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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome 
Mr. Wood welcomed participants to the meeting. After attendees introduced themselves over the phone, Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance. After a review of the draft agenda, the subcommittee approved the motion to adopt the revised agenda without opposition. 

2.
2010 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
· Continue review of NITS recommendation

Mr. Wood opened the NITS Recommendation document, noting that he had reworked the formatting, reorganized certain sections, and adjusted certain tables without making substantive changes. The group thanked him for his effort. After a very brief conversation, the group added a comment to WEQ 003, captured on the NITS Recommendation Redline, to review the STATUS definitions in consideration of modification to service.
· Review State diagrams
The group decided to forego this issue before having a brief discussion about the intended direction of the NITS and SAMTS projects. Attendees confirmed that they intended to complete the NITS project (including WEQ 001, 002, 003, and 013 sections) by April 7, 2010. They also agreed that the entire project would be sent out for a 2-week informal comment period upon completion. Participants expressed hope that the SAMTS project (including WEQ 001, 002, 003, 013, and WEQ 001 SAMTS changes to NITS proposal) would follow the same timeline. 
3. 
2010 Annual Plan 2.a.iii.1 through 2.a.iii.3 Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS)
· Continue development of SAMTS

· Alan to revise the SAMTS master to require CR_CAPACITY_GRANTED and CR_ACCOMMODATED
Mr. Pritchard summarized his offline effort on the subcommittee’s behalf, as posted prior to the meeting at
SAMTS Master with required CR ACOMMODATED entries Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke. Attendees proposed additional modifications after he opened the floor to discussion. Consensus changes were captured on the SAMTS Master Redline.  
001-xx.3.4.1 
In response to the suggestion to delete 001-xx.3.7, Ms. Molotch noted that the Provider seemed to be setting the state to CONFIRM if the Customer has not acted, whereas 001-xx.3.7 enabled the Customer to act in the first instance. After considerable discussion, the group agreed that the two standards addressed different scenarios and should both be retained; 001-xx.3.7 was reinserted. 
The group decided to change all CR_GRANTED to CR_CAPACITY_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED to CR_CAPACITY_REQUESTED for clarity.

001-4.9.2.1
The group discussed whether to add “short-term firm and non-firm point-to-point service” to the first sentence in 001-4.9.2.1. In the course of discussions, Ms. Rehman observed, and participants agreed, that “preconfirmed” was being used to express two meanings: 1) preconfirmed that establishes queue priority; and, 2) preconfirmed that indicates to the Provider a greater commitment to accept capacity. She suggested that the subcommittee take care to distinguish which scenario was being addressed in the standard, adding that she had understood this standard to address the former context. After attendees agreed, the above-quoted addition was removed; in its place the group agreed to add “any Coordinated Request.”
The group undertook an extensive reorganization effort, resulting in the addition of 001-4.10.5.1.
001-4.10.6 
This standard was reworked to clarify that the Customer would not be permitted to change from CR_ACCEPTED to CR_WITHDRAWN unless an associated request in the Coordinated Group has had its CR_ACCOMMODATED flag set to N. 
001-4.10.7
This standard was formerly known as 001-4.10.3.2. Ms. Rehman requested that the group reconsider the core proposition. Mr. Pritchard clarified that he understood that his intent had been to require a Provider to accept rebids on capacity without being obligated to accept a rebid on price. After some discussion, the group agreed, deciding to break this idea into two components in the standards.
001-4.11.1 
Attendees added a reference to timing Table 4.2.
001-xx.3.4.1 
This standard and its progeny were renumbered as new 001.xx.3.5. 
001.xx.1.5 
This standard was rewritten to emphasize that linkage only persists until a request reaches a final state. 
· Continue review of Parking Lot
The group decided to review the SAMTS Parking Lot to ensure that all pending issues had been incorporated. Mr. Wood agreed to confirm that all NITS and SAMTS definitions had been finalized. Certain notations were made indicating issues that had been addressed previously in the meeting; these changes were captured on the SAMTS Parking Lot Redline work paper.
In regards to an action item to add Reseller in certain contexts alongside Provider, Ms. Molotch asked whether Reseller needed to be added because a resale would appear as any reservation. The group consulted the draft minutes from March 16, 2010 for confirmation of prior discussions. Mr. Pritchard stated that his issue in the prior conversation had to do with 002-4.3.2.1, specifically with the transoffering template. Mr. Wood stated that the source Provider would appear on a tag, but not necessarily on a reservation or request. The group noted that on transrequest, the seller code could either be Reseller, or primary provider. Mr. Pritchard consulted 002-4.2.6.2, stating that there was a requirement for primary provider code and DUNS numbers to be queriable and therefore known. The group further recognized that the resale would receive a new unique number.  Mr. Wood asked the group whether, as the Reseller processed a request, it should bear the same responsibilities as a Provider in terms of responding to the request from the Customer. Attendees agreed that it should and understood the need to include Reseller in certain situations when a Reseller is forced to respond to a Coordinated Request. The group agreed that the suggestion to insert Reseller alongside Provider, in contexts where the Reseller could be required to handle a Coordinated Request, was appropriate.

· Review WEQ-001-100 SAMTS changes to the NITS recommendation

Mr. Wood created a new issues list document, captured on the SAMTS-NITS Parking Lot Redline. Attendees considered potential issues that would arise and recorded these issues for future consideration. 
· Review WEQ-002

Mr. Wood provided a brief summary of the SAMTS WEQ-002 document. Several sub-templates were added to the transstatus template and a comment was added to the transcust template. These modifications were captured on the 
SAMTS WEQ-002 Redline work paper. 
5. 
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:57pm Central. 
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