[image: image1.png]0

I

0




North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

via posting
TO:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee and Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
Elizabeth Mallett, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:
Final Minutes for the May 23, 2017 WEQ OASIS Subcommittee Face-to-Face Meeting
DATE:

June 7, 2017
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

OASIS Subcommittee Face-to-Face Meeting

Hosted by TVA in Chattanooga, TN

May 23, 2017 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern

May 24, 2017 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern

May 25, 2017 10:00 AM to 1:00 PM Eastern

FINAL MINUTES

1. Welcome
Mr. Quimby opened the meeting and conducted the introductions.  Ms. Mallett presented the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder.  The unavailable draft minutes were removed from the agenda.  Mr. Pritchard moved to adopt the revised draft agenda as final.  The motion passed without opposition.
The participants reviewed the April 25-27, 2017 draft meeting minutes.  Several modifications were made to clarify comments regarding WEQ x001-xx.4.6.7.  The participant list was modified.  Mr. Robinson moved to adopt the April 25-27, 2017 revised draft minutes as final.   The motion passed without opposition.

The April 25-27, 2017 WEQ OASIS final minutes may be accessed at the following link: https://www.naesb.org//pdf4/weq_oasis042517fm.doc.

The participants reviewed the May 11, 2017 draft minutes.  Several modifications were made.  Mr. Saini moved to adopt the revised draft minutes as final.  The motion passed without opposition.

The May 11, 2017 WEQ OASIS final minutes may be accessed at the following link: https://www.naesb.org//pdf4/weq_oasis051117fm.doc.
2. Discussion on 2017 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.a.i.1 –Short-Term Firm Preemption and Right of First Refusal (OATT Section 13.2 and 14.2) and 2016 WEQ Annual Plan Item 5.a – Add language to WEQ-001-4 Online Negotiation and Confirmation

Mr. Quimby suggested that the subcommittee continue its review of the WEQ 003 work paper.  Mr. Wood stated that the subcommittee previously reviewed CHALLENGER_CODE, CHALLENGER_REF and there were questions on COMPETING_REQUEST_FLAG.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the field was changed from yes/no to a PREMPTION_REF value to give to all parties impacted while the competition is active.  When the preemption process is over the input will be set to null.  He stated that PREMPTION_REF was set to a 1{ALPHANUMERIC}50 character limit rather than the previous limit of 12 characters.  The participants modified the definition of COMPETING_REQUEST_FLAG to reflect the conversation.

The subcommittee reviewed the instances where PREEMPTION_COMPONENT_STATE was used in WEQ 013 and determined that the valid values for PREEMPTION_COMPONENT_STATE in WEQ 003 are: ACTIVE, COMPLETED, VALID, MATCHED, PREEMPTED, PARTIAL, FULL, and NONE.  The subcommittee decided not to use RECALL_PREEMPTION as a valid value for the REDUCTION_TYPE element.  Mr. Sorenson suggested that RELINQUISH be added to the list, as it may be helpful in reviewing the reason for the reduction in capacity.  He stated if the valid value is not there, he could use the “{Registered}” field.  Ms. Shintani stated that, as a Transmission Customer that needs to true up dependents, she preferred to have a default that the Transmission Provider (TP) may do so also.  The subcommittee added RELINQUISH as a valid value for REDUCTION_TYPE.  Mr. Wood confirmed that RELINQUISH would appear in an audit.  Ms. Shintani stated that NOTIFICATION should be a valid value used in the ROFR_STATUS.

Mr. Wood explained that WEQ 003 will be modified through a minor correction to update the version of the Electronic Tagging Functional Specification.  The subcommittee determined that the specific version number of the document, rather than a citation to the “current version,” should be used, as the latter may cause impediments for any potential adoption by regulatory authorities.  Within the language of WEQ x002-6, the subcommittee changed the timelines from 12 to 18 months and from six to nine months.  Mr. Steigerwald explained that the 9 and 12 month timeframes were not sufficient time to develop an adopt the changes.

