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DRAFT MINUTES

1. Welcome
Mr. Arbitelle welcomed the participants.  Ms. Trum reviewed the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder.  Mr. Arbitelle reviewed the draft agenda with the participants.  Mr. Lewter moved, seconded by Mr. Williams, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.  
The participants reviewed the draft minutes from the April 12, 2026 meeting.  A modification was made to correct a typographical error.   Mr. Fones moved, seconded by Mr. Williams, to adopt the draft minutes as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition. The final minutes for the meetings are available through the following hyperlink: https://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis041426fm.doc.
2. Discuss and Potentially Vote on Recommendation to Address Standards Request R26002 – Request to extend the OASIS price field to six characters

Mr. Arbitelle stated that the WEQ OASIS Subcommittee has been discussing Standards Request R26002 for the past several meetings and developed proposed modifications to WEQ-003 OASIS Data Dictionary.  He noted that during the previous meeting, the participants had determined to address Standards Requests R26002 and R26004 separately.  

The participants reviewed the proposed modifications.  Mr. Arbitelle asked if participants had any additional items or considerations related to the request that should be discussed prior to voting on a recommendation.  None were offered.
Mr. Fones moved, seconded by Mr. Williams, to adopt the proposed modifications as a recommendation to address Standards Request R26002.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.  Ms. Trum stated that the NAESB office will distribute the recommendation for a formal industry comment period.
3. Continue to Discuss Standards Request R26004 – Request to consider changing the maximum character length of the Source and Sink data element names in the WEQ-003 OASIS Data Dictionary

Mr. Arbitelle stated that participants had continued discussion on Standards Request R26004 during the previous meeting, reviewing a comparison chart for data fields defined in WEQ-003, used by e-Tag systems, and/or registered in the NAESB EIR. He noted that based on the discussion, the issue appears to be more complex than originally anticipated and that participants had discussed creating a pro/con list to compare the benefits or potential issues with expanding the character limit for certain data elements.

Mr. Williams stated that as part of the discussion, it had also been noted that changes could require input from other subcommittees.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that other issues raised were if OASIS nodes should directly import data from the NAESB EIR, similar to e-Tag system and potential downstream impacts to other systems.  He suggested that participants may also want to consider creating a scoping document based on the pros/cons list to identify other data elements that will be considered.
The participants will continue discussion on this item during the next meeting.
4. Continue to Discuss 2026 WEQ Annual Plan Assignments

2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.a 
Mr. Arbitelle stated that during the previous meeting, the participants had continued discussions regarding the modifications to WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange being considered by the WEQ Coordinate Interchange Scheduling Subcommittee (CISS) and the need for similar changes to the WEQ-001 OASIS Business Practice Standards.  He noted that the participants had reviewed WEQ-001-17.1.1 which references use of integrated clock-hour values and WEQ-001-17.1.2 which references use of an hourly integrated MW value for measured loads.
Mr. Arbitelle asked what the next steps were for the WEQ CISS.  Ms. Trum stated that the subcommittee is meeting on May 21, 2026 and will potentially vote to finalize the modifications to WEQ-004.  She noted that based on the feedback received from the WEQ OASIS Subcommittee and WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee, the WEQ CISS likely would not be proposing a new defined term as part of its proposed modifications.

Mr. Arbitelle stated that WEQ OASIS Subcommittee participants had not proposed any modifications to WEQ-001, noting that past discussions identified that while there are different methodologies for determining integrated hour values, these variations do not cause a substantive impact.  He asked if participants were aware of any business or commercial reason why the integration method should be standardized in WEQ-001.  None were offered.
Mr. Arbitelle suggested that participants wait to make a final determination until after the WEQ CISS has finalized the WEQ-004 modifications.  He proposed that unless there is additional information provided, participants may want to recommend no modifications be made to WEQ-001.

