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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:
Draft Minutes for the September 13, 2017 WEQ OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
DATE:

September 13, 2017
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
September 13, 2017 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
DRAFT MINUTES

1. Welcome
Mr. Quimby opened the meeting and conducted the introductions.  Ms. Mallett presented the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder.  Mr. Pritchard moved to adopt the draft agenda.  The motion passed without opposition.  
There were no draft minutes reviewed during the meeting.
2. Discussion on 2017 WEQ Annual Plan Items 2.a.i.1 – Short-Term Firm Preemption and Competition (OATT Section 13.2 and 14.2) and 5.a – Add language to WEQ-001-4 Online Negotiation and Confirmation process to clarify Table 4-3
Mr. Wood worked offline before the meeting to allocate the outstanding comments from all of the submitted comment work papers into three separate documents: Recommendation API 2ai1_R05019 and 5a_R09003 - Things Missed (Things Missed), Recommendation API 2ai1_R05019 and 5a_R09003 - Consistency Issues (Consistency Issues), and Recommendation API 2ai1_R05019 and 5a_R09003 - Concept Discussions (Concept Discussions).  Additionally, the subcommittee noted that the BPA Formal Comments Recap of 'Best Offer' Proposal, Submitted by M. Steigerwald, BPA, was also posted.

The subcommittee reviewed the Things Missed work paper.  Mr. Wood explained that the work paper highlights the issues that were not pointed out in the submitted comments.  The following is a highlight of that review:
1.) Next Hour Market Service (NHM):  The subcommittee modified the abbreviation of NHM and PTP to include the words “Service” and “Transmission Service”, respectively, in the acronyms. Mr. Wood stated that anywhere that “NHM Service” appears in the document, he will delete the word “Service.”

2.) Defending Transmission Customer:  The subcommittee discussed whether “Defending Transmission Customer” should be changed to Defender.  After reviewing the definition of “Defender” the subcommittee noted that the language does not refer to a Transmission Customer.  Mr. Pritchard suggested the addition of a sentence to the end of the definition of “Challenger” to indicate that the term, Challenger, also refers to the Transmission Customer that submitted the request that initiated the Preemption and ROFR Process.  The subcommittee also modified the definition of “Defender” in a similar manner.

3.) Headers for Tables xx-3 and xx-5: Mr. Wood withdrew the comment.

4.) Left Off Process in Header: The subcommittee placed the word “Process” in the titles.

5.) In-whole vs. in whole: Whether to use the phrase “in whole” or “in-whole”.  The subcommittee determined that “in whole” should be used.

6.) The subcommittee noted that “Long Term” in the phrase “Long Term Firm” should be capitalized throughout the document.
The subcommittee reviewed the Consistency Issues document.  Mr. Wood explained that the document describes the terms and phrases that commenters have noted appear inconsistently throughout the document.  The following is a highlight of that review:
1.) Preemption-ROFR: Mr. Wood stated the comments, ISO/RTO 3 and Southern Company 78, both mention that the term “Preemption and ROFR” is not defined and should be changed from “Preemption-ROFR” to “Preemption and/or ROFR”.  The subcommittee reviewed each use of “Preemption-ROFR Process”.

2.) Request: The subcommittee reviewed the APS 2a comment.  Mr. Wood stated that all requests are pending unless it is specified that is has been declined or otherwise.  Mr. Pritchard added that adding the description of pending or active in front of the word “request” in WEQ x001-4.7.2.2 may create confusion in the other instances where “request” without the proposed clarification.

3.) Constrained Resource: The subcommittee reviewed the APS Comment 1b and WEQ x001-xx.1.6, which indicate that “constrained resource” and “constrained path” are sometimes used interchangeably throughout the standards.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he preferred the term “Constrained Resource”.  After some discussion, the subcommittee determined that “constrained resource” would be used.

4.) Setting Resetting Competition Flag: The subcommittee reviewed the APS Comment 1c and WEQ x001-xx.4.4.3 and determined that APS was requesting consistency regarding the meaning of the competition flag.  Mr. Sorenson suggested using the term “clearing” rather than “resetting”.  The subcommittee agreed.

5.) Challenger Request:  The subcommittee reviewed WEQ x001-xx.4.5.1 and the ISO/RTO Comment 33, asking whether the term “Challenger request” is redundant, as the definition for the word “Challenger” has request in it.  The subcommittee agreed with the comment.

6.) No Longer Conditional: The subcommittee reviewed ISO/RTO Comment 11 and Footnote 3 in Table xx-3 and determined the phrase “no longer conditional” should be replaces with the word “unconditional”.

8.) Defender With or Without ROFR: The subcommittee accepted the comment regarding the Defender with or without ROFR.  

