
4. Permit an agent to specify which customer they are representing.
The group held extensive discussion in regards to what the agent would be authorized to do.  Mr. Wood offered the following suggestion: “NAESB standards will not specify any granularity requirements with regards to specific types of transaction requests which an agent may or may not be authorized to submit.”  In addressing when an agent is authorized to perform what actions, the group voted on the following options in a straw poll: 
There is 1 start/stop time for the agent.  The majority did not agree to this option. 
There are 2 start/stop times for the agent: transaction start/stop time and authorization start/stop time.  The majority of the group did agree and will the subcommittee will move forward with this option.  
Transaction start time example might be Jan. 1, 2010, and the authorization start time could be Sept. 2009 for such transaction.

The group also agreed to permit multiple entities to act as an agent and will make it permissible for the TP to enter data on behalf of the customer.  The group further determined that NAESB will develop a standard that will require the TP to develop a business practice to allow this to happen at the TP’s discretion.  Ms. Otondo suggested the addition of the following to the NITS Parking Lot document: Review definitions to ensure consistency and conformity with the OATT (e.g., Transmission Customer).  With respect to Item 3 of the Network Customer Needs section, the group agreed that this issue would be discussed at a later date and that there is no issue as tags already allow for agency relationships.  In regards to Item 5, Ms. Otondo suggested the following response:  “We are going to address this justification for the NITS standard that people should address this in their comments since we are not addressing it since it is part of the Annual Plan.”  The subcommittee will recommend in the justification of this issue (coordination of service across multiple providers) be included as part of WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.a.ii.2 and that the Item be moved up in priority to follow development of the NITS recommendation.  
In regards to Concept #9 from Concepts w/OATT Excel document, the group discussed whether the NITS application fits into the Point-to-Point request format.  The group determined that for Concept #9, the use of secondary network resources may be necessary (use of an undesignated resource, 6NN tags).  Ms. Otondo questioned how transmission allocations are completed when there is a request for network service and modifications to the existing network service.  Mr. Saini and Ms. Otondo questioned who puts in the request for network service and how is it processed.  Ms. Rehman suggested the following: OATT Section 29.2 information will be provided by the customer.  Mr. Wood suggested the following additional language for the Parking Lot on this particular issue: Based on the information provided, the Transmission provider and/or customer will be need to serve the DNLs with the DNRs and; 2) if there is sufficient transmission capacity to serve the load using the DNR mix; and 3) if there is insufficient transmission capacity to serve the load using the DNR mix, the OATT study procedures will be initiated.  The group held extensive discussion with respect to regional differences.  After further discussion, the group agreed that Ms. Otondo (for the West, except Cal-ISO), Ms. Knox (for the ISO/RTO Council) and Mr. Wood (Non ISO/RTO Eastern) would develop regional standards offline.  The group further agreed that the standard should reflect the regional differences of who makes the determination: the transmission provider or the customer.  The group discussed the issue of identifying queue order processing between Point-to-Point firm service and Network service.  This discussion was deferred to the August 19-20, 2009 meeting.  

Mr. Wood noted that there are at least three sub-templates under the application template umbrella: DNR, Designated Network Loads (DNL) and Transmission Capacity Allocation (TCA).  The group held extensive discussion for drafting of the sub-templates for DNR and DNL, and included a draft transrequest template in the NITS Parking Lot document.  Ms. Otondo noted that the application is a series of data submitted initially.  She further noted that the NITSA is an umbrella for the customer’s network service, and within the umbrella, the ARef number should be used.  Mr. Wood noted that there will also be template and/or sub-template comparable to transstatus.  
The group provided the following as work that needs to be performed by the subcommittee:

1. Determine what each of the sub-templates are, based on 29.2 of pro-forma OATT (see Jan. 7, 2009 “pro-forma application items – 9-19-08” document and the 7/2/2009 “NITS naming conventions” document). Agreed that the technical team will take the 29.2 information requirements and will develop the necessary sub-templates and their respective data elements. 7/8/09

2. What fields need to be captured in the transmission capacity allocation sub-template (NSR)

a. Required only for use on discrete paths or boundaries (for Firm or non-firm requests); other uses of this template are at TP discretion;
b. Correlate transmission capacity allocation to DNRs and possibly DNLs/LSEs (unreserved use determination);
c. Identify queue order processing between PTP and Network.
The revised NITS Parking Lot document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its070709a2.doc.
3. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· August 19-20, 2009, hosted by El Paso Energy in Colorado Springs, Colorado
· September 29-30, 2009, October 1, 2009, hosted by BPA in Portland, Oregon.
4. Adjourn
Ms. Otondo moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 11:47a.m. Eastern Standard Time on July 9, 2009.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	July 7
	July 8
	July 9

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Cathy Wesley
	PJM
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Marie Knox
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO - Duke IE
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Larry Williamson
	Black Hills Corporation
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Gary Alexander
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	
	

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Kathy Anderson 
	Idaho Power 
	
	Phone
	

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO – Duke IE
	
	Phone
	Phone

	Guy Ridgely
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	In Person
	In Person

	Daryn Barker
	E.ON US
	In Person
	In Person
	


[The footnotes listed are unedited and were copied in their entirety from the ESS/ITS NITS Parking Lot document (revised June 17, 2009)]� Item 6: The subcommittee recognizes the distinct differences between organized markets and non-organized market entities where as, processes and procedures may not be applicable to both.  May invoke Attachment C. Complete as of 6/18/09.


� Item 7: The subcommittee may determine a need to have regional or ATC methodology base differences


� Item 8: After reviewing NITS vs. Point-to-Point in WEQ-001, 002, and 013, we’ll make a determination on whether to section of NITS, Point-to-Point and general
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