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ESS/ITS Conference Call
October 1, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Ms. Otondo welcomed the participants to the call.  Ms. Cunningham gave the antitrust guidelines.  The participants introduced themselves over the phone.  Mr. Skiba moved to adopt the agenda as amended.  Mr. Harshbarger seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted without further discussion or opposition.  
2. 2008 Annual Plan Item 2.a.iii.1through 2.a.iii.8, 2.b.i.1 and 3.a.ii, Network Service on OASIS
· Continue Concepts Discussion
The group reviewed and held discussion in regards to the NITS Concepts document.  Ms. Otondo noted that the group had the following assigned at the previous meeting: to develop the overall concepts on NITS on OASIS and determine how those concepts will be processed; determine the transactions that would need to occur; to identify data fields to be added to OASIS and tag changes (for scheduling agents, curtailments, etc.).  Mr. Sorenson provided a brief overview of the document, NITS Displace Concepts from OATI.  He stated that the concepts are related to the contract data models but it is necessary to establish that there will be requests to assign unique SOURCE name for Resources and assign a unique SINK name for Loads.  He explained that the NITS service agreement (or Contract) may be represented on OASIS.  With regards to NITS Data Requirements, he noted the following: 1) the Contract could contain the base information (Customer, Term, and Eligibility Attestation); 2) Load could contain base information (Name, Description, Type, Load Control Area, Point of Delivery) and profiles (Load Forecast and Interruptible Capacity); 3) Deliverability Constraints; 4) ATC Impact Matrix; 5) Resource could contain base information and profiles.  As it relates to NITS Transaction Concepts, the transaction requirements could involve Designate resource (capacity), Undesignate resource, Designate load (capacity) and Undesignated load.  He explained that transaction processing should be defined as a request to change the contract and once approved, those change would be reflected in the contract.  He noted that the transaction itself would not represent transmission service and the transaction log would include audit record of designations and undesignations.  Some of the other NITS Transaction Concepts suggested were Short-Term Requests, Special Transactions, and Tag Processing.  
Mr. Harshbarger suggested that a more value added service be listed for the Special Transactions Concept.  Ms. Rehman suggested that the group review the tag changes for Designated Network Resources (DNR) that will be associated with scheduling agents.  The group agreed and this suggestion was added as Parking Lot Item 13.  Ms. Otondo inquired as to the technology that will be used for the Special Transactions Concept.  Mr. Harshbarger explained the possibility of two different technologies employed for the use of varying NITS services.  He questioned that if two different technologies (CSV for point to point, and another technology for NITS) were employed, whether it would complicate the non-commitment evaluation and further would it be compatible.  The group added this issue as Parking Lot Item 14.
Mr. Eckelkamp questioned whether the Commission prescribed in FERC Order No. 890 that NITS service cannot be redirected.  He inquired as to whether the proposed business practice standards can mention existing resources to alternate path by referencing unit and capacity.  Ms. Rehman stated that the application can be identified and a number (i.e., AREF) can be carried over to the template.  Mr. Kimm referenced paragraph 1541 of FERC Order No. 890 as it relates to the un-designation of resources.  Mr. Sorenson responded that this is not designating a new resource but replacing Resource A with Resource B.  He noted that since Resource A is unable to deliver, the transmission provider (TP) will be able to use any capacity related to Resource A.  Mr. Pritchard suggested that Mr. Eckelkamp’s concern be noted as Parking Lot Item 16
.  
Next, the group drafted and held discussion in regards to the NITS on OASIS Types of Transactions document.  Ms. Otondo noted that the Western Interconnection operates differently from the East and stated she was not opposed to TPs allocating their capacity for transmission services.  She stated however, that she would be opposed to the business practice standards requiring the West to re-designate resources and make them path specific. Ms. Franz questioned whether the term transaction can be further clarified.  Mr. Sorenson stated that if there are multiple designations, the capacity for DNRs will be reduced according to the terms of the designation and the amount un-designated.  Mr. Pritchard stated that there is a single control area with the batch submittal which does not cross barriers and represents a chain of point-to-point deliveries.  He noted that the requirement of the pre-confirmation  of batch submittals is a separate issue and should be referenced as Parking Lot Item 18
.  Mr. Pritchard suggested documenting the various types of transactions for multiple TPs.  He questioned whether there should be a mechanism to bind or tie off system point-to-point reservations to a network reservation.  He also questioned whether the network reservation and point-to-point reservation capacities should be reduced due to a firm redirect.  This question was listed as Parking Lot Item 19
.  Mr. Kimm responded that it is noted in MidAmerica’s tariff that there must be a firm point-to-point to designate a resource.  
Mr. Saini suggested that the recommendation should allow room for counteroffers on individual requests.  This suggestion was listed as an item on the NITS on OASIS Types of Transactions Document.  Mr. Pritchard stated as it relates to batch submittals for multiple TPs, that it will be necessary to coordinate response times of multiple TPs and customers.  The group determined that NITS on OASIS will include the following transactions: Designate resources with TP’s discretion to add requirements on a designated path.  It will also include a temporary un-designation of resources which may have a requirement to re-designate.  The group also added the following transactions types: Permanent Undesignation of Resources; Designate (add) Load; Undesignate (eliminate) Load; Revise load attributes for example forecasts; Revise resource attributes; Non-Designated Resources; Undesignations may be partial capacity of the Designated resource.  The group determined that WEQ-001 will need to be reviewed for other types of transactions (e.g., rollovers, transfers, relinquish).  
Mr. Wood stated that Secondary Network should reference the network service contract.  Mr. Sorenson noted that it needs to be bound by the service agreement and has to be at a designated path.  Mr. Pritchard stated that if the Source is at one location and the Sink is at another location, the capacity could be delivered at different paths that can be defined.  He noted the need for a mechanism for a reservation type.  He said that the recommendation will need to ensure that the undesignation does not permit undesignation to point-to-point capacity with respect to the batch process.  This suggestion was noted as Parking Lot Item 20
.  Ms. Otondo suggested that Parking Lot Item 21
 note the group will review the timing table for TP and customer response times to transactions.  Ms. Otondo questioned whether NAESB should address the matching of resource forecast and DNRs and was noted as Parking Lot Item 22
.  Mr. Sorenson questioned whether the same information (as listed for short-term requests) will be needed for long-term requests.  The group held discussion in regards to the length of designation network resource as a long-term request.  Mr. Eckelkamp suggested the following for Parking Lot Item 23: The ability to do undesignations in shorter time increments than the designation requirements. For example, designations must be done with a minimum of a day. Can undesignations be done in terms of hours?