The subcommittee returned to the WEQ 001 work paper.  Mr. Wood asked whether the title of 001-11.7, DISPACEMENT OF A RESALE should change to PREEMPTION OF A RESALE.  With the goal of retaining the generality of displacement, the participants decided not to modify the title.  The subcommittee discussed Tier 4 v Tier 4 in Table xx-3 and the related language in WEQ 001-4.22.  The subcommittee added Row 7(i) to Table xx-3, adding the element of price to determine whether or not the reservation has ROFR.  Mr. Sorenson suggested that the word “service” be deleted from x001-xx1.12, proposed standard x001-xx.1.14 be deleted, and that proposed standards x001-xx.3.1.2 and x001-xx.4.2 be modified for clarity.  Additionally, in Footnote 3 for Table xx-6, a sentence was deleted.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he reworded WEQ x001-xx.4.3.5.4 offline to clarify that when a TP defines a Defender with Right of First Refusal (ROFR) and it is not feasible to grant the ROFR, one should dismiss that Defender and all higher priority Defenders.  The subcommittee accepted the modified language.  The proposed standards x001-xx.4.6.1.3 through x001-xx.4.6.2.2, x001-xx.4.6.2.6, and x-001-4.6.5 were modified to provide clarity.  The participants discussed the Preemption timelines in x001-xx.4.6.5, Table xx-2, and Table xx-6.

Ms. Berdahl offered modifications to WEQ 001 to clarify and support discretionary actions that may be taken by the TP for Defenders electing to participate in ROFR per Motion 51 (Preemption Parking Lot).  The subcommittee discussed the proposal as it applied to ROFR Defenders and those Defenders who choose to decline their ability to exercise ROFR.  Mr. Steigerwald noted that non ROFR Defenders are not adequately addressed in WEQ 001 and WEQ 013.  The participants discussed whether multiple evaluations should occur within the process and clarified that the bid down process was addressed for ROFR Defenders, but not non ROFR Defenders.  The subcommittee added the proposed concept to the WEQ 001 work paper as proposed standard WEQ x001-4.7.4.1.

Ms. Wong suggested a grammatical correction to WEQ x001-xx.1.2, and offered modifications to clarify the concepts within WEQ x001-xx.1.12.  She noted that the language in the proposed standard, WEQ x001-xx.1.12, came from Motion 57 which was developed in response to Requirement 82, both on the Preemption Parking Lot.  Mr. Sorenson stated that an hourly secondary network service Challenger can preempt all tiers of non firm point-to-point Defenders.  The subcommittee drafted WEQ x001-xx.1.12.1 and WEQ x001-xx.1.12.2.

Mr. Pritchard suggested calling Section I in the proposed standard WEQ x001-xx.1.6, PTP SERVICE_INCREMENT.  Ms. Berdahl stated that firm hourly is not explicitly addressed in the NAESB standards.  Ms. Shintani specified that point-to-point firm hourly is not explicitly addressed.

The subcommittee turned to the WEQ 013 work paper.  Mr. Wood proposed adding reduction types to WEQ 13-3.8 in order to achieve parallel construction with WEQ 002.  The subcommittee reviewed and marked as reserved WEQ 13-5.10.2 OASIS Data Mapping Cross Reference- Field Value Conversions.  Mr. Wood reviewed the Profile Types, Data Elements, and Restrictions/Requirements in WEQ 013 with the participants.

