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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) Conference Call with Web Cast Final Minutes – December 4, 2008
DATE:

May 21, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ESS/ITS Conference Call
December 4, 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 group made minor revisions to the agenda.  Mr. Green moved to adopt the agenda as amended.  Mr. Ridgely seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted as amended unanimously without discussion.  The revised agenda is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its120408a1.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
· Discussion and Vote on Motion to Rescind by Alan Pritchard (Motion #18)
Mr. Pritchard made the following motion (Motion 22): Rescind Motion 18.  The group reviewed and held discussion with respect to the Motion and Mr. Pritchard’s supporting document.  He noted that his document cites paragraphs 901 and 905 of FERC Order No. 890-A as it relates to Motion 18.  He stated that the generator does not and is not expected to know who has declared a Designated Network Resource (DNR).  He further stated that Motion 18 stated that the generator is supposed to provide notice to those generators that have a DNR.  He said that while in theory, it makes sense for this information to be provided there is not a mechanism for the generation owner to know whom to notify.  He said that if a voluntary database is created for generators, this requirement would be so onerous that they would fear it to be a violation of a NAESB business practice standard.  
During the discussion of the Motion, Mr. Green stated his opposition to the motion on the table.  He stated that Mr. Pritchard made Motion 22 to rescind Motions 10 and 15, which Mr. Pritchard suggested was, in part, responsive to comments made by Mr. Green that these motions created a gap in the standards.  Mr. Green agreed that Motions 10 and 15 create a gap and Motion 18, since rescinded, filled that gap.  However, Mr. Green stated for the record that, that rescinding of Motions 10 and 15 was not in any manner whatsoever responsive to EPSA's concerns.  He stated that rescinding Motions 10 and 15 amounts to "throwing out the baby with the bathwater" as it eliminates a market-friendly provision of the standards that the subcommittee had previously supported rather than trying to fix a relatively small flaw in those provisions.  Ms. Knox stated that she was opposed to Motion 18.  She further stated that the contents of Motion 22 should be included in a NITS service agreement and not the NAESB business practice standards.  Ms. Otondo noted that Motions 10 and 15 do not put an obligation on the generator and is an optional field.  After extensive discussion, Ms. Wesley called the question.  The majority of the group was in favor of calling the question.  With a balanced vote (6 – 1), the motion passed. [Vote 1]
	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	5
	
	5
	2
	0
	2

	Generation
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Marketers/Brokers
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	1
	
	1
	1
	0
	1

	End Users
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0

	IGO
	3
	
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Total
	10
	1
	11
	6
	1
	7


Ms. Rehman made the following motion (Motion 23): The functionality in Motion 10 should include functionality for the generator to indicate their intent to remove generation 120 days prior to removing generation from the list created under Motion 10.  Ms. Rehman stated that the functionality to be associated with the list should include functionality for the generator and provide a 120-day notice.  Ms. Bigelow offered a friendly amendment and Ms. Rehman accepted the amendment to the motion.  Ms. Wesley questioned why this particular functionality is for 120 days.  She stated that the decision should be left up to the Transmission Provider (TP) to determine functionality by including data or requirements.  Ms. Bigelow stated the following to be included within the motion: 1) to establish a direct link between functionality and notice; 2) to establish a notice concept for the customer.  She noted that by creating additional deadlines for the generators, this could potentially create a conflict between TPs and generator owners.  Mr. Sorenson stated that Motion 18 was intended to be part of the business practice standard and relates to the functionality to create a network resource.  He noted that since there is no deadline, notice can be given one day prior to the end of the deadline.  After further discussion, Ms. Knox called the question.  The majority of the group was in favor of calling the question.  With a balanced vote (5.3 – 1.7), the motion failed (with Ms. Otondo and Ms. Anderson abstaining). [Vote 2]
	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	1
	2
	3
	0.666667
	1.333333
	2

	Generation
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Marketers/Brokers
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1

	End Users
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0

	IGO
	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	2
	6
	8
	1.666667
	5.333333
	7


