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Interested Industry Parties
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James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee Meeting
Final Minutes – April 5-7, 2011
DATE:

June 3, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Subcommittee Face-to-Face Meeting

Hosted by Duke Energy Charlotte, NC
April 5, 2011 from 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern

April 6, 2011 from 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern

April 7, 2011 from 10:00 AM to 1:00 PM Eastern
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. Consent Agenda – Adoption of Draft Minutes

After this agenda item was moved to the second day, participants reviewed the draft minutes for the March 22, 2011, March 16, 2011, March 11, 2011, and February 23, 2011 meetings as redlined by attendees prior to the meeting. The subcommittee unanimously adopted these revised draft minutes as final minutes.
3.
2010 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS

· Review NITS recommendation
Mr. Wood provided a brief review of the latest version of the draft NITS Recommendation, including the latest changes that had been incorporated.
· Review WEQ-002

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ 002 NITS - work in progress - 04/01/11 submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI document. Mr. Sorenson led attendees through a review of the work he had performed prior to the meeting. Mr. Wood offered to integrate the effort with WEQ 002 in the SAMTS recommendation, as required. Throughout the course of the review, the subcommittee documented its treatment of each issue raised in Mr. Sorenson’s work paper on the WEQ-002 Revised 4/7/11 document. This record is intended to supplement that effort. 
In response to a general question, Mr. Sorenson confirmed that a resource may be declared without being designated under the addNITSResource template. Mr. Wood began capturing a list of informal comments and questions on the NITS Parking Lot - Revised 04/07/2011 document. Key questions and the structure of future discussions were set forth. 
Ms. Rehman mentioned that ancillaries could either be handled in the PTP manner or the NITS manner. The group discussed the need to arrive at a decision, consulting previous work in 101-11 and WEQ 003.  After some initial discussion, the review of treatment of ancillaries was added to the Parking Lot.

The group reaffirmed its commitment to concomitant requests being limited to a single Transmission Provider, a single DNR, and a single PTP.  
Regarding comment P41, the group noted that, as written, the standard does not support evergreen agreements; the decision to add “null” was entered for this purpose. 

Participants discussed the inherent challenge in characterizing load. Mr. Pritchard noted that, for tagging purposes, load must be the TSIN Sink name.  The group questioned whether a Sink was needed for off-system loads because these names were assigned by another entity.  
Mr. Wood undertook to ensure that all glossary terms were treated consistently. 

An attendee asked a question regarding the intended functionality of the presubmittal workspace. Mr. Wood replied that the presubmittal workspace disappears upon submission to the application.  He also noted the ability for a Transmission Provider to delete the workspace after 6 months, adding that a mechanism also existed to copy  submitted data back to a new presubmittal workspace should an application be rejected.  The group noted that these provisions were captured at 101-5.2; new wording added to 101.5.3.3 to clarify the delete function.  
Relating to 002-6.3.2.6, Mr. Pritchard asked whether two applications claiming the same load would pose a problem; Mr. Sorenson replied that it would not. 
Relating to 002.6.3.2.8, Mr. Pritchard stated that one could undesignate at the system level for on-system sales, but at the plant level for off-system sales. He suggested the need to recognize that these processes were different, yet related. Ms Rehman stated that the group had previously decided that Transmission Customers cannot undesignate slice of system service; she added that the specifics involved in slice of system transactions varied throughout the country. Attendees held discussion of the possibility of designation at a certain level with undesignation at another level; the subcommittee response was written onto the document at comment P49.  
Mr. Sorenson asked whether such information should be made publicly accessible. Mr. Pritchard replied that the WEQ BPS Parallel Flow Visualization project involving the subordination of firm service seemed relevant. He noted that what is firm or non-firm had a bearing on the correct undesignation and designation. The group agreed that this was an outstanding issue. 
After a brief discussion of start-stop times and whether they differed from what Mr. Sorenson had drafted at 002-6.3.3, the group made changes to 108.2.1 on the Revised NITS Recommendation - 04/07/2011. 
Under NITScustomer, the group recognized that attestor name was required for situations in which the attestor is not the Transmission Customer. Section 29.2(i) of the OATT was consulted; certain changes made to the work paper to ensure that required information was captured in the data element. Further discussion clarified the distinction between attestor name (i.e. executive in charge) and attestor submitter (i.e. the person filling out the form). Mr. Sorenson expressed a preference for an affirmative attestation that there an Eligible Transmission Customer. Ms. Rehman observed that use of attestor is challenging because the definition is amorphous. Ms. Etheredge and Mr. Sorenson agreed that, at a minimum, attestors should explicitly demonstrate an understanding of their attestation. 
Under comment P55, the group consulted 101.2.1 and 101.2.2 during a discussion of the effective time of agency.  Attendees decided to rewrite the concept on the NITS Recommendation work paper to clarify that an agent may only act within the stated period of agency. Mr. Sorenson proposed that data elements be used to restrict agency actions to period of agency; the group agreed to delete SERVICE START TIME because EFFECTIVE START/STOP TIME was sufficient. 

Concerning comment P56, Mr. Pritchard asked, in a tagging context, whether the sub-zones in markets would be captured in this structure. He noted that TSIN Sources do not necessarily match the NERC IDC names, despite the need to match generators with sources under the WEQ BPS Parallel Flow Visualization project. He asked whether there was some value in having consistency, observing that load names updated by customers would seem to increase confusion. 
In response to a question Mr. Pritchard clarified that the tagging Source/Sink were often unrelated to OASIS Source/Sink, and his question was whether they should be made consistent. 
The group discussed the merits of this proposal. Mr. Sorenson stated that the most important issue was that Sink/POD was needed as well as load. Ms. Etheredge asked why Sinks were optional; Mr. Sorenson replied that certain areas require Sinks and others do not use them at all. A comparison was made to an earlier version of the templates. The group noted that FERC rules concerning designation of a DNL did not exist. Certain attendees expressed concerns about the proprietary nature of the data in question. Three methods were suggested: 1) put the summer/winter data elements on OASIS with no encoding (fill out the template with forecast data); 2) submit a document attachment encoded and saved with the data elements online (attach a file online but encoded); 3) submit a document name online, referencing an offline attachment/submission (file offline). Discussion was held on the three approaches yielding no clear preference or consensus. 
An informal poll was conducted relating to the following question: “Do we want to include an option on OASIS to supply forecast data as an uploaded file? Note: this would not be a prohibition against such an upload.” When four attendees were opposed and two were in favor, the group decided to abandon this proposal. 
Reference was made to 102.1.1.2.1 and 102.4.4; discussion was held whether this be done on templates or offline, and, if offline, what data would be necessary. The group understood 102.1.2.1.1 to stand for the proposition that the Transmission Provider will not act on other information until the NITS Application is submitted. Mr. Wood reminded attendees that the focus of the conversation was whether nitsadditionalinformation should be preserved as a template, given the broad range of information that could be submitted. The group’s decision was entered on the work paper. 

Mr. Sorenson asked whether situations exist where a single generator is assigned to multiple resources by the same customer. He noted that, if not, then the NITS definition could be made subordinate to the resource definition. After Ms, Rehman noted the related issue that WEQ 013 differentiates between generation resources and DNRs, these issues were added to the parking lot.  
5.
Wrap-up & plan for next meeting
The group took note of the anticipated schedule for both SAMTS and NITS before adding ten days of meetings: 4/15, 4/21, 5/12 & 5/13, 5/20, 6/1 & 6/2, 6/16, 7/25 & 7/26.
Mr. Sorenson suggested that participants take advantage of the distribution list to express comments and share questions between meetings.
6. 
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 1:05 pm Eastern. 
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