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OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
June 21, 2010 - 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Wood welcomed attendees to the meeting and the participants introduced themselves over the telephone. Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance before the group reviewed the draft agenda.  After discussion of a future meeting was added as an agenda item, the motion to adopt the revised agenda passed unanimously.
2. 
2009 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS

a) Discussion and editing of Network Service State Table

After opening the NITS Master document, participants opened the Network Service State Table to review items that had been highlighted for future consideration during previous meetings. Changes made during the meeting were noted on the NITS Master Redline document. In response to a question, Mr. Wood stated that during the state of PENDING, a customer workspace is made available prior to the submission of an initial application.  The footnote describing the applicability of this state was removed because no other state has such an explanatory footnote attached. After consulting the PENDING definition, Ms. Rehman noted that PENDING is also used in the modification to service context. The group agreed to add modification to service to the scope of PENDING and all other applicable definitions.
Attendees went through the definitions, as found beneath the state table, to ensure that each applied to both point-to-point (PTP) and NITS. The group agreed that “Primary provider” should be removed and replaced with “Seller” in all definitions.

Upon a question from Mr. True, attendees confirmed that a Provider’s evaluation occurs once an application reaches the state of COMPLETED. The question was asked whether there will be one state table (covering both PTP and NITS), or two (one for PTP and one for NITS). Attendees affirmed that, as previously decided by the OASIS subcommittee, one state table will be shared by both PTP and NITS.

b) Discussion and drafting of definitions for newly created states

This agenda item was completed along with the previous item and was not discussed further. 
c) Final editing of Network Service standards, if needed, prior to final release for informal comments

The group went through each draft standard addressing minor outstanding action items. Most of these conforming changes had already been made during previous meetings; those that had not been were made without substantive discussion, unless otherwise noted. The group also decided to change references to customers to “Transmission Customer” throughout the entire document.
001-101.14-19
Attendees struck these standard numbers since no standards had been drafted.
102.5.3 

The group examined the notes following this proposed standard, disposing of most of them as tasks that had already been completed. The question was posed about the proposed treatment of ancillary service requests submitted along with a NITS application. Specifically, the question was asked whether a new ancillary services subtemplate needed to be created for NITS, or whether the PTP subtemplate was sufficient. The group decided to postpone discussion of this issue until after the subcommittee receives informal comments from the industry at-large. A note was added to this effect.
The question was asked whether the specific reason for a denial should be posted on OASIS. Two questions were considered: first, whether providing a reason for denial should be standardized through NAESB; second, if so, whether this reason should be made public through posting on OASIS. Noting that certain issues, such as credit ratings, may require discretion on the part of the Provider, discussion of this issue was also postponed pending industry informal comments. 

103.8.1.1.1 
This proposed standard was left for the OASIS Technical group to complete. 
Attendees opened the timing table found in Section 104. Noting a margin comment questioning the appropriate timing requirements for indefinite terminations, “Best Effort” used in each applicable column for this context. 
105.2.1.2
Attendees discussed the word “may” in this proposed standard because it offers a Provider discretion, as opposed to the requirement found in the initial application context. After participants discussed the different ways organizations have interpreted relevant OATT 29.2 requirements, the group decided to defer further discussion until the OASIS subcommittee receives informal comments from industry participants affected by this provision.  
The question was posed whether either OATT or Tariff had been defined in the proposed NITS standards. When research revealed that they had not been, the group decided to use lowercase “tariff” in place of “OATT” throughout the NITS standards.
Highlighting was added to all references to Table 105-A throughout the document, in case the table’s name or location is changed in future versions. The table title was also made uniform throughout the document.
105.11.10.2.1
While disposing of the notes at the bottom of this standard, the group was asked to consider thinking of a transition plan for existing NITS agreements and possibly its own load. A reminder note was added to discuss an implementation plan. A duplicative timing table was removed from the end of Section 105.
Having finished addressing all outstanding issues on the NITS Master document, attendees agreed that an informal industry comment period should begin. The chairs of the subcommittee decided that this period should end at the close of business on July 12, 2010.
3. Wrap-up & plan for next meeting
After canceling the June 22, 2010 meeting, since further NITS work was impossible until informal comments are received, attendees set their next conference call from 9:00am to 4:00pm Central on July 14, 2010. Mr. Wood stated that this meeting will be the first opportunity for the OASIS subcommittee to review the informal industry comments received by July 12.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:15pm Central.
5. Attendees
	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	Daryn
	Barker
	E.On US Services

	Jennella
	Battles
	NV Energy

	Christina
	Bigelow
	Entergy

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Bob
	Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Energy

	Marie
	Knox
	Midwest ISO

	Don
	Lacen
	Public Service Company of New Mexico

	James
	Manning
	NCEMC

	Patrick
	McGovern
	Georgia Transmission

	Marcie
	Otondo
	APS

	Gail 
	Parker
	Midwest ISO-DUKE IE

	Barbara
	Rehman
	BPA

	Narinder
	Saini
	Entergy

	Roy
	True
	ACES Power Marketing

	Jimmy
	Womack
	SPP

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company
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