2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b 
Mr. Arbitelle stated that Mr. Williams had provided an updated Redirect Work Paper regarding potential modifications that could be needed for clarity in redirects of transmission service.  He asked Mr. Williams to review the work paper.  Mr. Williams stated that the work paper identifies two considerations for additional clarity regarding redirects receiving Dynegy protection and a third consideration related to the treatment of a redirect that is a preemption defender with right-of-first-refusal (ROFR) in scenarios when the transmission customer chooses not to exercise ROFR.  
Mr. Williams explained that the first issue addresses difficulties in determining if a conditional firm redirect has Dynegy protections and that participants had discussed creating a flag marker to provide greater clarity and transparency.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that creating a flag would require consistency changes to template structures.  He noted that participants would also have to work through issues such as if and when the flag is reset once the redirect reaches unconditional status.
Mr. Williams stated that the other option discussed by participants was requiring a notation be made in the comment field of a transmission service request if that redirect has Dynegy protections.  Mr. Arbitelle noted that this would be a simpler implementation but that participants would also have to consider if and when to require the comment field be updated.  Mr. Williams stated that another consideration is if all redirects should be required to include a comment to positively or negatively indicate if Dynegy protections apply.

Mr. Williams stated that to address the second Dynegy related issue, the participants had discussed striking the word “original” from WEQ-001-9.5.4 and WEQ-001-9.5.5 as the qualifier does not provide any meaningful distinction and could create confusion.  He noted that the updated work paper includes the proposed modifications.

Mr. Williams stated that the work paper also includes modifications to WEQ-013-6.3 to add relinquishment of transmissions service back to the parent reservation as one of the options for a transmission provider in scenarios where a defender opts not to exercise ROFR or the matching profile is not accepted.  He stated that the relinquish action appears to have been inadvertently omitted from some places within the standard.  Mr. Arbitelle agreed, stating that identifying only recalls is not consistent with other parts of the standard.  He noted that recall and relinquish are separate actions, explaining that recalling capacity makes it generally available on the market while relinquishing returns capacity back to the parent transmission service reservation.
Mr. Arbitelle asked if there were any other considerations regarding additional clarity or transparency related to redirects or the application of Dynegy protections.  Mr. Williams stated that he could provide proposed modifications to address the first issue identified in the work paper for discussion at the next meeting.  The participants discussed if an additional request should be submitted regarding the proposed changes.  Ms. Trum stated that the modifications could be included as part of a single recommendation to address the annual plan item.  She noted that the recommendation will need to be presented to the WEQ Executive Committee for consideration during its October meeting to be included in the new version of the standards.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the participants should work towards completing recommendations on its annual plan items and assigned standard requests to meet this timeline.
Mr. Arbitelle stated that during the previous meeting, the participants had preliminarily discussed the WEQ OASIS Related Standards NERC References identified by the WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee (SRS) for review.  He explained that the WEQ SRS is working to identify any NERC references that need to be updated or revised prior to the publication.

The participants reviewed the document.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that WEQ-001-14.2.3.1, WEQ-001-15.2.3.1, and WEQ-001-15.2.3.5 all reference the “NERC Reliability Functional Model entity code” but that the functional model has been replaced by documentation in the NERC Rules of Procedure that identify entity registration categories for the NERC Compliance Registry.  He noted that the reference may pre-date the existence of the NAESB EIR and suggested the participants consider striking “NERC Reliability Functional Model” or replacing with “NAESB EIR.”  Ms. Trum stated that Entity Code is a defined term in WEQ-000 that is used in WEQ-004 and WEQ-012 and references an entity’s NAESB EIR identifier.
Mr. Lewter asked if there is a need to use the Entity Code as an identifier for ATC narratives.  Mr. Pacella stated that PJM includes the Entity Code as part of its ATC narratives.  He explained that there may be instances in which the entity that is causing the external constraint is not identified on the transmission path, such as in the flowgate methodology.

Mr. Arbitelle stated that he would work with Mr. Marhoefer to provide additional background information regarding the other identified references for discussion during the next meeting.  The WEQ OASIS Related Standards NERC References work paper as revised during the meeting is available through the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/member_login_check.asp?doc=weq_oasis051226a2.docx. 
5. Discussion on 2026 WEQ OASIS Calendar

Mr. Arbitelle stated that additional meetings of the WEQ OASIS Subcommittee are scheduled for June 9, July 7, and August 4.  He noted that additional meetings can be scheduled if needed to ensure the subcommittee completes recommendations in time for the October WEQ Executive Committee Meeting.
6. Prepare for the Next WEQ OASIS Subcommittee Call
Mr. Arbitelle stated that during the next meeting, the participants will continue discussion on Standards Request R26004, 2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.a, and 2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.
7. Other Business
None were discussed. 
8. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 10:53 AM Central on motion by Mr. Lewter, seconded by Mr. Marhoefer.
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