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FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Wood welcomed the participants to the meeting. The participants introduced themselves over the phone. Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance before the group reviewed the draft agenda.  The agenda was revised with minor corrections. Ms. Rehman moved to adopt the revised agenda; the motion carried without opposition. 
2.

Review of the NITS New Flow document with the Updated NITS 103 for Consideration Submitted by P. Sorenson OATI
The participants incorporated OATI’s comments into the NITS New Flow document. 

001-103.7.1

The group made non-substantive changes to Mr. Sorenson’s comments for clarity and economy. 

001-103.7.1.1

After a slight modification was made to this section’s title, a question was asked concerning the intended scope of “material change.” Mr. McGovern observed that if the definition is left discretionary, then a transmission customer (TC) would not have a high degree of confidence that the definition would be applied consistently by the transmission provider (TP). 

He then expressed his interest in decoupling network resources from the queue date to encourage the bundling of network resources into one application. Ms. Otondo replied that once something is queued, the transmission must be held; ATC cannot be distributed to others. Mr. McGovern reiterated his position before Ms. Knox stated that she does not understand how this could be achieved without violating the pro forma OATT. The group decided to review its Parking Lot decision not to define “material change.” Ms. Otondo stated that she did not support the inclusion of “material change” into the standard since it is not in the OATT. Mr. Manning supported Mr. McGovern’s idea because the risk in the alternative weighs too heavily on a TC. 
Mr. McGovern observed that this standard seems to imply that a TP is required to negotiate. He asked whether that was the intent. Ms. Otondo stated that, although the OATT is silent, in reality an application cannot get from COMPLETED to CONFIRMED without negotiation. Mr. McGovern asked whether “negotiate in good faith” should be defined; after a brief discussion, he added that he would bring some suggested redlines to the next meeting. 
001-103.8

Mr. Sorenson’s draft wording was imported into the work paper. After some minor reworking, the group discussed and agreed that once set to COUNTEROFFER, only a TP may change individual portions; a TC may only withdraw or confirm the entire application. 
001-103.8.1

This standard was deleted as duplicative of 101.10. 


001-103.9.1

Mr. McGovern noted that applications get completed, whereas reservations get confirmed. Changes were made accordingly. Mr. Wood stated that once a reservation is confirmed, the TC may tag. Ms. Otondo expressed her opinion that including this standard suggests that OASIS information trumps paper contract terms. Mr. Rooker understood OASIS as a trigger that preceded the submission of paper documents to FERC. Mr. McGovern stated his view that the paper should control over OASIS. A vote was taken and the proposed standard was removed without opposition. After a lunch break, Ms. Otondo asked if there was opposition to adopting Section 103 as revised. The group turned to Section 104.

001-104.1.1
This list of what can be modified was removed. 


001-104.1.4

Mr. McGovern stated that a change to load would necessitate a change to deposit because deposits are tied to monthly billing. The group agreed and this proposed standard was deleted. 


001-104.1.5

Ms. Otondo asked whether timing requirements are appropriate for modifications to service. Mr. Pritchard asked whether responses are currently required within a particular time frame. Ms. Rehman, citing OATT 30.3, stated that a designation may be terminate not later than the “firm scheduling deadline.” 

Mr. Pritchard asked whether a response should also be required to process the queue effectively. He added that he did not want to burden the TP beyond the time needed to make appropriate evaluations of the DNR/DNL. He also stated that if there is not competition for transmission capacity, then there is not necessarily a tier issue. Ms. Rehman asked what this proposed evaluation should be based upon. 

Mr. Pritchard referred the group to Table 4.3 in WEQ 001. He asked which, if any, components of a requested modification should be treated as a Tier 1 component in the evaluation? He then suggested that if timing requirements are to be put in place, there should be no artificial barrier to the submission of a request for modification. 
Ms. Otondo agreed with Mr. Pritchard prior to asking “if a transmission request is because of a new DNR, does the new DNR go through the process to COMPLETE?” Mr. Pritchard stated that he could see no cause to reject a DNR if a TC attests that it is an eligible DNR. Returning to the timing question, Ms. Rehman cited OATT 30.2 that requires as much advance notice as practicable. Mr. Wood asked what existing timing metrics relate about responding to requests. Ms. Bigelow responded that there is a 60-day window for a System Impact Study (SIS). 
The group discussed whether to address timing in a general standard or within each applicable section of the standards; consensus was not reached. 

Mr. McGovern noted that the PTP SIS process is oriented to long-term requests. He added that if [not captured] followed for less than one year, this could kill all short-duration requests through administrative lag time. Mr. Wood noted that the group had addressed secondary firm and made reference to the Parking Lot. Mr. McGovern asked whether it will be treated as short-term firm PTP. Mr. Wood stated that Network will preempt any PTP for less than one year in duration. He added that this means that generally, daily network will trump monthly PTP if it is out of its conditional period, whether confirmed or not. 

Ms Otondo asked whether the group wanted to establish a “priority for responding to received requests” when firm transmission is requested; and, if so, should the requirements match those from PTP. Mr. Pritchard supported the need for a timing table, particularly in consideration of concomitant requests and the upcoming post-NITS coordination project. A table was added to the proposed standard and a notation made in the Parking Lot to keep the table accurate as the standards evolve. 

Upon Ms. Rehman’s suggestion, a reminder to convert all “request for modifications” to the singular (to comport with the OATT terminology) was added to the Parking Lot. After a brief discussion, another note was added to address the question of preconfirmed requests at a later date. Finally, after another brief discussion, the following was added to the Parking Lot: 

Tracking or being able to track on the eTag the appropriate reference number for a DNR that has been undesignated and redesignated. Will the reference number be tied to the original DNR or will it a new reference number? Re: 001-104.2.2.2 Temporary termination of a Designated Network Resource. 

3.
Adjourn
Ms. Otondo moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 4:00pm.  
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