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July 29, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
July 25, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central

July 26, 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. Review WEQ 2011 Annual Plan for next projects

Mr. Wood opened the 2011 Annual Plan Work Paper document created at the previous meeting to document work assignments to facilitate the review of Annual Plan items assigned to the subcommittee. Throughout the review and receipt of reports, notes and comments were captured on the 2011 Annual Plan Work Paper Redline document. On the second day of the meeting, each project was ranked both according to estimated workload and perceived urgency, as captured on the Annual Plan Rankings document. 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 2(a)(ii)(1-2) – Narinder Saini, Alan Pritchard & James Manning

After Mr. Saini reported on the item, dealing with preemption, the subcommittee briefly discussed the possible ways the project could be structured. Several entities expressed a strong interest in developing this project. A list of volunteers was compiled to convene a task force to develop a white paper describing the anticipated issues inherent to the project.
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 2(a)(iv)(1) – Alan Pritchard
Mr. Pritchard summarized the API 2.a.iv.1 Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke document he had prepared prior to the meeting. The group agreed that the information required in this item had already been addressed by other Annual Plan items and, therefore, no action was needed. The group opened the WEQ API 2.a.iv.1 for review 07/26/2011and made several modifications. The group agreed upon the contents of the WEQ AP 2aiv1 Recommendation Redline document. Attendees agreed to vote on whether to send this item out for formal industry comments at the subsequent meeting.  
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 2(a)(iv)(2) – Cathy Wesley 
The group agreed that this project merited further review. 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 2(a)(iv)(3) – Alan Pritchard & Cathy Wesley
 The group agreed that this project also merited further review. 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 2(b) – Marie Knox & Cathy Wesley 
The group reviewed R05004 and discussed whether this request had already been addressed or not. The group noted that the description of the Annual Plan item seemed inconsistent with the details in the request itself. Certain attendees believed the items to have already been addressed in other projects, while others disagreed. The question of whether, or not, a gap existed relating to the respecting of AFCs/ATCs was the primary consideration. The attendees discussed the topical overlap with the Parallel Flow Visualization project underway at the WEQ BPS. The group agreed to approach the WEQ EC with the question of whether the item should be reassigned to the WEQ BPS. 

· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 3(a)(iii)(1) – Josh Jenkins
Although a thorough review was not performed, the group agreed that this Annual Plan item should be undertaken in conjunction with 3(a)(iii)(2) and 3(a)(iii)(3). 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 3(a)(iii)(2) – Yarrow Etheredge & Alan Pritchard
Ms. Etheredge provided a review of this item. She called attention to FERC Order No. 890 at Paragraph 404 and cited to 18 CFR 388.1.1.3. The group discussed whether the issue constituted an enhancement the industry would like to see developed. The group agreed that further review was needed. 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 3(a)(iii)(3) – Yarrow Etheredge 
After a brief discussion, the group agreed that further review was necessary prior to any consensus disposition. 
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan item 3(b)(ii) – Paul Sorenson 
Mr. Sorenson reported that this item was dependent on the development of the certification program by the Certification Program Committee and subsequent disposition by the NAESB Board of Directors.  
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan items 5(a-e) – Alan Pritchard & Marie Knox 
Mr. Pritchard, in turn, reviewed the API 5a Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke, API 5b Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke, and API 5c Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke documents he had prepared on the subcommittee’s behalf prior to the meeting. Dispositions were entered onto the Annual Plan work paper. A recommendation was developed as the WEQ API 5.a for review 07/26/2011 work paper before being refined as the WEQ AP 5a Recommendation Redline. The group agreed to vote on whether to send this recommendation out for formal comment at the subsequent meeting.
Mr. Pritchard noted that item 5(d) related to preemption work, since as some challengers were not required to make a commitment to take capacity prior to preemption of other reservations, it is possible that a reservation could get superseded or displaced while the challenger does not ultimately use the freed capacity. The group agreed that the conceptual overlap existed and recognized the issue of doing away with a reservation in the hopes of getting another one. 
Mr. Saini noted that 5(e) would be a useful enhancement for NITS on OASIS. The group opened R09015 and reviewed its contents with specificity. Mr. Wood captured the issues for future consideration brought forth by the attendees on the R09015 Redline work paper.
· 2011 WEQ Annual Plan items 7(a-b) – Sreenath Thota 
Mr. Thota provided a review of these items. He summarized that item 7(a) called for the development of a recommendation requiring a 1-day response time versus the previously-proposed (and rejected) 5-day period. The group assessed the difficulty of the effort and whether it could prove controversial; attendees agreed that it would be uncontroversial because the wording of FERC Order No. 676-E was well-understood. Mr. Quimby suggested that a business day would make sense to allow for staffing deficiencies on weekends or holidays. The group agreed that this seemed logical. The group developed the WEQ AP 7a Recommendation Redline document and agreed to vote on whether to send it out for formal comments at the subsequent meeting. 
Mr. Thota then reviewed item 7(b). The group consulted 001-21.3.1.2.2, which proved inconclusive. The group reviewed Order 676-E, which again proved inconclusive as to what was requested. Mr. Pritchard made reference to the comments submitted by BPA in the docket culminating in Order 676-E where BPA’s suggestion of extend or waive was made with more clarity. The group developed the WEQ AP 7b Recommedation Redline document and agreed to vote on whether to send it out for formal comments at the subsequent meeting. 

· Report on R04037, R05020, and R07004 – James Culliton 
Mr. Culliton provided a report on the three requests which appeared on the NAESB website as being open projects assigned to the OASIS subcommittee, but did not appear on the WEQ 2011 Annual Plan. He stated that R07004 had been completed in two phases; phase one was completed in December 2008, while phase two was completed in June 2009. He added that R05020 was completed in November 2009. He stated that R04037 was an incomplete project, but it had been reassigned to the WEQ JESS subcommittee. 
Mr. Culliton was then asked about the status of R04006E, which appears on the WEQ 2011 Annual Plan, but not on the NAESB website. Mr. Culliton stated that the request had been assigned the E in 2006 as an administrative tag to isolate those portions of R04006 dealing with network service. He asked whether the substance of the request might have been already reflected in the 2011 WEQ Annual Plan items currently out for informal comment. Mr. Sorenson replied that R04006 had contained the ideas flowing from the OASIS Scheduling Collaborative in late 2003, prior to the issuance of FERC Order No. 890. He stated that this voluntary industry initiative had been supplanted by the Commission directives in the Order and therefore the Annual Plan items responsive to those directives. 
Mr. Wood undertook to ask that the WEQ 2011 Annual Plan be updated to reflect this new understanding; he also agreed that the status be corrected, as the item was incorrectly shown as having been completed as part of the SAMTS effort. The group also asked Mr. Wood to inform the EC that Annual Plan items 2(a)(i) and 2(a)(iii) were underway. 
3. Wrap-up & plan for next meeting

The group opened the Annual Plan Rankings document developed by Mr. Wood to facilitate the prioritization of the Annual Plan items. The group noted that relatively light workload projects could be developed while task forces were scoping the more complicated work. The group revised the ranking metric on the work paper and confirmed the assignment of project priorities. The group confirmed that the four draft recommendations developed at this meeting would be reviewed and voted upon at the subsequent subcommittee meeting. 
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:14pm Central. 
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