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TO:
Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
Final Minutes – June 29, 2011
DATE:

July 6, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Conference Call

June 29, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 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. Consent Agenda – Adoption of Draft Minutes

· April 5-7, 2011
Participants opened the April 5-7, 2011 Draft Meeting Minutes Redline document and unanimously approved the draft minutes, as amended therein. 
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

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

Mr. Pritchard suggested adding links to certain additional FERC citations for inclusion at the end of the existing NITS Draft Recommendation. After participants agreed, the links were inserted into the NITS Recommendation Redline.
· Review WEQ-001

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

Mr. Wood noted the various modifications made to the draft version of WEQ 001 prior to the meeting on the subcommittee’s behalf. He opened the floor to additional changes that were captured on the NITS WEQ-001 Redline  document. Mr. Sorenson suggested the addition of a note explaining why certain standards held placeholders (e.g. 001-xx.4); this note was added with the group’s assent.  Yellow highlighting was removed from WEQ-001-13 references, while numerous cross-references were checked and corrected, as needed. 
· Review WEQ-002

· Review as a total document to get ready for informal comment period 
Mr. Wood opened the most current WEQ-002 draft. The group agreed to certain clerical changes and added references to the status of proposed audit templates; these changes were captured on the NITS WEQ-002 Redline document. 
· Review WEQ-003

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

Participants reviewed the most recent version of the WEQ-003 document and made certain minor changes that were captured on the NITS WEQ-003 Redline document. 
· Review WEQ-013

· Review JT’s work paper 

Mr. Wood presented the latest version of the WEQ-013 document before opening the floor to discussion. Numerous minor corrections were made, as captured on the NITS WEQ-013 Redline document. Mr. Sorenson asked whether the group preferred to have WEQ-002 numbering to begin sequentially where the existing PTP standards left off, or as a new series of numbers, beginning with 100. After noting that the rest of the NITS draft standards begin with a new 100 series of numbers, the group agreed that the WEQ-002 standards should be consistent and begin with the number 100 to distinguish NITS standards from PTP standards. The group noted that certain cross-references within WEQ-002 should be modified once the correct numbering structure was in place. 

Further minor clarifications were agreed-upon throughout WEQ-002 before the group discussed the proper role of the REBID function when used on a DNR submitted as part of an initial NITS application. Mr. Wood stated that such a rebid typically happens offline in the course of a study process. Mr. Sorenson stated that if the REBID function were unavailable, then rebids to a lower capacity would seem to be impossible. He continued by stating that he failed to appreciate the reason for treating the REBID of a DNR function differently within an initial application process, as opposed to outside the initial application process.  Mr. Wood replied that within the initial application process, the study that is undertaken requires an examination of all aspects of the application, including the DNR. The multiplicity of variables involved could interfere with the performance of a viable study, depending on where the missing generation was assigned. By removing this REBID functionality, a Transmission Provider and Transmission Customer could still agree to a lower rebid amount offline, without jeopardizing the entire study. The group agreed to recognize this situation by making the inclusion of the REBID function in this context discretionary on the part of a Transmission Provider.
· Review State Diagrams

· Review Pete’s work papers

Mr. Lee presented the most current versions of the state diagrams, prepared prior to the meeting.  After certain minor corrections were accepted by the subcommittee, the group agreed that the diagrams should reflect a Transmission Customer’s ability to add an agent at any time in the process. Mr. Lee undertook to make the adjustments, as required. 
5. 
Wrap-up & plan for next meeting

Attendees agreed that a technical conference would be hosted by the subcommittee co-chairs on July 19 from 10:00am to 4:00pm Central to assist the industry participants in their drafting of informal comments on the NITS project. 
6.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 1:45pm Central. 

7. 
Attendance 

	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	Jennella
	Battles
	NV Energy

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Jim
	Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	Pete
	Lee
	BPA

	Gail
	Parker 
	MISO/Duke IE

	Alan
	Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Paul
	Sorenson
	OATI

	Sreenath
	Thota
	Arizona Public Service

	Cathy
	Wesley
	PJM

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company


WEQ OASIS Subcommittee Meeting – Final Minutes – June 29, 2011
Page 2

