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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
· Review NITS Recommendation
· Review split of WEQ-001 and WEQ-003 out of recommendation
Mr. Wood reviewed the new structure before attendees approved the altered approach. 

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period
Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-001 NITS - work in progress 6/15/11 and WEQ-000 NITS - work in progress 6/15/11 documents and summarized the definitions and sections listing both modified and new standards. 
· Review WEQ-002

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period
Mr. Sorenson provided a review of the WEQ-002 NITS - work in progress 6/15/11 - Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI document prepared prior to the meeting. After his presentation of the draft modifications was complete, the group approved the document and thanked Mr. Sorenson for his efforts. He opened the floor to questions. 

In response to a question, Mr. Sorenson explained that certain heading changes had been made clarify query functions.
In reply to another question, Mr. Sorenson noted that “created by” refers to the entity that created the application, whereas “modified by” referred to the entity that last touched the application.
A brief discussion was held concerning whether  it was reasonable to assign resources either at a unit, or aggregate (plant, fleet etc) level, but permit the undesignation of aggregate native load at a unit level, leaving a resource designated at a unit level to be only undesignated at the aggregate level. 
Mr. Pritchard expressed concern that the individual location of each plant be identified somewhere, noting that internal tagging was emerging in the WEQ BPS Parallel Flow Visualization project as a mechanism that could be used to help address loop flows. He added that this list of DNRs could be useful for this purpose.
· Review WEQ-003

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period
· Review WEQ-013

· Review JT’s work paper 

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period
· Review State Diagrams

· Review Pete’s work papers
Mr. Lee presented the work papers showing diagrams he had prepared prior to the meeting on the subcommittee’s behalf. The group thanked him for his effort before he opened the floor to questions. In response to several suggestions by Mr. Sorenson, Mr. Lee undertook to make certain changes. 
Mr. Eckelkamp asked whether an application could remain indefinitely in a deficient state. After researching the standards, attendees took note that 002.4.5 permits a Transmission Provider to terminate if a response is not received in a timely manner.
Mr. Wood thanked Mr. Lee for his work, adding that he would undertake to create the WEQ 013 implementation guide by putting words to the diagrams. 
· Add to NITS document in correct places

Mr. Wood observed that the diagrams would be included into WEQ 013.

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period

· Review NITS Parking Lot

· Review to make sure that NITS subject matter has been covered

Mr. Wood opened the NITS Parking Lot and briefly reviewed its contents. Attendees agreed to review the document prior to the next meeting to ensure that no outstanding action items had been overlooked. 
· Things left to consider
· Review transition plan

Mr. Wood noted that this plan had been incorporated into the WEQ 002 portion of the NITS Recommendation Redline document. 
3.
Review and comment on SAMTS formal comments 
Mr. Wood opened the SAMTS Combined Comments document, noting that, prior to the meeting, he had incorporated the received industry comments into this one document for ease of review. He explained that the review to be undertaken would not resolve any issues raised therein, observing that the review was intended as a courtesy to help the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) arrive at its preferred disposition. He also noted that the subcommittee’s responses to all the comments received would be submitted as late comments to the EC. 

Mr. Wood suggested that the subcommittee review the general comments prior to reviewing any standard-specific comments. Throughout the course of the meeting, the subcommittee captured its responses to each received industry comment on the SAMTS Combine Comments document. The following is intended to supplement that treatment in certain contexts. 
The group briefly discussed whether and, if so, how, to develop explanatory examples to assist the reader. Attendees consulted the examples used in the existing WEQ 001 booklet for rollover redirects. Mr. Pritchard and Ms. Knox undertook to develop similar examples for the SAMTS process offline.
In response to a written question posed by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) in its comments, Mr. Wood explained that the order of operations, with SAMTS being completed prior to NITS, was chosen in recognition of the priority placed upon completion by the Commission. 
Attendees from the BPA explained the Network Open Season process and the ways in which the proposed SAMTS process would place BPS in the situation of having contradictory processes to follow. 

Attendees discussed the possibility, raised by BPA in written comments, that a given Transmission Provider could be disadvantaged if another Transmission Provider (as part of the same Coordinated Group) were to fail to complete its facility study within 240 days. A participant noted that, although the standards had not addressed this possibility directly, if an escape clause were to be incorporated, allowing the cancellation of the Coordinated Request by the disadvantaged Transmission Provider, the entire purpose of SAMTS would seem to be contradicted. The group noted the dilemma, but decided that the reduction of stranded assets was the paramount policy consideration that had been articulated by the Commission.  
In response to further BPA written comments, the subcommittee discussed Section 2.2 renewal requests and Section 17.7 competition issues. The group took full notice that SAMTS created an additional provision for withdrawing preconfirmed requests for short term firm and non-firm service.  Certain issues concerning the imperfect nature of commitment under the SAMTS process were noted, discussed and recognized to have been best efforts at addressing conflicting interests. 
In response to a question, the group received confirmation that deferral referred to existing reservations. BPA expressed continued concern with permitting reservations to form part of the SAMTS process, suggesting that it should be limited to requests. 

In a scenario in which a matching request would be required of a given Transmission Customer’s Coordinated Request, the subcommittee recognized that such a matching request would only form part of the Coordinated Group if it were submitted in the initial 24-hour period (granted to permit the submission of associated Coordinated Requests on all affected Transmission Provider systems). BPA expressed an unresolved concern that this solution could leave transmission capacity unused, suggesting that matching requests should not be permitted to form part of a Coordinated Group.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 4:40pm Central. 
5. 
Attendance
	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	Ernie
	Cardone
	NYISO

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Tom
	Davis
	BPA

	Jim
	Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	Yarrow
	Etheredge
	Entergy

	Marilyn
	Franz
	NV Energy

	Eric
	Henderson
	Entergy

	Rodereck
	Kelley
	BPA

	Marie
	Knox
	MISO

	Pete
	Lee
	BPA

	James
	Manning
	NCEMC

	Dennis
	Metcalfe
	BPA 

	Abbey
	Nulph
	BPA

	Luke 
	O’Dwyer
	Salt River Project

	Alan
	Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Rose 
	Pysh
	BPA

	Narinder
	Saini
	Entergy

	Matt
	Schingle
	Entergy

	Ann
	Shintani
	BPA

	Paul
	Sorenson
	OATI

	Sreenath
	Thota
	Arizona Public Service

	Roy
	True
	ACES Power

	Larry 
	Williamson
	Black Hills

	Jimmy
	Womack
	SPP

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company

	Kathy
	York
	TVA
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