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FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Ms. Otondo welcomed the participants to the meeting and introduced Mr. Culliton. Mr. Culliton provided the antitrust guidance. The group reviewed and made a minor revision to the draft agenda.  Ms. Rehman moved to adopt the agenda as amended.  The revised agenda was unanimously adopted.
2. 2009 Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 through 2.a.i.8 and 3.a.i, Network Service on OASIS
a) Review of the OATI Flow document with the draft Standards Language and OATI’s comments on NITS New Flow (11/25/2009)
The participants incorporated OATI’s comments into the NITS New Flow document containing suggested changes from multiple parties, beginning with Section 001-102. Mr. Saini commented that “reservation” had been added to reflect the relevant tariff language. After brief commentary, the group adopted the OATI suggestion for 001-102.1.1 with the minor change of eliminating the following phrase: “through an agent authorized by the Eligible Customer.” The participants then proceeded to go through each sub-section of the document. 

001-102.1.1.1

Ms. Rehman suggested that discussion of this topic be deferred until Mr. Sorenson and Mr. Wood could offer input since it is also a WEQ 002 issue. In particular, Ms. Rehman questioned the use of “Eligible Customer.” Mr. Saini suggested that the sentence be abbreviated to end after “NITS application” and none were opposed. 


001-102.1.1.2

Ms. Rehman suggested replacement language.  Mr. Saini then suggested that “submission to the transmission provider” be used as well. None were opposed and OATI’s suggestion incorporating these two changes was adopted. After brief discussion of whether this state was appropriate in the first instance, the participants discussed the possibility of seeking informal comment to avoid confusion by making 001-101 clearly applicable to presubmittal workspaces. 


001-102.1.1.3

Mr. Saini suggested “all related data” rather than “all related requests.” The participants decided to use the term “information” rather than either “data” or the original “requests.” There was then discussion about whether this proposed standard is superfluous. Mr. Pritchard noted that the difference is that some will have associated status fields that would also need to be marked “PENDING”. Ms. Otondo suggested making this standard a subset of 001-102.1.1.2 given the need to have queue time associated with submittals. Ms. Rehman observed that this issue is still undecided; her concern was related to an incomplete application acting as a placeholder in order to gain a foothold in the queue above completed applications. The issue was left for later discussion. 

001-102.1.1.4

After some discussion the group decided that this provision was already captured at 001-102.5.

001-102.1.2

After referring back to Motion 9, the participants elected to retain the original wording of this standard. 


001-102.1.3

After brief discussion, the participants decided to eliminate this provision in light of 001-102.1.2 and above-referenced Motion 9


001-102.1.3(new)
The change, reflecting a customer’s obligation, was accepted by the group with a minor change. Mr. Pritchard stated that “initial application” was a disfavored phrase in this context; the group combed the remainder of the document and made changes consistent with Mr. Pritchard’s observation.


001-102.1.2.1

Mr. Pritchard suggested the idea of incorporating this into 001-102.1.4 since it is simply a definition. The group then held discussion on the issue. Mr. Hansen noted that in OASIS “Queued” is the confirmation of the receipt of a submitted request. Ms. Bigelow reiterated the position that customers should not set their own status. Ms. Knox expressed a strong preference for a “Submit” button. Mr. Pritchard suggested that OASIS is accustomed to customers setting their own status since they already do so in the “Counteroffer” and “Confirm” contexts. Ms. Rehman expressed a preference for including the word “Completed” to restrict use to completed applications. 

001-102.4.1

The group began an inquiry into the subtemplate issue. Ms. Rehman reiterated her position that 1.3 and 1.4 could be combined. Mr. Pritchard agreed that 001-102.1.3.1 (formerly 001-102.4) was sufficient. Ms. Otondo expressed a preference for distinction between the two, given the difference between “PENDING” and “QUEUED”. Mr. Saini and Mr. Williamson expressed interest in keeping the two separate items. The provisions were so kept. Finally, the words “and related information,” having been proposed by Mr. Williamson and supported by Ms. Bigelow, were dropped; the group found them confusing.


001-102.1.2.2 

After reviewing aforementioned Motion 9, the participants elected to drop this item because they found it in conflict with the motion. 

001-102.1.3

The second sentence of this provision was copied into a new section (001-102.1.2.1) on the NITS New Flow document. Ms. Franz suggested reviewing various status definitions to ensure appropriateness for NITS. In particular, she expressed concern with the status “INVALID”. Ms. Franz’ suggestion was added to the Parking Lot document. The participants then elected to remove 001-102.1.5, 001-102.1.6, and 001-102.1.7 from the document because of redundancies.


001-102.2 

The title of this section was slightly modified with no opposition. 


001-102.2.1

The decision was reached to incorporate the proposed OATI wording; however, the word “accurate” was left out after Mr. Pritchard noted that while completion is verifiable, accuracy is not. Mr. Saini suggested deleting “seller,” since there are no transmission sellers in this context. Ms. Rehman proposed deleting “supplied by the eligible customer.” Each proposal was incorporated into the document. 


001-102.2.2

There was considerable written commentary on this issue submitted prior to the conference call. After determining that the Table 4-X had been removed, the group decided to evaluate the proposals. The participants considered each comment in turn and made certain changes. There was also consensus that any timing issues arising from the discussion at hand would be deferred to a later date. Out of this discussion, the group began to consider the order of operations in this context, using open working documents as references. Ultimately, certain changes were made responsive to the informal comments submitted.

001-102.3 and 001-102.4
There was extensive discussion related to the distinctions between Invalid and Deficient, as well as the requirements contained in each concept. There was widespread recognition that INVALID is a final status, whereas DEFICIENT is a transient status. There was some division as to whether the process could be considered a two-tiered process. Four participants, Ms. Rehman, Ms. Bigelow, Ms. Franz, and Mr. Williamson, supported adding some type of clarification expressing that an application must be first declared Completed before it is studied. This idea was not fully explored; the wording was left as proposed.
3. Wrap up and plan for December 16, 2009 conference call.
The participants decided to postpone further discussion until the following meeting. Ms. Otondo asked Mr. Culliton to set the December 7, 2009 agenda, as amended, as the proposed agenda for the December 16, 2009 conference call.
4. Adjourn
Ms. Rehman moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 3:35pm.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization

	Marcie Otondo 
	APS

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Brad Hansen
	BPA

	Blake Weathers
	BPA

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Christina Bigelow
	Entergy.

	Marie Knox
	Midwest ISO

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB

	James Culliton
	NAESB

	Marilyn Franz
	NV Energy

	Larry Williamson
	Black Hills 

	Jeff Rooker
	Southwest Power Pool
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