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December 6, 2010 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, Mr. True made a motion that it be adopted; the motion carried without opposition. 

2.
2010 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS

· Update on Tech Team

Mr. Wood reported that the OASIS technical team had held several meetings, noting that members from OATI had taken the initiative to conduct a thorough in-house review of the project. He added that OATI had committed to presenting draft technical standards to the technical team once this review was complete. Ms. Rehman asked what was to happen at the New Orleans meeting in mid-December; Mr. Wood replied that, since the technical team was due to attend, he hoped that significant progress would be made. Ms. Knox asked for an update on SAMTS; Mr. Wood responded that the task force was working diligently to provide a recommendation to the subcommittee.  

· New draft language for SUPERSEDED and DISPLACED 

Mr. Wood opened his Superseded Section Submitted by JT Wood document prepared prior to the meeting on the subcommittee’s behalf. After he summarized the contents, Ms. Rehman suggested clarification regarding when SUPERSEDED was intended to apply in the DNR context. She stated her reason as being the fact that the use of SUPERSEDED for a Tier 1 product was unusual, adding that she would prefer to be very clear concerning applicable scenarios. The group agreed that this suggestion had merit.  
· State Diagram discussion

Ms. Rehman summarized the document that Mr. Lee had prepared prior to the meeting on the subcommittee’s behalf. After she concluded her presentation, the subcommittee compared the document to existing documentation to ensure the accuracy of the effort; this comparison was favorable. Notes were added to the State Diagram NITS Application Redline and NITS State Diagram NITS Application submitted by P. Lee BPA Redline
work papers to document this review. 
· Continue review of NITS WEQ-002

Mr. Wood opened the document and provided a brief summary of the changes that had been incorporated since the previous meeting. The suggestion was made that the technical team should discuss pursuing either the generation of a DNR list, or the use of a template. Brief discussion was held regarding nitsmetrics, nitsstatus, nitsrenewal, and nitsaudit centering around whether a template was needed for each item. Several notes were added to the NITS WEQ-002 Redline document.
· Continue NITS WEQ-003 new data element definitions, review and possible changes to existing data elements to accommodate NITS
The group reviewed the document to ensure that all suggested changes made during the breakout sessions at the previous meeting had been incorporated. As discussions were held, numerous changes and marginal comments were captured on the NITS WEQ-003 Redline document. 

The question was asked whether the new Registry would accommodate the use of NERC Functional Model entity registrations. A participant expressed recollection of a proposal to maintain a separate Registry for Functional Model entities.  The question was asked whether an entity would have to register with two separate registries. An attendee stated that the NERC TSIN Registry was to transition to NAESB, whereas the NERC Registry for Functional Model entities would remain at NERC. Discussion was briefly held that the NERC Registry code would be needed in a TSIN Registry context as well. 
Given that there are no data elements for proof of creditworthiness, maps, and other information submitted off-OASIS, Ms. Rehman asked whether the subcommittee should develop submittal mechanisms, or leave this to each Transmission Provider. The group agreed to develop a comprehensive list and definition for each of these items at its next meeting. 
After a brief discussion of variable generation costs, the chair added a comment to the work paper. 

An attendee asked the group to distinguish between point of receipt and point of title. Ms. Etheredge stated that an entity can take title to energy prior to its entry onto the Transmission Provider system. The group wrote an appropriate clarifying definition before discussing what OATT 29.2 is asking for in the application. 
A discussion was held regarding load; Ms. Rehman read germane passages from the OATT. The group discussed whether a new template or modification to service would be needed each time a load is moved, such as moving from one substation to another. The participants recognized the challenges inherent to this question. 

3. 
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 4:10pm Central. 

4.
Attendance

	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Yarrow
	Etheredge
	Entergy

	Dowell
	Hudson
	SPP

	Marie
	Knox
	Midwest ISO

	James
	Manning
	NCEMC

	Lori
	Molotch
	Arizona Public Service

	Luke
	O’Dwyer
	Salt River Project

	Gail 
	Parker
	Midwest ISO – Duke IE

	Alan
	Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Barbara
	Rehman
	BPA

	Narinder
	Saini
	Entergy

	Roy
	True
	ACES Power Marketing

	Jimmy
	Womack
	SPP

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company
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