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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

via posting

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee (OS), and Posting for Interested Parties

FROM: 
Deonne Cunningham, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
WEQ OASIS Subcommittee (OS) Meeting Final Minutes – August 19-20, 2009
DATE:

November 25, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

OASIS Subcommittee (OS) Meeting
Hosted by El Paso Western Pipeline, Colorado Springs, Colorado
August 19, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Mountain
August 20, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mountain
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Wood welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Cunningham gave the antitrust guidelines.  The participants introduced themselves in the room and on the phone.  The group held discussion as it relates to the agenda.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the agenda as revised.  The revised agenda is available for viewing via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis081909a1.doc.
· Approval of Meeting Minutes
· March 13, 2009
The group reviewed the draft minutes for the March 13, 2009 meeting.  Modifications were made throughout the document.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the meeting minutes as amended.  The meeting minutes were unanimously approved as final.  The final minutes are available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its031309fm.doc.
· June 3, 2009
The group reviewed the draft minutes for the June 3, 2009 meeting.  Modifications were made throughout the document.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the meeting minutes as amended.  Mr. Barker seconded the motion.  The meeting minutes were unanimously approved as final.  The final minutes are available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ess_its060309fm.doc.
2. Review of WEQ OASIS Subcommittee (OS) Mission Statement

The subcommittee will review the WEQ OS Mission Statement during the September 1, 2009 meeting.  The draft of the WEQ OS Mission Statement is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis090109w12.doc.

3. 2009 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
· Discussion on NITS Parking Lot document (as revised August 5, 2009)
The group began review of the NITS Parking Lot document (as revised August 5, 2009).  Ms. Otondo noted that the group would review the document for consistency purposes.  The group held discussion as it relates to attestation and provided the following: 
1. Application

a. Statement that qualifies as Eligible Customer for Network service; 

b. Required by an officer or authorized agent from customer that DNRs meet the qualification 8/19/09 Consensus: needs to be a signed statement (attachment).
2. Subsequent to the application

a. Subsequent to having a confirmed NITS Application, requests for a new DNR, must be accompanied by an attestation (statement) that the resource is qualified to be a DNR – there is not yet consensus as to whether or not this requirement is different from 1.b. (specifically signature and who can provide this requirement, an officer or any employee).
Mr. Saini made the following motion (Motion 36(a)): “NAESB BP shall include a requirement that the initial application will require a signed attestation for DNRs and subsequent DNRs will require a statement only that network resource satisfies conditions included in pro forma OATT section 30.2. (NAESB standards will remain silent and not require a signature).”  During the discussion of the motion, Ms. Rehman stated that with the new DNRs subsequent to the initial application, a signed statement would not be required.  Ms. Otondo suggested the following parenthetical to the motion:  “NAESB standards will remain silent and not require a signature.”  Mr. Saini agreed to the friendly amendment and the motion was modified as noted above.  After extensive discussion and with a simple majority vote, the motion passed (with Mr. Pritchard, Mr. True and Mr. Barker abstaining).  With respect to Item 9
 and 10
 of the Designation and Undesignation of resources and loads section, the group provided the following response: See Motion 36(a).  Ms. Otondo suggested the following additional language to the NITS Parking Lot document: “Need to address whether we want to address submittal of DNRs when an application has been made, but has yet to result in a finalized agreement.”  The revised NITS Motions document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis090109a2.doc.
The group held discussion as it relates to Forecast Issues and determined the following: 

· Resource forecast and DNRs don’t necessarily match in the future. Is this an issue for NAESB or NERC? (Rollover Rights -how do you align the planning with ATC calculations and rollover rights?) Could be included as an ETC item.  We agree that forecast issues need to be addressed. 
Mr. Pritchard suggested the following additional questions on this issue: 

· How much transmission capacity is being set aside?

· How does this transmission capacity set aside align with the forecast?

· How do the rollover rights set aside align with the forecast?

· If the forecast does not include extensions of DNRs, should rollover capacity be released?

The group agreed that discussion on this topic should be deferred to the September 29-30, and October 1, 2009 meeting.  

