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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome 
Messrs. Wood and Pritchard 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 2.a.iii.1 through 2.a.iii.3 Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS)

· Review WEQ-013

Mr. Wood opened the SAMTS WEQ-013 work paper that he had prepared prior to the meeting. Mr. Pritchard led a review of this document, beginning with 013-2.1(m), a new section added by Mr. Wood in order to delay confirmation according to the timing table in Table 4.2 and 001-4.11.1. Any modifications were captured on the SAMTS WEQ-013 Redline document. Mr. Manning asked whether this process was required to be automated; Mr. Pritchard replied that it could be automated, but that it had not been intended as a requirement. The wording was intended to clarify that no customer interaction was required. Mr. Pritchard suggested adding an additional section to address the CR_COUNTEROFFERED scenario; this section was drafted and approved. 
The group confirmed newly-entered definitions for CR_COUNTEROFFER and CR_ACCEPTED under the transaction status values section.
The group discussed the choice between the phrases “not a Coordinated Request” and “and CG_FLAG =N” in 013-2.1(k). The decision was made to combine the options, leaving the latter choice in parentheses for clarification. Several changes were made to avoid confusion of when a Coordinated Rrequest was to be considered linked or unlinked using the CR_ACCEPTED mechanism because this information was expressed in other places in the standards. 

013-2.2.1
In response to a question, the group decided to retain CR_ACCEPTED.

013-2.6.1 
Mr. Wood  added CG_FLAG and ROLLOVER_WAIVED to the chart.  Mr. Pritchard clarified that the ROLLOVER_WAIVED does not represent a departure from current practice. Mr. True asked a question about the CG_FLAG; Mr. Pritchard stated that the CG_FLAG mechanism would not permit the later addition of new requests, but it would permit prior-approved reservations to be coordinated. 
The group decided to postpone further review of WEQ 013 until it received updates from technical reviewers currently developing WEQ 002. Attendees noted that April 1, 2011 was a FERC ATC implementation deadline for many in the industry and that this may influence the pace of technical development over the next week.
Mr. Wood opened the WEQ 002 document; Mr. Pritchard observed that, in the context of the Transmission Provider and Reseller issue raised at the previous meeting, a previously-defined term called Seller existed that addressed contexts where a Reseller and Transmission Provider are similarly situated. He added that he and Mr. Wood had spoken prior to the meeting and that it was their intention to seek the group’s approval to add the term Seller to the recommendation in all applicable areas. Attendees agreed and these changes were made on the SAMTS WEQ-013 Redline, SAMTS WEQ-002 Redline, and on SAMTS Master Redline in instances where a Reseller occupies the role of a Transmission Provider. 
001-4.6 

In response to a question, the group turned to the second sentence of this standard and confirmed that the column header in Table 4.2 indicates the Provider time limit; participants agreed that 001-4.6 should mirror this wording. A participant noted that a Provider does have an evaluation time limit, but when a Customer acts as Reseller, it is not subject to the same time limit because a Reseller can confirm a request all the way to the time of service. 
The group held discussion on whether a Reseller is required to follow the Provider process or not. Ms. Rehman consulted 001-11.3.1 and 013-2.6.7.1 for resale on OASIS, noting that resales were not required to be made on OASIS, but, if they are, they must follow the process set forth for Providers. She also confirmed that transfers carry a parallel provision. The group agreed to change to Seller in the 4th and 7th columns on Table 4.2 (001-4.13).

