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TO:
Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee Meeting 
Final Minutes – November 16-18, 2011
DATE:

November 23, 2011
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
OASIS Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by APS in Phoenix, AZ
November 16, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM MST
November 17, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM MST
November 18, 2011 from 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM MST
 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 agreed to move the review of meeting minutes to the third item before unanimously approving the motion to adopt the agenda as revised.

2. 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 noted that the only change to this item was the inclusion of the most recent meeting minute hyperlinks, as captured on the WEQ Recommendation Redline work paper. 
· Review WEQ-000

Mr. Wood noted that the WEQ-000 document had been shared with the WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee (SRS), as required by current NAESB coordination processes. The group decided to review the definition of Applicant to determine whether the subcommittee would be able to avoid creating a different definition than the one used by the Retail Quadrant. After a review was inconclusive, Mr. Saini undertook to research the coordination progress at the SRS report back.

The subcommittee held discussion of why the definition Eligible Network Customer had been created. The group noted that the intent was to distinguish between the NITS and PTP contexts. The group consulted the pro-forma OATT definition of Eligible Customer as well as the existing NAESB definitions of Eligible Transmission Customer, Eligible Network Customer. After some debate, an informal poll was conducted where attendees expressed their preference for one of three definitions for Eligible Network Customer, as found on the WEQ-000 Recommendation Redline. Five attendees preferred the first, three preferred the second, and two preferred the third. 

Mr. Pritchard observed that Eligible Transmission Customer and Eligible Network Customer now shared a definition that merely referred to the underlying Eligible Customer. The group discussed the utility of this arrangement before agreeing to reserve further comments for the formal comment period. 

The group returned to a discussion of Applicant. Mr. Wood noted that the removal of application and insertion of request had been intended to prevent confusion with applications for Certificate Authorities. Mr. Skiba noted that this change would likely require significant changes to existing PKI standards, including the change of applicant to requestor throughout. The group agreed to withdraw its proposed changes to the term Applicant.

· Review WEQ-001

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-001 Recommendation document to 001-23.3.5.2; after some discussion, the group agreed to adjust the spelling of Superceded to Superseded. He also noted the portions of 001-105.4 where he had inserted certain provisions as agreed-upon at the prior meeting. 

Numerous changes were made, as captured on the WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline document; a version of this work paper, reflecting changes made during the meeting, was posted as WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline to make subsequent reviews during the meeting less cluttered.  

· Review WEQ-002

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-002 Recommendation PS Redline document as submitted by Paul Sorenson. He led a careful item-by-item review of the changes made offline by Mr. Sorenson on the subcommittee’s behalf. During the discussion, many changes were noted on the WEQ-002 Recommendation PS Redline work paper. 
In discussing 001-101.3.2.1, the group discussed whether to include examples as they arise, or whether to house them collectively in an appendix. After consulting existing PTP standards, the group decided to leave examples in situ; the group noted that only WEQ-013 examples were collected at the end of a section. 
The group consulted 001-101.2 and related standards in discussing the initial contact and approval of the designated agent. The group confirmed that the designated agent may act for the Transmission Customer; Mr. Wood undertook to remove redundant references to both in the standards. 
The subcommittee researched provisions related to Resource_Area. Brief discussion was held of the amended definition of source_area.  Discussion was held regarding whether the granularity of the identification should extend to the BAA or TSP level. Consideration was given to changing the title back to resource_area. The subcommittee consulted the meeting minutes from September 27, 2011. After an extended discussion, Mr. Harshbarger noted that the existing practices at hubs would preclude the current structure because Transmission Customers may not know the source area at the time they execute a PPA; he undertook to perform research and report back.   

Assignment_ref was relocated in several instances to suit the natural order that it would appear on the page. 
· Review WEQ-003

Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-003 Recommendation document and reviewed certain additions, made offline by Mr. Sorenson, intended to support when rollovers are used to extend a DNR. 
The group agreed that the use of rollovers for DNRs had been left to the discretion of individual Transmission Providers, noting that relevant data needed to be accommodated within the template structures. After research indicated that this capacity should be incorporated into the DNR_ACTION section of WEQ-002, designation_extension was included, as captured on the WEQ-003 Recommendation Redline work paper. 
· Review WEQ-013

Mr. Wood opened the NITS State Diagram 11/9/11 powerpoint. The group held discussion of whether a coordinated group can get superseded. The conclusion reached was that the coordinated group does not get superseded, but if one associated request is superseded, the related associated requests would go to counteroffer. Brief discussion was held regarding tiered service as it related to secondary service. In consulting Table 4.3, the group determined that superseded secondary service was a possibility.