The group reviewed and held discussion in regards to the Timing Table, and noted the following: “Consensus with consistency for the timing table windows only.”  In regards to the Item 1
 of the Transparency section, the group noted the following: Refer to Initial Application Section Item 3 below.  In review of Item 2
 of the Transparency section, the group came to the consensus discussion on the posting of NITS capacity being “held” as an ETC in the ATC calculation.   The group also agreed to the following: 
· Treatment of rollover rights – delayed until Portland September meetings
· Do all DNR-related requests have rollovers, e.g. daily? - delayed until Portland September meetings
· Document existing network transmission allocations or only future requests for allocation? 

a. Grandfather pre 888 – we already have a standard for this WEQ-001. 19

b. Existing network agreements under the OATT at the time these standards become effective (this will be included in the implementation plan)

1. a minimum set of the application information (as may have been amended), and 

2. the transmission allocation information will be required, 

3. the DNR information at least for ATC calculations and the DNR posting requirements under 18 CFR 37.6,
4. the DNL information at least for ATC calculations 5. Future changes thereof must meet all current OATT and NAESB requirements.
c. 
Future applications or requests for new network service and changes thereof must meet all current OATT and NAESB requirements.

· Transmission Capacity Allocation (TCA) treatment?

a. Should there be two separate requests/postings: one for TCA and one for the DNR?  We have agreed that there will be two separate templates: one for TCA and one for DNR.

b. How are they linked?  Technical task force will answer this.

c. Can we link existing TCAs to the forecast of loads and resources?  Specifically can we ensure that NAESB standards do not preclude the ability to allocate future transmission being built to the network customers based on the forecast and that their request gets the proper queue position (e.g. that a TCA without a specified DNR can be submitted at the same time as the forecast and the queue position of the request will be based upon that timestamp)? Yes 8/20/09

d. How would this differ from posting the application? The technical taskforce will answer this.
e. How should the request be viewed on OASIS? The technical taskforce will put the templates structure, the viewing and implementation will be left up to the TPs.
f. Should network capacity information for ETC purposes be posted similar to posting of information for PtP? Yes, contingent upon the technical taskforce chosen method for postings.

Mr. Pritchard suggested the need for the subcommittee to look at current NAESB standards to ensure that there is no conflict with the ETC posting.  With respect to Item 3
 of the Transparency for Other Market Participants section, the group agreed to the following:  “The current technical implementation allows TP to meet this 37.6 requirement.  Ensure that the final technical implementation continues to meet this requirement.”
Next, the group reviewed Item 1
 of the Secondary Network Service issues section and confirmed that this issue will be accommodated.  In regards to e-Tag Issues, Item 1
, the subcommittee agreed to the following: “For off-system power purchase resources, NAESB will need to make sure that the control area where the customer takes ownership is available for tag validation so that firm transmission validation can be validated.” 

Mr. Sorenson provided a brief presentation as it relates to the NITS Template Flowchart and the NITS Transactions Technical Concept document.  The group determined that further discussion on the technical implementation would be completed after structure of the recommendation is finalized.  

The revised NITS Parking Lot document is available for review via the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis081909a2.doc.

Three regional task forces:
The group held discussion as it relates to the NITS Parking Lot issue as to who/how puts in the request for transmission allocation.  Mr. Wood provided the following in response for the Non ISO/RTO Eastern task force:  
The task force from the Non-ISO/RTO Eastern determined that the NAESB standards for Network Integration Transmission Service should reflect that the transmission allocation for NITS across the paths (from BA to BA) should be requested by the Transmission Customer through a request for Network Integration Transmission Service conveyed to the transmission provider via its OASIS.  Furthermore, the task force from the Non-ISO/RTO Eastern have determined that any request for Network Integration Transmission Service should be handled by both Transmission Providers and Transmission Customers in a manner similar to that of a request for Point-to-Point (inclusive of information such as Source/Sink; POR/POD).  Finally, the task force from the Non-ISO/RTO Eastern have also determined that the NAESB Standard for Network Integration Transmission Service should include provisions to request short term (daily, weekly, monthly) DNRs requests.

Ms. Otondo provided a brief synopsis of the Western Interconnection (non-ISO) and noted the following response:  the OATT requires that the TP has to have loads and resources.  She noted that there is a split between the Northwest and Southwest in regards to the current practices on whether the TC is required to submit requests for transmission capacity allocations.  The majority of the Northwest respondents indicated a requirement for the TC to submit such a request, while most of the Southwest respondents did not require a separate request for transmission capacity when submitting a DNR request.  

Ms. Knox noted that she discussed the issue with members of the ISO/RTO counsel.  She noted that SPP has an aggregated study process for Long-Term firm PTP service.  Mr. Ridgely noted that the same process exists for Midwest ISO.  
Ms. Otondo stated that the subcommittee will need to specify what the queue time will be, and whether it will become a larger issue if the TP is submitting a TSR based on a DNR submitted by the customer.  

