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DATE:

October 27, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by Dominion in Richmond, VA

October 26, 2011 from 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern
October 27, 2011 from 10:00 AM to 4:00 PM Eastern

 FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Wood welcomed participants to the meeting. After attendees introduced themselves in person and over the phone, Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance. After a review of the draft agenda, the subcommittee unanimously approved the motion to adopt the agenda as drafted.
2. Consent Agenda – Adoption of Draft Minutes
The subcommittee reviewed draft meeting minutes from September 7, 2011, September 27-29, 2011, and October 13, 2011 meetings. After agreeing to minor changes to each, the subcommittee approved to finalize each set of minutes, as modified, without opposition.
3. 2010 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS (informal review)

· Review NITS Recommendation 

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ Recommendation document and noted that he had made changes to the list of relevant meeting minutes, as noted on the WEQ Recommendation Redline work paper. 
· Review WEQ-000

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-000 Recommendation document; the subcommittee agreed that the document was not in need of modification. It was agreed that the OS co-chairs will forward latest definitions to SRS for coordination with Retail Glossary subcommittee and other WEQ Subcommittees’ co-chair for coordination.
· Review WEQ-001

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-001 Recommendation document, noting that he would incorporate several minor corrections based on the standards approved at the WEQ Executive Committee meeting the previous day. Mr. Wood noted numerous corrections he had made on the subcommittee’s behalf; the subcommittee approved these modifications. Several minor changes were made to the document during the meeting, as captured on the WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline work paper.
· Review WEQ-002

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-002 Recommendation Update 10/25/11 - Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI document. Mr. Sorenson led the subcommittee through a review of its contents. During the review, these changes were approved by the subcommittee unless noted otherwise on the WEQ-002 Recommendation PS Redline work paper. Additional modifications were also captured on the work paper and dispositions were noted on each marginal comment. 

During a discussion concerning the release of non-firm capacity, the subcommittee discussed the impact to ATC of capacity associated with termination of DNRs and secondary service. The subcommittee concluded that the question was adequately addressed in WEQ-001-18.1.2, agreeing that no further development of standards was required.
During the discussion of comment PS24, the subcommittee agreed that Mr. Sorenson would add REQUEST_TYPE and REL_REF data elements to the concomitant request template. 
Ms. Etheredge asked about the process for studying undesignations, since study is not a valid direction from undesignated to study. Mr. Wood made reference to WEQ-001-105.3.3.2.1 and explained the process. He added that, as written in WEQ-001-105.3.3.6, the intent had been that undesignations not go into a study process. The group recognized that this intent was implied, but not explicit. Ms. Etheredge undertook to review WEQ-013 to find an appropriate place to add an explanatory item.
The subcommittee held discussion of NITSSchedulingRights under 002-101.4.2.4. The question was asked whether this template was optional. The group recognized that it did not want to suggest that the template was optional if NSRs or Secondary Network had been made available by the Transmission Provider. The group reached an understanding that, if a Transmission Provider were to choose to use NSRs or Secondary Network, the template must also be used. During the discussion of how best to clarify this intent, Mr. Sorenson stated that the query template available to the Transmission Customer would not be available if NSRs or Secondary Service were not made available; he undertook to draft clarifying wording for the next meeting. 
Mr. Sorenson provided a thorough summary of the modifications suggested by Comment PS32. In response to a question, he explained that every revision request would be recorded, along with the action undertaken. The subcommittee understood that the suggested modification provided the functionality to do track which party requested a change, when it was submitted, and what was changed. The subcommittee agreed to this structural approach, noting that it mirrored the structure of the existing PTP query process. 

After discussing the proposed method of integrating the PTP and NITS templates, as found in 002-101.6, the subcommittee endorsed the proposed approach as captured on the work paper. 

The subcommittee discussed certain issues that may arise in converting from existing processes to new processes. Mr. Pritchard expressed concern with the possibility of confusion resulting if a reservation exists in old templates and some of it has been duplicated in the new templates; he noted that this could result in a Transmission Provider interpreting that two reservations existed, rather than one. The subcommittee discussed whether this question should be addressed in the standards or left to the Transmission Providers to implement processes to avoid such accidental duplication. Mr. Saini observed that a standardized approach to the issue may be impossible because Transmission Providers do not share a standard method for creating reservations. Mr. Wood suggested that the displace or recall functions could be used to effectively create a bridge between the old and new template information. Brief discussion was held concerning possible impacts on ATC calculations or Parallel Flow Visualization processes. The subcommittee decided to remain silent on the question in the standards in order to permit each Transmission Provider the latitude to address the issue through its own implementation. 

After a brief discussion of the service increment data element, Mr. Sorenson undertook to add a reference to Table 105-A, footnote 1 for clarity. 