In footnote 5 on NITS State Diagram 11/9/11, the group agreed to remove the reference to coordinated groups and confirmed the accuracy of depictions of secondary service. Several changes were agreed-upon to facilitate the representation of how secondary service, as captured on the work paper. A note was added, as copied and modified from the existing state diagram in WEQ-013, to indicate that the diagram was not intended to be comprehensive. 

The group reviewed the WEQ-013 Recommendation Redline Entergy document. The group approved the changes to WEQ-013 as suggested by Entergy in the WEQ-013 Recommendation Redline document. Dispositions were noted in the existing comment boxes on the work paper. 
Mr. Wood opened the NITS Example 1 document. Mr. Lee provided a review of the document before the group discussed the desired degree of specificity required in the examples. After discussing the structure of the examples, the subcommittee reached the conclusion that a descriptive paragraph would precede each flow diagram and that at least on example would be so specific that CSV files would be included.
The group edited the examples and related charts on the Example Narrative Redline document. 

The group accepted and incorporated the written suggestions made by Mr. Harshbarger and Mr. Sorenson into the work papers. In particular, a null value was included as a valid value in both source_area and title_area in WEQ-003; corresponding changes were made in WEQ-002. Subsequently, each was changed to a required element because null was now a valid field. After further discussion of particular structural requirements in the Pacific NW region, certain attendees agreed to develop further comments in a formal comment period. 
Mr. Wood opened the WEQ-001 Recommendation - Duke Energy Comments document and the group reviewed its suggestions. The disposition of each comment was noted on the work paper, subsequently copied onto the WEQ-001 Recommendation Redline work paper. Numerous changes agreed-upon, including ones of a grammatical, formatting, and numbering nature. 
Discussion was held, related to 001-102.3.1.1, as to whether this provision as drafted created confusion in the INVALID/DECLINED processes. The group clarified that if one request is INVALID or DECLINED, the overall application would first be set to INVALID or DECLINED, which would trigger all associated requests to be made INVALID or DECLINED. Discussion was held concerning confusion that could occur because an applicant would not know which request had originally created the problem. The wording was changed to clarify this order of operations, with the offending request carrying with it a comment indicating its offense. 
After discussion, 001-105.2.1.1.1 was moved to the general requirements section as 001-101.12.4. Mr. Wood opened the most current version of WEQ-000. The group agreed to remove the acronym NSR, because it was never used, before agreeing to change the definition of Network Service Request to reflect the content of the newly drafted version of 001-101.12.4. 

Group agreed to substitute status for state throughout the draft standards. 
The group agreed to remove CR_COUNTEROFFER and CR_ACCEPTED in numerous contexts where they had been erroneously inserted. 
3. Consent Agenda – Adoption of Draft Minutes

The subcommittee reviewed before voting unanimously to adopt meeting minutes from April 13-15, 2010, June 8-10, 2010, September 8-10, 2010, January 19-21, 2011, and October 26-27, 2011, each as revised during the meeting.
4. Wrap-up & plan for next meeting
The group reviewed assignments covering the tasks remaining prior to the submission of the draft standards for a formal comment period, as captured on the Oasis NITS Assignment Redline work paper. 
5. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12: 40pm Central. 

6. Attendees

	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Bob
	Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Energy

	Marie
	Knox
	MISO

	Pete
	Lee
	BPA

	James
	Manning
	NCEMC

	Pat
	McGovern
	Georgia Transmission

	Kass
	Portra
	WAPA

	Alan
	Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Ken
	Quimby
	SPP

	Narinder
	Saini
	Entergy

	Ed
	Skiba
	MISO

	Sreenath
	Thota
	APS

	Caroline
	Trum
	NAESB

	Cathy
	Wesley
	PJM

	Jimmy
	Womack
	SPP

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company
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