4. Update from the WEQ EC 
Mr. Wood provided a brief update from the August 2009 WEQ Executive Committee (‘EC’) meeting.  He noted that Standards Request R09011, was assigned to the WEQ Business Practice Subcommittee (“BPS”) and the Wholesale Gas Quadrant (“WGQ”) BPS.  This request is in regards to acronyms and abbreviations for WEQ-000 specifically, the change of ‘Power Plant Operator’ to ‘Power Plant Gas Coordinator’.  He further noted that the WEQ BPS approved a minor correction to address 2009 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.ii related to the results of the NERC Market Flow Threshold Field Test.  The minor correction was presented to the WEQ EC by the WEQ BPS for discussion and possible vote.  The minor correction proposed to delete WEQ-008 Appendix D to support the recommendation of the NERC TLR Drafting Team that the Market Flow Threshold for curtailments be changed from zero to five percent in response to FERC Order No. 673-D.  The NERC Operating Reliability Subcommittee (“ORS”) will review and approve the results of the field test at an upcoming meeting.  The purpose of the minor correction was to remain in lock step with NERC.

The WEQ BPS has also started the scoping of 2009 WEQ Annual Plan Item 1.b.i concerning parallel flow visualization/mitigation for Reliability Coordinators.  Further coordination with NERC with respect to this particular item will be needed as it involves the enhancement of NERC tools.  The WEQ BPS has also scheduled joint meetings with the WGQ BPS to coordinate modifications to WEQ-011 Gas/Electric Communication standards and clarification concerning the term Power Plant Operator.  Mr. Wood noted that it will be necessary to delay the completion date for some Annual Plan Items assigned to the WEQ BPS.

5. Schedule of Upcoming Meetings
· September 29-30, October 1, 2009, hosted by Bonneville Power Administration in Portland, Oregon
6. Adjourn
Ms. Otondo moved to adjourn the meeting.  Ms. Heist seconded the motion.  The meeting adjourned at 3:43 p.m. Mountain Standard Time on August 20, 2009.  
7. Attendance
	Name:
	Organization:
	August 19
	August 20

	Roy True
	ACES Power
	In Person
	In Person

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service 
	In Person
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	Phone

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	Phone

	Daryn Barker
	E. ON US
	Phone
	Phone

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy
	Phone
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person

	Barry Green
	EPSA
	In Person
	

	Marie Knox
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	In Person

	Guy Ridgely
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	Phone

	Vikram Godbole
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	Phone

	Gary Alexander
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	Phone

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO – Duke IE
	Phone
	Phone

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO – Duke IE
	Phone
	Phone

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Diane Heist
	North Carolina Municipal Corporation
	In Person
	In Person

	Paul Sorenson 
	OATI
	Phone
	Phone

	Cathy Wesley 
	PJM
	
	In Person

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	
	Phone

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
	In Person

	Jeff Rooker 
	Southwest Power Pool
	In Person
	In Person

	Jimmy Womack
	Southwest Power Pool
	Phone 
	Phone

	Jennifer Keys
	Steptoe & Johnson, LLP
	Phone
	Phone

	Marjorie Parsons
	TVA
	
	In Person

	Kathy York
	TVA
	
	In Person


� Item 9: Request for DNR’s – ensure includes attestation.  Extensive discussions to date.  Will be included. – as discussed 06/03/09


� Item 10: There will be a data element for the attestation in the DNR request that will need to be completed to be part of a completed request consistent with NAESB business practice standards and specific wording as included in the pro forma OATT per Order 890, 1532.). Will be included and related applications will be developed. – as discussed 06/03/09


� Transparency section, Item 1: We need to have discussion on preemption and competition.  Tie to duration of NITS rather than DNR. See WEQ-001 Table 4-3. DNRs of all durations are considered to be Tier 1 Network Firm. Define system attributes for duration of DNRs.  Delay any changes to pre-emption until the Annual Plan topic is undertaken.


� Item 2: We need to have discussion on the posting of NITS capacity being “held” as an ETC in the ATC calculation


� Transparency for Other Market Participants section, Item 3: Ensure we meet the requirements of FERC Order 890, et.al. with regards to the list of current DNRs and the information required to be on that list (e.g. geographic location, electrical location).  Refer to naming conventions document section on geographical and electrical locations. The current technical implementation allows TP to meet this 37.6 requirement.


� Secondary Network Service Section, Item 1: Mechanism for termination of secondary network transmission capacity if it is not going to be used by the Network Customer (i.e., will not be scheduled) so that non-firm ATC may reflect the change.  RELINQUISH type ability to release all or part of a secondary network capacity.


� E-Tag Issues, Item 1: Does NAESB need to address tag processing issues?  For off system purchase power resources NAESB will need to make sure that the control area where the customer takes ownership is available to tag validation so that firm transmission can be validated.
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