The group subsequently reviewed NITS Transaction Concepts section within the NITS Displace Concepts document for possible Parking Lot Items.  Ms. Otondo stated tag processing should be included in the Parking Lot document as an item that NAESB may possibly want to address in the recommendation
.  Mr. Pritchard noted that preemption and competition issues may need to be addressed within NITS
.  He stated that this issue is tied to the duration of NITS rather than the DNR.  After review of the NITS on OASIS Parking Lot document, Mr. Pritchard will revise the document for grouping of related Parking Lot items.  Mr. Sorenson and Mr. Wood will develop a template based upon Parking Lot Item 2
.  It was noted that Load Forecast will be a separate template but will be linked to the initial application.  
3. Action Items

· Mr. Wood and Mr. Sorenson will draft a template based on Parking Lot Item 1 from the revised NITS on OASIS Parking Lot document.  
· Mr. Wood, Mr. Gilbert, and Mr. Sorenson will create the framework for WEQ-002 as developed from the Pro-Forma Application document.  
· Ms. Otondo will review and possibly revise the draft recommendation as it relates to the NITS on OASIS Concepts document.
· Mr. Pritchard will revise the NITS Parking Lot document.  
· Ms. Bigelow and Ms. Wesley will revise the NITS on OASIS Parking Lot and Concepts documents to incorporate FERC Order citations.  Ms. Bigelow and Ms. Wesley will coordinate these efforts with Mr. Pritchard.  
4. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· October 15-16, 2008, hosted by PJM Interconnection in Philadelphia, PA.
· November 12-14, 2008, hosted by NAESB in Houston, TX
5. Adjourn
Ms. Rehman moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 2:40pm Central on October 1, 2008.  
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[The footnotes listed are unedited and were copied in their entirety from the ESS/ITS NITS Parking Lot document.]� Parking Lot Item 16: Ability to reference information from existing designated resources to alternate path


� Parking Lot Item 18: Ability to reference information from existing designated resources to alternate path


� Parking Lot Item 19: Should there be a mechanism to bind or tie off system point-to-point reservations to a network reservation? (if the point-to-point reservation capacity is reduced due to a firm redirect, should the network reservation capacity be reduced)





� Parking Lot Item 20: Make sure that the undesignation does not permit undesignation to point-to-point capacity (release, annul), in particular in the batch process


� Parking Lot Item 21: Review timing table for transmission provider/customer response times to transactions


� Parking Lot Item 22: Resource forecast and DNRs don’t necessarily match in the future. Is this an issue for NAESB? (Rollover Rights -how do you align the planning with ATC calculations and rollover rights?)


� Parking Lot Item 24: Does NAESB need to address tag processing issues?


� Parking Lot Item 25: We need to have discussion on preemption and competition.  Tie to duration of NITS rather than DNR. 


� Parking Lot Item 2: Is there a need to create a business practice to define when an application becomes a completed application.  There will be a data element on OASIS but we may not need a business practice as completed application is defined in the Tariff and by the transmission provider
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