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via posting

TO:
Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee Meeting 
Final Minutes – August 17-18, 2011
DATE:

August 24, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Subcommittee Meeting

Hosted by El Paso Western Pipeline in Colorado Springs, CO

August 17, 2011 from 8:00 AM to 3:00 PM Mountain

August 18, 2011 from 8:00 AM to 12:00 PM Mountain

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 added an item to receive an update regarding the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) meeting before approving 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 (informal review)

Mr. Wood opened the Parking Lot and led the subcommittee through a review of items 12-15; responses and comments were captured on the Parking Lot Redline document. 

# 12 - Suggestion: Maybe need to change the definition of Applicant from “applications” to “requests.”

The subcommittee co-chairs decided to address item 12 offline and report back to the group at the subsequent meeting. 

#13 - the intent was not to verify auxiliary transmission at the time of tag. The intent was the delivery of the service is firm at the time of designation not OASIS numbering being identical on third parties at the time of tagging.  Should we put something in tagging to accomplish this? At this time this can be managed by concomitant requests.

During the review of item 13, the subcommittee consulted the TVA Comments - OS Responses, where the concept was raised. Mr. Pritchard stated that it was his understanding that the Commission expected DNRs to be ready for dispatch. The question was posed how a Transmission Customer’s firm transmission from an off-system resource that is subsequently redirected may be used by the Transmission Provider. Mr. McGovern stated that it is likely that the tariff would create certain requirements if the entire path is not firm (and therefore interruptible). The group discussed the issue of the validation of the original PTP reservation number. Discussions revealed that the same level of firmness would be required, although not necessarily the same OASIS number. The suggestion was made to include this clarification in the standards. 
The group decided that the concomitant process will not work for this concept because it was intended to function for the undesignation of a DNR coupled with a PTP or DNR. The subcommittee came to the conclusion that verification would be performed on the e-Tag and something would need to be included in the practices to both allow for this modification to happen, and also allow for different AREF numbers for the auxiliary transmission, while requiring the same firmness.

#14 - When additional transmission capability comes available, what is the mechanism for asking/assigning for additional scheduling capacity without requesting/assigning additional DNR capacity?

Mr. Thota undertook to return to the subcommittee with a proposal regarding this item. Later in the meeting, Mr. Thota reported that no mechanism for tracking the release of non-firm existed within his region.


#15 - Need to address e-tag specifications to be worked along with nits.

The subcommittee discussed the development of a recommendation/white paper to present to the JESS subcommittee or the holding of a joint meeting to discuss the possible changes to e-tag specs for NITS. The group agreed to research validations that could be performed and develop a proposal; Mr. Pritchard agreed to take the lead on this effort. 
· Review WEQ-001

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-001 Recommendation Combined Comments document and led the subcommittee through a review of its contents. Throughout the course of the review, the subcommittee responses were captured on the WEQ-001 Recommendation Combined Comments Redline document; the entries below are intended to supplement that record. 
001-4.9.5.1 
The group agreed to numbering changes making this section into 001-4.9.4.3. In response to the relevance of the counteroffer functionality in this context, Mr. Sorenson stated that this would permit a viable DNR within a faulty application to be addressed. 
001-4.6.10.1 
Numbering changes were accepted. 
001-4.11.1 
Attendees discussed the definitions and usage of Eligible Customer, Transmission Customer, and Network Customer within the standards. After consulting the OATT, the group agreed to incorporate the additions as suggested by Southern Company in applicable places throughout the standards. These changes were then made during the course of the review. 
001.xx.2.5 
During a discussion of this section, the group added the question of whether to redefine Eligible Transmission Customer to the bottom of the Parking Lot at #16.  

In section 101, attendees made numerous clarifying changes to titles in the index and corresponding sections of the recommendation. 
001.105.4 
After brief discussion, modification was inserted in place of either redesignation or designation. 
001-102.2.3 
After attendees recognized that DNL end times could prove problematic, the MISO suggestion was accepted.  
001-102.2.2 
The group recognized that modifications were needed to clarify that only agents of customers may act. Several new provisions were added to clarify the intended role of agent in the standard. 
001-101.5 
The group discussed whether the pre-submittal workspace needed to be on OASIS or whether it was left to the individual Transmission Provider’s chosen implementation. The group recognized that the existing wording left this question open to interpretation. The group decided that the pre-submittal workspace should be entered onto OASIS; conforming modifications were made to the standard.  
Brief discussion was held whether it was necessary to mention Designated Agent each time a customer is referenced; attendees decided that this was unnecessary. Mr. Wood undertook to ensure that Designated Agent is implied rather than explicit in all places that are applicable, as noted on the Parking Lot at #18. 
001-101.12.3
The group discussed the meaning of “ultimate source.” There was recognition that the control area would provide the greatest degree of granularity for purchased power transactions. The standard was modified to reflect that “electrical location” refers to Balancing Authority Area (control area) and the geographical location is “not applicable.”
In response to a question, attendees affirmed that precise technical references had been left intentionally out of the WEQ-001 business practices for the sake of simplicity. 
001-102.1.2.1 and 001-102.1.2.1.1 
Participants decided to both add these standards to the WEQ-013 implementation guide, and retain them in the business practices; this decision was recorded as #19 on the Parking Lot. The group agreed that “associated portions” should be changed to “requests” to avoid confusion.  

001-102.3 
After discussion of the inherent difficulty in enumerating all scenarios that could lead to an application being declared invalid, attendees noted that determination of invalidity would be left to the Transmission Provider business practices, according to 001-13.1.4. Messrs. Saini and Pritchard undertook to check that this reference was consistent throughout the standards, as noted on the Parking Lot at #17.
001-102.4.4 
A note was added indicating that although off-OASIS review is not precluded, it must be triggered by the changing of the OASIS status. 

001-102.4.4.3 
The group discussed the intended meaning of “significant change;” the draft meeting minutes from August 2-4, 2011 were consulted. After brief discussion, attendees decided to remove the word “significant” to avoid confusion. 
3. Wrap-up & plan for next meeting

The co-chairs provided an update from the previous day’s WEQ EC meeting. Among the topics announced were the reassignment of PKI standard development from the OASIS subcommittee to the newly-formed PKI subcommittee and the 60-day formal comment period to apply to the finalized draft NITS recommendation.
The subcommittee reviewed the upcoming meeting schedule, noting the possibility that a conference call in October may be extended an additional day, depending on progress made during the September meetings. 
Mr. Wood opened the WEQ Recommendation document and added the August 17-18, 2011 meeting minutes to the end of the document; this change was captured on the WEQ Recommendation Redline work paper. 

4. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:00pm Mountain.

5. Attendees
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