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Coordinate Interchange Scheduling Subcommittee (CISS)
Conference Call
June 4, 2025 from 1:00 PM – 3:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome 
Mr. Buus welcomed the participants to the meeting, and the participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Trum delivered the NAESB Antitrust and Meeting Policies reminder.  Mr. Buus reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Phillips moved, seconded by Mr. Jordan, to adopt the agenda as final.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition. 
The participants reviewed the draft minutes from the April 22, 2025 meeting.  No modifications were offered.  Mr. Phillips moved, seconded by Mr. Dhuri, to adopt the draft minutes as final.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.  The final minutes from the meeting are available through the following hyperlink:  https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_ciss042225fm.doc.  
2. Continue to Discuss and Potentially Vote on a No Action Recommendation to Support 2025 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b – Consider and develop modifications to the WEQ Business Practice Standards and the NAESB WEQ Electronic Tagging Functional Specification to include a transaction type specially designed to accommodate Bi-directional resources (batteries)
Mr. Buus stated that ISO-New England submitted a work paper for subcommittee discussion and asked Ms. Waldrip to review the document.  Ms. Waldrip stated that ISO-New England requires the use of e-Tags for all real-time transactions and that similar to other system operators, market participants are required to use separate e-Tags to change the direction of energy flow.  She noted that while several different types of energy storage resources participate in the ISO-New England footprint, the majority of batteries do not participate in day-ahead or real-time markets and that ISO-New England has not encountered issues to-date with the management of bidirectional resource transactions.  
Ms. Waldrip suggested that there needs to be a better industry-wide understanding regarding the potential impact of bidirectional resources on commercial scheduling and transmission operations before there is a consideration of standards.  She stated that the issue identified by CAISO appears to be entity-specific and that ISO-New England has not identified a need for standard changes at this time.  She noted that ISO-New England would be supportive of future standard development considerations in this area to address industry-wide issues.  

Ms. Bacon asked if there had been a specific standards development proposal offered as part of the discussions.  Mr. Buus stated that CAISO had identified consideration of a new type of e-Tag transaction as an initial proposal to begin discussion.  He explained that during the kick-off meeting, the WEQ CISS agreed as an initial step determine what, if any, common issues were being experienced or of concern amongst market participants regarding the management of bidirectional resources.  During the previous meeting on April 22, CAISO provided a work paper that provided additional details regarding the issue and summarized the internal software solution they had implemented.  Mr. Buus noted that as part of the discussion, CAISO representatives stated that CAISO remains supportive of standards development but did not plan to expand on its proposal based on internal discussions and feedback offered by participants that standards development may be premature. 

Mr. Buus asked if there were any additional considerations participants would like to offer for subcommittee discussion as part of the annual plan item.  Mr. Stander noted that a new e-Tag transaction type would be a significant change for industry.  He suggested that one-off solutions may be preferable until there is a wider need for a standardized solution.  Ms. Downey agreed.  Mr. Ashbaker suggested that this may be an issue better addressed through a future standards development effort.
The participants drafted a no action recommendation.  Mr. Phillips suggested that language be included to clarify that while the subcommittee is recommending no action at this time, there may be a need to address this topic as part of future standards development efforts.  There was general agreement.

Mr. Phillips moved, seconded by Mr. Dhuri, to adopt the no action recommendation.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition. 

