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	Time 
	To 
	From 
	Chat 

	2:10pm
	Everyone   
	Catherine Elder 
	Many of the items listed above are already considered in the state review of integrated resource plans in place in a vertically integrated market.  Additional requirements would be duplicative.  Additionally, none of the recommendations have the potential to increase gas capacity or the gas commodity.  

	2:11pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Heather Polzin 
	Agreed! They have done a good job organizing everything.

	2:12pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Rachel Hogge 
	Can you adjust the view so that we can see all of the chair and NAESB leaders instead of just the speaker?

	2:12pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Jonathan Booe 
	I think that is a setting on your Zoom, Rachel

	2:13pm
	Everyone 
	Rachel Hogge  
	Thank you!

	2:13pm
	Everyone 
	Sandra Montes de Oca
	Does that look better?

	2:13pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	Yes, thanks 

	2:16pm
	Everyone
	Rachel Hogge  
	Yes, thank you Sandra!

	2:22pm
	Everyone 
	Roy True 
	On the WEQ, there are two column labeled “high”

	2:23pm
	Everyone 
	Sue Tierney 
	@Roy: Good catch. Thank you

	2:23pm
	Everyone 
	Sandra Montes de Oca
	Thank you Roy!

	2:24pm
	Everyone 
	Roy True 
	Yw

	2:28pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Hmmm, this is like certain ISO/RTO stakeholder votes when one person holds up 7 fingers to vote!
PS, Kenneth Bagot is Nancy Bagot from EPSA. My registration autofilled with my father’s information!

	2:30pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Michael Desselle 
	That clears up my confusion: thanks Nancy!

	2:51pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Rachel Hogge 
	I’ll defer to Chris with INGAA thank you

	2:51am
	Hosts and Panelists  
	Bobbi Welch
	MISO responded in a similar fashion to Xcel; i.e oppose does not always= opposition to the proposal in general. Rather, we also indicated “opposed” when we felt processes were already in place to address the recommendation. Our intent was to indicate no additional work was needed.

	2:57pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	Eric, IMO the issues you cite can be directly tied to the Capacity Market problems at ISO New England. Generators are receiving enough compensation to ensure their ability to secure firm fuel. This will be discussed at the June 20 FERC open meeting in Portland Maine. 
*I meant ARE NOT receiving enough compensation. 

	2:58pm
	Everyone 
	Jared Meyer 
	Good Afternoon, Evergy has no verbal comments to add today. Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the survey and the time and efforts from everyone involved. 

	2:58pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Dick, I was about about to enter several questions marks. Thx

	2:58pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	I think the same is true in PJM right Nancy?

	3:00pm
	Everyone 
	Cory Samm
	My apologies as I have disconnect due to a calendar conflict. We appreciate all the time and efforts from everyone on this forum. In regards to our survey response, please survey supplemental info for our additional context.

	3:02pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	It’s not quire as simple as a failing of capacity market design or caps, as energy efforts and reserves are all part of the fuel procurement issues and costs. 

	3:02pm
	Everyone 
	Catherine Elder 
	Alas, I have to join a different call, too. I did send one supplemental comment and deserve any tomatoes staff wants to throw at me. 

	3:08pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Katherine 
	That was an accident, sorry!

	3:08pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Jonathan Booe 
	Not a problem!

	3:09pm
	Everyone 
	Mark Spencer 
	Ken Bagot, would you explain what you mean by "energy offers and reserves are all part of the fuel procurement issues?"  Thanks, Mark Spencer LS Power

	3:10pm
	Everyone 
	Michael Desselle 
	Ken Bagot is Nancy, btw

	3:11pm
	Everyone 
	Mark Spencer 
	Ah. Nancy disregard. 

	3:12pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Mark, pointing out that there are cost issues for intraday events or just in time dispatch calls from the system operator.  Want to be careful about insinuations that firm fuel under capacity obligations addresses the operational issues experienced at certain times.

	3:13pm
	Everyone 
	Sarah Tomalty 
	The issue of infrastructure is specifically mentioned in Key Recommendation 7, which NAESB is supposed to be addressing.  The 6th bullet states, "whether additional infrastructure buildout would be needed."

	3:13pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	[I can't see my name on Zoom - it's just "me" on my own Zoom!] - Nancy Bagot

	3:15pm
	Everyone 
	Mark Spencer 
	Nancy, I agree with your observation that timing of when a generator gets committed may be as relevant as simply holding FT.

	3:18pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	The regions should craft their approaches, based on the identified solutions with perhaps high level goals for those revisions/reforms/market design changes.

	3:18pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	The problem in New England is that capacity payments are so low that generators aren't receiving enough compensation to do all the things needed to guarantee their ability to produce during extreme weather events. The capacity market in New England needs to be replaced with a solution that properly values essential grid services, instead of treating all capacity equally.

	3:19pm
	Hosts and Panelists
	Joshua Phillips 
	Just a moment my phone is on a separate line

	3:19pm
	Everyone 
	Dennis Kimm
	Timing is extremely relevant in this entire discussion and needs to be addressed.

	3:20pm
	Everyone 
	Mark Spencer 
	I’m available 

	3:20pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Brian Fitzpatrick 
	All....I just re-established connection

	3:20pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Nancy Bagot 
	"Ken Bagot" will speak for EPSA – thx

	3:25pm
	Everyone 
	Patricia Gannon 
	Who is Joshua with?

