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DATE:

July 8, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Conference Call

June 20, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central

June 21, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central

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.
Review and comment on SAMTS formal comments 

Mr. Wood opened the SAMTS Combine Comments document and initiated the review of the standard-specific comments filed by industry participants. The subcommittee agreed to enter its own comments on each submitted comment on the SAMTS Combine Comments Redline document, which would subsequently be filed as late formal comments. The following is intended to supplement the entries on that work paper. 
Comment Wjt4 – The group recognized that this amounted to a new concept not previously considered. The subcommittee was largely in favor of the idea, but decided that, without further investigation and vetting, the concept could be included as a viable enhancement at some point in the future. 

Comment Wjt7 – The group noted that this was not endorsed because it has a deadline; the group was not in favor of accepting the limit as proposed. 
Comment Wjt19 – Attendees agreed that specific reference to resales should be added.
Comment Wjt34 – Mr. Cardone clarified that the comment was intended to permit his organization from having to seek new waivers because it is currently exempt from WEQ 001, 002, and 003. 
Comment Wjt42 – Attendees noted that this proposal had not been contemplated, although several noted that an automatic trigger, in lieu of waiting for a confirmation time limit, seemed reasonable given that there exists no option to withdraw if all requests are accepted. 

Comment Wjt46 – This comment was not endorsed because it conflicted with existing standards addressing the submission of certain items off-OASIS. 
Comment Wjt87 – The group noted that no requirement for ongoing contiguity verification existed; the Coordinated Group is retained when a request is voluntarily withdrawn. There was reinforced recognition that contiguity is only a requirement at the initial application stage. 

Comment wjt 99 – The participants discussed when the clock started, before changing a reference from 001-3.5.6 to 001-3.6. Additional changes were proposed relating to 001-4.10 and footnote 9, among others. 
Comment Wjt115 – The group noted that the reseller capability was in the existing wording of 001-4.6 and that a conflict did seem to exist since reseller not obliged to perform a cr_counteroffer or cr_accepted; suggested changes noted for EC consideration.  
Comment Wjt128 – Attendees noted that a rebid to lower capacity is possible. 

Comment Wjt 129/130 –The subcommittee decided to suggest renumbering 001-4.10.7 to 001-4.10.6.1 to better indicate the intended context; this also made a change to 001-4.10.7.1 to 001-4.10.6.2 necessary. 
Comment Wjt 139 – The group acknowledged that the comment illustrated a known problem and noted that the prolonging of the processing and the prolonging of the queue seemed without a more viable remedy. 
Comment Wjt 153 – The subcommittee noted that, although not previously considered, the clarification was a good one, suggesting that 001-xx.3.2.1 be added to prohibit Transmission Provider action while CG_STATUS is PROPOSED. 
Comment Wjt 210 – The group confirmed that receipt of such a counteroffer (that changes the type of service requested) would trigger the right to rebid on other systems. 
Comment Wjt 222 – Attendees agreed that because preconfirmed long-term firm PTP, NITS and non-firm redirects may be withdrawn at any time, they are not subject to the WEQ 001 withdrawal restrictions. This suggested change was entered onto the work paper by adding both a reference to 001-4.9.5, and modified wording. 
Comment Wjt 231-233 – The group did not endorse the comment because the recommended modification of an existing standard was unrelated to SAMTS.  It could be addressed separately as a minor correction. 
Comment Wjt 250 – The group noted that this comment was an enforcement issue as thus beyond the scope of NAESB standards. Wording was added to 013-4.1.4 to clarify the Transmission Customer mechanism used to signal eligibility. The group recognized that there is self-reporting of eligibility, noting that the decision had been made on the scope document received from the EC that it would either be this way, or the Transmission Provider would have an affirmative obligation to verify.
Comment Wjt 263 – Attendees observed that the Transmission Provider sets the confirmation time limit once the Transmission Customer adds the disposition time. 

Mr. Wood opened the SAMTS Process Flow Example 06/20/11 document created by Ms. Knox and Mr. Pritchard prior to the meeting. The attendees thanked them for their work undertaken on the subcommittee’s behalf. After several clarifying changes were made to the document, captured on the SAMTS process flow example 6/20/11 Redline document, the subcommittee agreed to suggest inserting the example as 013.2.6.9.1, pending inclusion of a figure. 

Ms. Knox made the following motion, captured as Motion 4 on the SAMTS Motions Redline document:
The co-chairs shall prepare the responses developed by the subcommittee based on formal comments for advisory purposes to the EC on the service across multiple transmission system recommendation.
The motion carried without opposition. 

6. 
Wrap-up & plan for next meeting

Mr. Wood stated that the subcommittee should target to have the NITS project through the subcommittee by the end of 3Q 2011. 
7.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:45pm Central on June 21, 2011. 

8. 
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