Mr. Pritchard stated in light of the discussion from Motion 10 and EPSA’s concern with gaps in the standards, there should be some recognition that functionality is done on a transmission basis.  Mr. Pritchard made the following motion: Rescind Motion 10 and by association Motion 15.  Ms. Wesley seconded the motion.  Mr. Green noted his strong opposition to the motion.  Ms. Wesley noted that she was not opposed to having functionality but agreed with rescinding Motions 10 and 15 for alternative reasons.  Ms. Cunningham noted that under the Modern Parliamentary Procedure, 2nd edition, a two-thirds majority may be required to pass the motion if no advance notice is given.  With a simple majority vote, the motion passed with a two-thirds majority (with Ms. Otondo, Ms. Bigelow and Ms. Anderson abstaining).  An updated version of the NITS Motions document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its120408a5.doc.
· Review of Order 890 Plan and 2008 WEQ Annual Plan

The group reviewed and held discussion as it relates to modifications to the Order 890 Plan and the 2008 WEQ Annual Plan.  In review of page 21, of the Order 890 Plan, the group agreed that a notation of the NITS Concepts document should be included throughout the section.  During the discussion, Mr. Ridgely questioned whether informational posting should be included in the standard.  Ms. Otondo noted that informational posting was referenced in paragraphs 1498, 1504 and 1477 in FERC Order No. 890.  Mr. Eckelkamp referenced the Pro Forma Application Items document and stated that all issues related to information posting are addressed within this particular document.  
In review of the NITS Parking Lot document, Ms. Otondo referenced paragraph 1532 of FERC Order No. 890 as it relates to the customer’s submission of an attestation.  She questioned whether a customer should have to submit an attestation at the time it requests to designate a network resource or at the time of confirmation.  The group made the following addition to the document as Parking Lot Item 5: Is there a need for development of OASIS business practice standards and OASIS S&CPs to set forth the “treatment of OASIS requests when the customer fails to provide the necessary attestation,” when submitting an initial request for network service?  Mr. Pritchard noted that Parking Lot should include an item for the minimum term for designation.  He further noted that Item 2 of the Designation and Undesignation of Resources and Loads section has been resolved per Motion 22.  The group made the following addition to the document as Item 5 (Designation and Undesignation of Resources and Loads): The minimum term for designation will be the same minimum increment offered by the TP for firm point-to-point transmission service.  The revised NITS Parking Lot document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its120408a6.doc.
3. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· December 15-16, 2008, hosted by Entergy, in New Orleans, Louisiana
· January 20-22, 2009, hosted by NAESB, in Houston, Texas
4. Adjourn
Ms. Rehman moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 4:02p.m. Central on December 4, 2008.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	December 4th
	Segment
	Vote 1
	Vote 2

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS
	Phone
	Transmission
	In favor
	Abstain

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	Transmission
	In favor
	In favor

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	Distribution/LSE
	In favor
	Opposed

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy
	Phone
	Transmission
	In favor
	Opposed

	David Mundorff
	Entergy
	Phone
	Transmission
	--
	--

	Phil Carter
	Entergy
	Phone
	Transmission
	--
	--

	Barry Green
	EPSA
	Phone
	Marketers/Brokers
	Opposed
	In favor

	Cathy Anderson
	Idaho Power
	Phone
	Transmission
	In favor
	Abstain

	Marie Knox
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	IGO/Planners
	--
	In favor

	Guy Ridgely
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	IGO/Planners
	In favor
	--

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO - Duke IE
	Phone
	Transmission
	--
	--

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO - Duke IE
	Phone
	Transmission
	--
	--

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB
	Phone
	N/A
	--
	--

	Marilyn Franz
	NV Energy
	Phone
	Transmission
	--
	--

	Ernie Cardone
	NYISO
	Phone 
	IGO/Planners
	--
	--

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	Phone
	End User 
	--
	--

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	Phone
	IGO/Planners
	In favor
	In favor

	Cathy Wesley
	PJM
	Phone
	IGO/Planners
	--
	--

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy
	Phone
	Marketers/Brokers
	In favor
	Opposed

	W. Shannon Black
	SMUD
	Phone
	Distribution/LSE
	--
	--

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	Phone
	Transmission
	In favor
	Opposed


WEQ Joint ESS/ITS Conference Call December 4, 2008

Final Minutes

Page 1