The group next discussed the possible need to change Transmission Provider to Seller in other contexts for publication in Version 2.2 (i.e. the existing standards that do not otherwise need to be adjusted to accommodate NITS and SAMTS). Ms. Rehman stated that the existing standards had been drafted with the intent that Reseller fall under the Transmission Provider definitional umbrella. She acknowledged that the meaning has since changed such that Transmission Provider referred only to the primary provider; she suggested that the Transmission Provider definition be changed to Seller. 
Attendees debated whether this change could be entered as a minor correction and how this might interplay with the recently-approved Glossary 2.2 changes. Mr. Wood summarized the recent WEQ Executive Committee disposition; the group recognized that to modify the booklet, a minor correction would be required. Ms. Rehman confirmed that this could not be a blanket change, because of certain circumstances, such as the limited application to contexts wherein the resale transaction is processed on OASIS. 
A group of attendees agreed to compile and submit this minor correction because of the subcommittee’s previous commitments. Participants confirmed that, since the standards infer that Reseller follow Provider requirements, this would be a clarifying change. Certain previously-entered changes to the SAMTS Master Redline work paper were undone because they would be addressed by the minor correction. 

The comment under Table 4.2 was deleted and inserted into the SAMTS Parking Lot Redline to retain the issue that references to transmission service be made specific to NITS or PTP. In response to a question, the group agreed that this item would only apply to the SAMTS-specific standards.
The group took up the question of whether Seller should be used in the SAMTS context. Ms. Rehman stated that if resales were permitted for SAMTS, a major burden would be placed on resellers, due to the 24 hr informational window for SAMTS.  Regarding 001-xx.3.3, in course of discussion of automation, the group noticed that OASIS Node was appropriate because it had already been added to Version 2.2. Conforming changes were entered on the SAMTS document, inserting Seller where appropriate. 

Making reference to the small table under 001.xx.3.7, Mr. Pritchard noted that if a yearly request is entered on one system and monthly requests on another, the issue arose of how to ensure that the longest (and therefore correct) response times get selected. Mr. Pritchard stated that one option would be to remove “other” from 001.xx.3.4 so that when an evaluation is done, intervals would be known for other requests. He expressed another option could be to add items to the small table in 001.xx.3.7. The decision was taken to change the headers in the small table and add footnotes establishing applicability. The group agreed that the underlying purpose of their change was to establish the highest confirmation time limit value on a Coordinated Requests and use it for the entire Coordinated Group. 
Mr. Pritchard asked whether it was necessary that the customer confirmation time limit be posted on OASIS. The group confirmed that footnote 8 on Table 4.2 complemented the process under discussion. He suggested that the response time limit already provided sufficient information. Mr. Wood agreed that the customer confirmation time limit was not meaningful because it does not have a consistent trigger associated with the request (due to footnote 8 on Table 4.2). 

The group recognized that the response time limit would be important to the Customer because it related exactly when a transaction must be processed. Ms. Rehman stated that the response deadline would be triggered when all requests in the group are in a final state. She continued that this suggested that a Customer could confirm a shorter request prior to the trigger being set; the group agreed that this was possible with the caveat that the Customer cannot go back and rebid if an associated request gets reduced. The group recognized that the queue would necessarily be held up through operation of this mechanism.
The group returned to a discussion of 001.xx.3.7. Mr. Pritchard noted that a Reseller must have knowledge of the Provider’s reselling deadlines. The group debated the possible need to align scheduling time limits with response time limits. Discussion was also held on the respective roles and access to information that the Reseller and Provider each possess. The chair suspended further discussion on this topic until the subsequent meeting. 
· Review WEQ-001-100 SAMTS changes to the NITS recommendation

Mr. Pritchard asked for volunteers to identify where changes were needed in Section 100 of the NITS recommendation to accommodate SAMTS provisions. Ms. Knox and Mr. True agreed to perform this review on the subcommittee’s behalf. 
· Review SAMTS state diagrams

Mr. Lee acknowledged that he was to provide certain updates regarding the PTP state diagram.

3.
Wrap-up & plan for next meeting
Mr. Wood noted that a cancellation of the May 3, 2011 WEQ EC meeting had released the option of picking up an extra day for the OASIS group. The group agreed to meet on that day.

The group drafted the agenda for the subsequent meeting, noting that it was expected that a thorough discussion of the technical standards be held. 

4. 
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 4:14pm Central.
5. 
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