The subcommittee reviewed the WEQ-002 Recommendation, noting minor corrections that had been approved by the WEQ Executive Committee the previous day. Mr. Sorenson agreed to incorporate these changes.  
· Review WEQ-003

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-003 Recommendation Update 10/26/11 - Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI document. Mr. Sorenson led the subcommittee through a review of data element modifications he had made on the subcommittee’s behalf, as agreed at the previous meeting. The group thanked him for his efforts. 
· Review WEQ-013

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-013 Recommendation document. Mr. Wood led the subcommittee through a review of the numbering changes he had made prior to the meeting. In response to a question, Mr. Wood stated that the defined values are not in alphabetic order because they are listed in the order that a user would likely encounter them while processing a request. During the subsequent review, numerous modifications were captured on the WEQ-013 Recommendation Redline work paper. 
The subcommittee held discussion concerning the annulment of service and stop times permitting the term of service to be shortened. During the discussion, reference was made to 001-107.2 in the WEQ-001 Recommendation document. The group agreed that this functionality should be permitted and made changes captured on the WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline work paper. New 001-107.3 was drafted to explicitly permit the Network Customer to terminate its rights to its current transmission service prior to the previously-established stop time. The title of 001-107 was changed from “extension” to “modification” to reflect this functionality. Mr. Sorenson undertook to make corresponding changes in WEQ-002. The subcommittee also modified 013-107 for the same reasons. Mr. Wood agreed to remove Transmission Provider actions from WEQ-013. 

Mr. Wood thanked the participants, noting that WEQ-013 was now complete, with the exception of the examples, state diagrams, and process maps. 
The subcommittee opened the latest NITS State Diagram - Update 10/26/11 Revision #2 - Submitted by P. Lee, BPA and held a careful review of each processing step; the group thanked Mr. Lee for his work. Discussion was held regarding Network Load; the subcommittee decided that Network Load would follow the same process as DNRs. The observation was made that Network Load and Secondary Service do not go through a COMPLETED stage. The subcommittee agreed to add the most current state diagram to the WEQ-013 work paper. 

Discussion was held regarding the form and content of the examples to be included in WEQ-013. Mr. Wood demonstrated the current format of the PTP examples. The group agreed that the examples be created at a relatively high level of abstraction to provided general guidance, with more detailed process maps to provide detailed instructions. Mr. Wood opened the OASIS NITS Assignments document to clarify which remaining task was to be done by whom. Mr. Wood opened the NITS Application Example - Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke Energy (10/26/11) document; the subcommittee reviewed its contents and thanked Mr. Pritchard for its creation. Discussion was held regarding how granular the examples in WEQ-013 should be, arriving at a satisfactory understanding. 
After the Network Load discussion was reopened, reference to Network Load was removed from the Table 105-A, 001-105.1.5, and other affected standards. The group undertook to thoroughly review and edit 013-105 processes pertaining to Network Load on a working document. “New” was removed from 013-105.2 and 013-105.2.1 because a new load would not be modified. The subcommittee reached the understanding that INVALID, DEFICIENT and COMPLETED were the newly agreed-upon available processing paths for Network Load; numerous changes were made in WEQ-001 to accomplish this. The editing process involved copying the draft DNR standards with minor tweaks to suit the Network Load context. In several instances, edits were also made to the DNR standards themselves for minor redundancies or other errors. In response to a question, Mr. Wood replied that 013-105.4.1.1 effectively characterized what qualified as a modification to Network Load. Draft 013-105.2.4.6.1 was removed from WEQ-001 since no sub-portions would be associated with DNRs as the review progressed; corresponding changes were made throughout the document. During a discussion, the group reviewed whether the current understanding that a modification to Network Load could not be refused. After some discussion, the opposite decision was reached: refusal would be permitted because in certain circumstances it could be more efficient to require the resubmittal of a problematic Network Load request. The subcommittee agreed to remove 001-105.3.3.3.1.1 and 001-105.3.3.5.2 as they were no longer accurate.  

Mr. Wood copied the working document onto the WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline work paper; the group confirmed that the section would reside at 001-105.4. Messrs. Wood and Sorenson undertook to incorporate corresponding changes required in WEQ-002 and WEQ-013.
After the discussion of examples was reopened, discussion was held regarding the degree of specificity required of the narrative portion of the effort. Mr. Quimby reviewed the document he had prepared on the subcommittee’s behalf and provided a summary of its contents. He explained that he had endeavored to create a step-by-step guide to help orient a first-time user, noting that it was intended to complement the process maps under development by serving as a less granular overview. He added that the document could function as a format or template that could be used for any of the examples that the group decided to develop.
Mr. Wood observed that the WEQ-013 examples development efforts seemed oriented to three levels of abstraction: the high-level powerpoint (as submitted by Mr. Pritchard), the more granular narrative outline (as submitted by Mr. Quimby), and the most granular CSV file descriptions. He noted that the detailed process maps being developed by Mr. Lee would likely fall into WEQ-003 rather than WEQ-013. 
The subcommittee consulted Parking Lot #21 for prior decisions made regarding the form and content of examples. The group added #22 to the Parking Lot describing the examples to be included in WEQ-013. Numerous additional assignments were captured on the OASIS NITS Assignments Redline document. During the discussion, the group decided which examples were critical; a list of necessary ones was captured on the assignments document. A hypothetical example of a concomitant evaluation (with counteroffer/rebid) was written out on same document to clarify the level of detail the subcommittee desired. 
4. Wrap-up & plan for next meeting
The subcommittee reviewed the outstanding assignments and scheduled meetings for 2012 

5. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 3:05pm Eastern. 
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