3. Discuss 2025 WEQ Annual Plan Item 1.a – Review annually, at a minimum, the current version of the NAESB Electronic Tagging Functional Specification and make revisions as necessary to ensure the specification continues to be supportive of applicable NERC Reliability Standards and NAESB WEQ Business Practice Standards and is reflective of current cybersecurity best practices
Mr. Buus stated that the WEQ CISS undertakes an annual review of the e-Tag Functional Specification to ensure consistency with the applicable WEQ Business Practice Standards and NERC Reliability Standards and that the document is reflective of current cybersecurity best practices.  He explained that discussion is dependent on WEQ CISS participants providing feedback on any areas that may need to be discussed, especially NERC requirements and cybersecurity considerations.  Mr. Phillips agreed, stating that this is an opportunity for participants to perform a high-level review of the document and provide feedback on if there are needed changes to ensure the specification continues to be supportive of the standards.
Mr. Buus suggested that ahead of the next meeting, participants review the e-Tag Specification and related NERC Reliability Standards and WEQ Business Practice Standards and come prepared to offer considerations for discussion.  He asked if there were any other topics participants would like to address as part of the review.  Mr. Phillips stated that SPP is working with its software vendor to develop a technical implementation plan to support its operations a transmission service provider that spans both the Eastern and Western Interconnection.  He noted that as part of these internal discussions, there was a question as to if new standards or e-Tag functionality could be needed.
Ms. Weaver stated that SPP plans to operate as a singular Transmission Service Provider for conducting transactions and does not currently plan to register a second Transmission Service Provider specific to its Western Interconnection activity within the NAESB EIR.  She noted that SPP’s existing Transmission Service Provider NAESB EIR registration is associated with a reliability area within the Eastern Interconnection.  Mr. Stander stated that this may cause issues with SPP’s planned use of a single Transmission Service Provider for both Eastern and Western Interconnection transactions.  He explained that there are downstream systems that use the NAESB EIR registered reliability area of Transmission Service Providers to determine which interconnection rules apply to a transaction.  Mr. Lewis noted that use of the Transmission Service Provider’s reliability area to determine the interconnection is an undocumented industry practice made a number of years ago.  He suggested that the industry reach a new consensus for this practice.
Mr. Buus asked if there is an alternative proposal for consideration.  Ms. Weaver stated that the reliability area associated with the scheduling entity listed for each physical segment on an e-Tag could be an alternative way to determine the interconnection.  Mr. Lewis agreed, explaining that there have been significant changes to industry e-Tag processes and the quality of available data since the Transmission Service Provider assumption was first used.  He stated accurate e-Tag interconnection determinations are important as there are interconnection-specific e-Tag requirements that must be followed and other downstream industry tools, such as the Interchange Distribution Calculator, rely on e-tag interconnection determinations as part of system validations.  

Mr. Buus asked if there were proposed changes that should be considered to the WEQ Business Practice Standards or e-Tag Specification.  Mr. Lewis suggested that standard or specification changes would not be needed if the industry can reach an agreement on a new assumption.  Mr. Buus noted that the WEQ CISS discusses industry issues related to coordinate interchange and NAESB EIR-related topics but that establishing an industry-wide standardized practice would require new or revised standards or specification changes.  Ms. Trum stated that the NAESB process must be followed to develop new or modified standards or changes to the e-Tag Specification.

Mr. Pacella stated that the intent of the e-Tag Specification is to support interoperability between vendors and e-Tagging system software.  He stated that if there is an identified gap that creates the opportunity for interpretation and those differing interpretations could impact interoperability, then the WEQ CISS should address the issue.  Mr. Buus suggested that it may be helpful to have an industry submitted request for standards development on this topic so the subcommittee can fully discuss the issue.  Mr. Sloan stated that MCG uses the scheduling entity, rather than the Transmission Service Provider, to determine the interconnection.  Mr. Buus noted that entities can always establish their own business practices to meet their specific needs.
Ms. Wollan stated that if the Transmission Service Provider is not going to be used to determine the reliability area for an interconnection, then the field should be removed from the NAESB EIR.  Ms. Trum stated that if there is a proposed change in functionality to the EIR, the NAESB EIR Enhancement Request process would need to be followed.  Mr. Buus noted that the issue may be specific to SPP as they are using one Transmission Service Provider NAESB EIR registration for transactions in both the Eastern and Western Interconnections.  He said that there still may be other entities and downstream systems that use the Transmission Service Provider reliability area and that a full discussion would be needed by industry to understand the impact of this potential change.
4. Discuss Next Steps and Future Meetings
Mr. Buus stated that the chairs would work with the NAESB office to schedule an additional meeting to continue review of the e-Tag specification.
5. Other Business

There was no other business discussed.
6. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 2:59 PM Central on a motion by Mr. Phillips, seconded by Mr. Browning.
7. Attendance
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