	3:26pm
	Everyone 
	Alan Johnson 
	SPP

	3:27pm
	Everyone 
	Jonathan Booe 
	SPP

	3:27pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks
	please scroll down

	3:27pm
	Everyone 
	Jennifer Coffee 
	We have nothing to add outside of our submitted comments. Thank you.

	3:27pm
	Everyone 
	Bobbi Welch 
	MISO has no verbal comments to make. We appreciated the opportunity to provide input via the survey and look forward to collaborating on solutions in cooperation with all participants.

	3:28pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Brian Fitzpatrick 
	I was just going to add to Joshua's comments

	3:29pm
	Everyone 
	Jennifer Coffee 
	We echo the appreciation of Jonathan and NAESB staff for their work compiling the massive amount of data received.

	3:34pm
	Everyone 
	Andrea Chambers 
	I have comments for AF&PA and PGC after EPSA.

	3:35pm
	Everyone 
	Patricia Gannon
	Who was just speaking?

	3:35pm
	Everyone 
	Michele Richmond 
	TCPA does not have anything to add beyond our comments. Happy to answer questions. Our positions are very clear from all of the discussions and we look forward to continuing to work with everyone to determine the best solutions to move forward.

	3:41pm
	Everyone 
	Christopher Burden 
	Enbridge Inc supports comments made earlier by Chris (INGAA).  Thanks to the NAESB office's efforts to aggregate all the survey responses this week!

	3:47pm
	Everyone 
	Patricia Gannon 
	Who was Nancy with and who is andrea with?

	3:48pm
	Everyone 
	Jonathan Booe 
	Nancy is with EPSA and Andrea is with American Forest & Paper Assoc. and Process Gas Consumers

	3:48pm
	Everyone 
	Patricia Gannon 
	Thank you 

	3:50pm
	Everyone 
	Dennis Kimm
	Great comment on generation commitment! Just in time doesn't work.

	3:54pm
	Everyone 
	Steven McCord 
	TC Energy supports the survey submission and comments by INGAA and will not have any additional comments at this time.  Thanks.

	3:54pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Pete Koszalka 
	We have no comments 

	3:55pm
	Everyone 
	Kimberly Van Pelt 
	My support echo those of INGAA.  TY

	3:56pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	I think it's important to note (as I understand it) that the deliverable from the Forum is a report of recommendations.  I don't believe the task is even to identify specific issues for standards development, though that could be the case *after* the fact in terms of the report outlines priorities, entities to consider reforms, policies to be addressed at regional and state levels, etc.

	3:59pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	I concur with Nancy, the deliverable is a report on "consensus recommendations" from the group to FERC/NERC. Some of the recommendations may be actionable, some recommendations may be "no action" - the consensus ANSI process which NAESB is so excellent at managing will keep us on track, I'm sure. This has been my experience working through the NAESB process.

	4:00pm
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Joshua Phillips 
	I have brain on my phone line.

	4:02pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	'm 100% confident the NAESB forum will be successful, just like our collaborative work on the e-tariff recommendation to FERC, which required close collaboration across WEQ/WGQ

	4:03pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Actually, Dick, that's not where I was headed.  I'm not sure simple consensus voting will highlight what's needed and on different timelines.  But because it's a report, these distinctions should be made. And I understand NAESB is bound by its process.

	4:04pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	It is very important that NAESB has full representation from both the gas and electric systems through the quadrant designations, which other entities don't have (like NERC, etc).

	4:05pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	Nancy, a recommendation can include multiple viewpoints as the final recommendation. A recommendation captures the general consensus, which may include multiple sides of an argument.

	4:06pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Thanks Dick 

	4:06pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	We had a similar situation with Manual Time Error correction on the Eastern Interconnect - there were several viewpoints represented in the recommendation.

	4:12pm
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Thanks! I diid understand/believe that there will be an array of types of recommendations in the report, ranging from specific (those which may require standards development) to broader.

	4:13pm
	Hosts and Panelists
	Heather Polzin 
	Understand your concern now, Bob, and we did have a separate recommendation about winterizing natural gas infrastructure in the report.

	4:14pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	I would not be surprised to see some "no action recommendations" based on my past experiences.

	4:14pm
	Everyone 
	Terri Eaton 
	I just note that to the extent the issue of "winterization" includes addressing the force majeure cold weather language in the NAESB standard for gas supply contract, we think it is within the scope of NAESB and this forum.  After all, that contract is a NAESB-developed contract.

	4:15pm
	Everyone 
	Shawn Grant 
	Section II recommendation 2 talks about weatherization in the survey

	4:15pm
	Everyone 
	Nancy Bagot 
	- Rather than raise my hand, at this stage what is most helpful for participants here to help move to the next step?

	4:16pm
	Everyone 
	Terri Eaton 
	Thank you for the clarification!

	4:18pm
	Everyone 
	Shawn Grant 
	Yes talk you for the clarification bob

	4:19pm
	Everyone 
	Dick Brooks 
	Totally agree- NAESB staff is amazing. 

	4:22pm
	Everyone 
	Patricia Jagtiani 
	Thanks all! Very helpful

	4:22pm
	Everyone 
	Andrea Chambers 
	Thanks everyone!

	4:22pm
	Everyone 
	Mahila Christopher 
	Thank you!
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