Mr. Sorenson reviewed a newly revised WEQ 013 work paper with the subcommittee.  He explained that modifications were made to SELLER CODE, COMPLETION TIME, TIME OF LAST UPDATE, CAPACITY REQUESTED, and BID PRICE, among other data elements in the redlined document.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that a motion previously passed by the subcommittee did not allow an increase of capacity.  Mr. Sorenson stated that one could have a longer duration than the required minimum.  He explained that the debate was whether more capacity could be requested in a specific time interval.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the subcommittee determined, through the motion, that, for the time period an entity already had, that entity cannot increase the value.  The subcommittee reviewed WEQ x001-xx.4.6.2.6 and discussed the resetting of the competing request flag in WEQ 013-6.1.  Mr. Sorenson encouraged the participants to read through the Network Integration Transmission Service (NITS) section, as he did not address that section in the newly revised WEQ 013 work paper.

Mr. Schingle reviewed the work paper, Timing Examples.  Mr. Sorenson asked the subcommittee whether the challenger confirmation time limit is no longer a factor in Example 1.  He stated that, in the case of non ROFR, the time limit may still be utilized, but the issue should be considered by the subcommittee.  Mr. Steigerwald noted that the timing is currently outlined in WEQ-001 xx3.1.4 and is used as criteria for whether a defender is valid.  Mr. Saini stated that this is the defender process, it is the defender that becomes unconditional by the preemption completion process time.  He stated that a higher priority should not come before lower.  Mr. Sorenson stated it is unlikely to have a lower priority defender that is dismissed because of timing and then have a higher priority defender take its place.  Mr. Shingle offered an example where the scenario could occur as a result of different stop times.  Mr. Quimby stated that the subcommittee would continue to consider the topic during its next meeting.

The subcommittee reviewed the items on the Work Still Needed to be Done to Finish the P&R Process List at the end of the Timeline for Preemption and ROFR Process Redline document.
3. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus on May 25, 2017 at 1:00 PM Eastern.  The motion passed without opposition.
4.
Participants
	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization
	Segment
	Participation

	Gary
	Alexander
	Midcontinent Independent System Operator
	Independent Grid Operator (IGO)
	In Person

	Cory
	Anderson
	Seattle City Light
	Marketers/Brokers
	By Phone

	Rob
	Arbitelle
	Southern Company
	Transmission
	By Phone

	Rebecca
	Berdahl
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission
	In Person

	Robin
	Cross
	Seattle City Light
	End Users
	By Phone

	Connor
	Curson
	Powerex
	Marketers/Brokers
	By Phone

	Robert
	Edwards
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Marketers/Brokers
	By Phone

	Marilyn
	Franz
	NV Energy, Inc.
	Transmission
	In Person

	Amber
	Goins
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Transmission
	In Person

	Eric
	Henderson
	Southwest Power Pool
	IGO
	By Phone

	Cory
	Herbolsheimer
	NV Energy
	Transmission
	By Phone

	Scott
	Lewter
	Duke Energy
	Transmission
	By Phone

	Elizabeth
	Mallett
	North American Energy Standards Board
	N/A
	By Phone

	Patrick
	McGovern
	Georgia Transmission Company
	Transmission
	In Person

	Chelsea
	Neil
	Puget Sound Energy
	Transmission
	By Phone

	Joshua
	Phillips
	Southwest Power Pool
	IGO
	In Person

	Alan
	Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Distribution/LSE
	In Person

	Ken
	Quimby
	Southwest Power Pool
	IGO
	In Person

	Shana
	Riley
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Marketers/Brokers
	By Phone

	Ron
	Robinson
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Transmission
	In Person

	Narinder
	Saini
	Entergy
	Transmission
	In Person

	Matt
	Schingle
	Midcontinent Independent System Operator
	IGO
	In Person

	Ann
	Shintani
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Generation
	By Phone

	Paul
	Sorenson
	Open Access Technology International
	End Users
	By Phone

	Mike 
	Steigerwald
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Distribution/LSE
	In Person

	Robert
	Sullivan
	California Independent System Operator
	IGO
	In Person

	Anne
	Wong
	BC Hydro
	Transmission
	By Phone

	JT
	Wood
	Southern Company
	Generation
	In Person

	Kathy
	York
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Generation
	In Person
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