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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. 

Mr. Wood explained the new approach the subcommittee would take regarding the timing and nature of the SAMTS standards. He stated that SAMTS would be completed in two steps, with the SAMTS amendments to the current PTP structure to be completed first, leaving the NITS portion of SAMTS to be folded into the overall NITS on OASIS project. The subcommittee discussed the projected timeline for each of these efforts. 

2. Consent Agenda – Adoption of Draft Minutes

Participants reviewed the draft minutes for the February 8-9, 2011 and March 28, 2011 before unanimously adopting the draft minutes as final. 

3.
2010 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
· Review WEQ-002
Mr. Sorenson provided a review of the WEQ-002 NITS - work in progress - 04/13/11 submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI work paper that was under development. 
The group held discussion on relating to different ways generators organize resources. In some cases, a unit might be a single plant; in others, a plant might only be a part of one aggregated system group. In addition, a unit might also be directly part of a plant. The subcommittee agreed to undesignate at the plant level (i.e portion of or all), as opposed to the unit level. The subcommittee also agreed to undesignate at the slice of system level.
An attendee asked where the attestation would fall; Mr. Sorenson replied that it belonged in the NITSResource Designation template. 

The group began its review with NITSGenerationDispatch under 002-6.3.3.7.  

In reference to summer forecast, an attendee asked whether this was granular enough for planning purposes. Mr. Pritchard suggested that DNR information is captured elsewhere and that this entry was useful for planning purposes only; he asked about winter forecast start times. The subcommittee recognized that such questions would be addressed in posted business practices.
Mr. Sorenson suggested that a start-stop data element could be created, with related data elements for each of the 4 seasons, to permit either quarterly values, a simple start-stop, or offline submittals. Ms. Rehman cited the OATT at 29.2 which required capacity for summer-winter for each interruptible portion; she noted a need to identify resource requirements for these forecasts. The group agreed to return to this issue at a later time.

The group then turned to discussion of capacity; attendees agreed with Mr. Sorenson’s comment P75.  Mr. Sorenson asked when or under what circumstances could a Transmission Provider counter a resource designation.
Mr. Pritchard asked what would happen if 100 MW were granted and a Transmission Customer wanted to add 20 additional MW. Mr. Sorenson replied that the AddNITSDNR template would be used, with 20MW as the requested amount. Mr. Pritchard asked whether profiled requests would be entered multiple times; Mr. Sorenson replied that they would not.
The group agreed to suspend further discussion on NITS until after the SAMTS project was sent out for informal comments. 

4. 
2010 Annual Plan 2.a.iii.1 through 2.a.iii.3 Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS)
· Review SAMTS recommendation

Mr. Wood led a review of the SAMTS Recommendation; throughout this review, changes were made and comments entered on the SAMTS Recommendation Redline document. 
Concerning suggested changes to the Glossary, in view of the fact that the NITS project will follow after the SAMTS project, the group discussed whether to refer to “requests” instead of specifying PTP or NITS and whether “NITS” should be replaced with “network” After the decision was made in the affirmative in each case, Mr. Wood applied this change to the remainder of the recommendation. Numerous other changes were made to accommodate the revised schedule where SAMTS precedes NITS. 

References to concomitant requests were removed and added to the NITS Parking Lot Redline for future inclusion into the NITS draft standards. 

Mr. Pritchard asked whether the Transmission Customer should be obligated to indicate when an off-OASIS request has been received through a value in the CR_ASSIGNMENT_REF. The group agreed, and added the provision to 001-xx.3.4.1 by stating that off-OASIS information would be indicated by setting the value to 0. 
· Review WEQ-002

The group opened the SAMTS WEQ-002 Redline and made several modifications to ensure consistency with PTP nomenclature. An example of such a change was the decision to refer to certain intervals as “Yearly” rather than “Year.” Conforming changes were made to the SAMTS Master Redline as well. Inputs as responses were modified to include wording clarifying that the Coordinated Request data elements applied only to Coordinated Groups.  

After a comment by Mr. Shirley, CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED were removed from transstatus because a Transmission Provider would not typically filter for these values; CG_CONTIGUITY was also added in relevant places. 
· Review WEQ 003

The group captured its work on the SAMTS WEQ-003 Redline work paper, beginning with 001-xx.3.5.6, later changed to 001-xx.3.7.1. A discussion of Coordinated Request confirmation time limits ensued. Notes were added to the transsell and transstatus definitions. A change was made to 001-4.10 to establish that coordinated requests follow a different timelime; wording was suggested that aligned with footnote 8 in Table 4.2. Coordinated Request confirmation time limits were eliminated from all but transstatus because the same information was already captured in the response time limit. 

The group continued to discuss whether to leave 001-4.10 in the standards. Those in favor of leaving it in stressed that it added clarity and was easier to find than footnote 8 in Table 4.2. Those in favor of removing the standard preferred that the information only be presented in one place to make subsequent modifications easier to perform. Attendees decided to leave the provision in the standard as well to follow past precedent where such footnotes were supported by a standard. The group recognized that the standard referred to subsequent iterations and addressed slightly different contexts than the particular footnote in question. 
Participants agreed to strike 001-3.7.1 because Coordinated Request confirmation limit had been eliminated; this change was applied throughout the standards.
Cross-references were inserted to certain standards referring to WEQ 003 data elements. 
· Review WEQ-013

Mr. Wood displayed the draft changes made previously to WEQ 013. Regarding the Exhibit 2 State Diagram, the subcommittee held discussion of whether the acronym SAMTS had been (and whether it should be) used in the standards. The decision was taken to remove the acronym; a reference to 001-4.9 was also moved to earlier in the standards. Clarification regarding pre-confirmed requests was added to reflect that that they are excepted. All modifications were captured on the SAMTS WEQ-013 Redline. 
In response to a general overview question, Mr. Wood stated that the general concept was that any new request that is intended to be coordinated be submitted pre-confirmed and the Coordinated Request flag set. 

The group held a brief discussion of matching. Mr. Pritchard cited one example where a match could happen in a coordinated group; Mr. Wood added that if a match were to come in after the initial 24-hour timeframe, then it would not be permitted. The group recognized that the matching Coordinated Request would have to be pre-confirmed. 
· Review State diagrams

Mr. Lee gave a brief summary of the PTP State Diagram Submitted by P. Lee, BPA he had prepared prior to the meeting on the subcommittee’s behalf.  The group thanked him for his efforts before he asked for comments. Mr. Pritchard suggested that certain additional changes could be needed to accommodate reseller functions.  In response to additional comments, Mr. Lee agreed to return the Queued-Received box to its existing format and draw a new line from Accepted to Counteroffer; he returned to the meeting with the  PTP State Diagram with SAMTS 4/15/11 Second Revision Submitted by P. Lee, BPA work paper that incorporated the required changes. 
· Review SAMTS Parking Lot

Attendees reviewed the SAMTS Parking lot, making certain changes as captured on the SAMTS Parking Lot Redline document. 
The group held further discussion as to what constituted a Coordinated Group. The respective roles of requests and reservations were clarified in the definition of Coordinated Group. Network Customer was added as a definition; the term was tied to its definition in the OATT.  
Mr. Pritchard offered a brief summary of the SAMTS examples for appendix Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke document he had created on the subcommittee’s behalf; the group thanked him. Several comments and minor modifications were incorporated into the SAMTS Examples Redline document. 
After a short recess, the group agreed to send the SAMTS Recommendation Informal Comments Clean document out for informal comments, pending certain agreed-upon modifications to the appendices by Mr. Pritchard.

6. 
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 4:00pm Central. 

7. 
Attendance
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	MISO/Duke IE

	Alan
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	Duke Energy
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