9.) OASIS URL vs. URL: The subcommittee discussed WEQ 002-3.1 a and the ISO/RTO Comment 44.  Mr. Alexander stated that the language seems to imply an OASIS URL, rather than a basic URL.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the intent is to refer to an OASIS URL.  The subcommittee reviewed all occurrences of “OASIS URL” in the document and noted that the term was used correctly in WEQ 002-3.1.
10.)  Null vs. null vs NULL: Mr. Wood stated that the ISO/RTO Comment 70 points out that the case of the word “null” is inconsistent.  Mr. Sorenson and Mr. Wood agreed that all instances of “null” should be lower cased.  Mr. Sorenson stated in cases where we reset to clear, one can input “clear the flag” rather than “null”.
11.)  ROFR vs. the ROFR: Mr. Wood stated that the ISO/RTO Comment 9 and the Southern comment 9 both refer to the inconsistent use of ROFR. The subcommittee looked at WEQ x001-11.7.2.1.  Mr. Wood stated that ROFR is exercising the act of ROFR and the ROFR refers to the request itself.  Mr. Wood stated if one is requesting the ROFR, then the “the” will be placed in front, but if there is reference to having ROFR, then only the acronym itself will be used.

The subcommittee reviewed the work paper, Recommendation API 2ai1/R05019 and 5a/R09003 - Combined Comments with Acceptance.  The following is a highlight of that review:
ISO/RTO Comment 2: Mr. Wood stated that this comment had been previously addressed by the subcommittee by accepting the rewording. 

Southern Company Comment 2: The subcommittee accepted the comments to lower case “Transmission System”.

Southern Comment 3: Southern Company suggested the deletion of the last phrase of the Negotiations Without Competing Bids paragraph, above 001-4.6.

PJM Comment 1:  The subcommittee reviewed x001-4.7.2.2 and declined to accept the comment, as the participants agreed that the proposed standard did not add any value to the Preemption and ROFR process.  

ISO/RTO Comment 4:

Southern Company Comment 6:  The subcommittee accepted the comment.

Duke Comment 2: Mr. Wood explained that the comment proposes revisions to WEQ x001-9.3.3 in order to use terms that are already defined.  The subcommittee accepted the modification.

Duke Comment 5: Duke proposed modifications to WEQ x001-11.7.2.1 for ease of reading.  Mr. Pritchard stated that splitting the section into two pieces would be less awkward.  Ms. Bordenkircher offered further grammatical edits.

ISO/RTO Comment 7: The subcommittee reworded the language of WEQ 001-11.7.2.23.

PJM 2: PJM proposed moving language from WEQ x001-xx.1.3 to the preamble, WEQx001-xx PREEMPTION-ROFR PROCESS.  Noting that the suggestion would lead to a renumbering of the document, the subcommittee rejected the non substantive comment in the interest of time.

ISO/RTO Comment 10: The subcommittee modified Table XX-3 to achieve clarity.  The participants also discussed the differences between Table 105-A and Table xx-4.  The subcommittee determined that it would split the rows in Table xx-4.

ISO/RTO Comment 15: The subcommittee noted that this standard had been addressed.

BPA Comments 4: Mr. Pritchard stated that the proposed comment modifying WEQ x001-xx.2.1.1 was unnecessary.  Mr. Wood stated that at this point in the standard the Transmission Providers are only trying to pick out a Challenger.  Ms. Wong stated that the comment was submitted because there was no explicit statement that NT could participate.  She asked the subcommittee for suggestions on a more ideal placement of the statement.  Ms. Berdahl stated that an NT Challenger is not specifically in FERC language, so BPA would like to be clear that an NT is a Challenger under full or partial service.

Duke Comment 29:  The subcommittee accepted the comment.

BPA Comment 5: The subcommittee reviewed the proposed sentence to be added at the end of WEQ x001-xx.2.1.4.  The subcommittee accepted the comment and modified the proposed sentence. 

ISO/RTO Comment 18:  The subcommittee approved of the modification offered in the comment.

APS Comment 2c: The subcommittee reviewed WEQx001-xx.3.1.5 and determined that the proposed standard should not be modified.

PJM Comments 8: The subcommittee accepted the proposed language in the comment.

Duke Comment 24: The subcommittee reviewed Table xx-6.  Mr. Pritchard stated that tier 1 is never a Defender, so 1 should be changed to a 2.  The subcommittee agreed.

ISO/RTO Comment 21: Mr. Schingle explained that the comment proposes the deletion of the bulleted list within Table xx-6. The subcommittee determined that the bullets should be left in the table for the interest of time.

Duke Comment 25: The subcommittee accepted the comment.

APS Comments 2d: The APS comments stated that Table xx-6 at box 3 appears to consider NITS requests as potential Defenders; however, Table xx-3 appears to indicate that such requests are NITS is not subject to preemption.  Ms. Berdahl stated that PTP does not preempt NT service.  Mr. Wood stated only Tier 3, short term network, can be preempted in NT. Mr. Pritchard stated that the distinction is non firm ATC vs. firm ATC.  A secondary NT can be preempted by a firm PTP.  The subcommittee did not accept the comment.

ISO/RTO Comment 22: The subcommittee did not accept the comment to replace “highest” with “higher” in Table xx-6 because the preconfirmation will always be the indicator for priority.

3. Other Business
The WEQ OASIS Subcommittee has scheduled a face-to-face meeting with webcasting on Tuesday, September 26, 2017 from 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern, Wednesday, September 27, 2017 from 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern, and Thursday, September 28, 2017 from 10:00 AM to 1:00 PM Eastern.  This meeting will be hosted by Duke Energy in Charlotte, NC.  During the meeting, the participants will continue to review the ten formal comments submitted on the Short-Term Preemption and Competition recommendation (2017 WEQ Annual Plan Items 5.a and 2.a.i.1).
4. Adjourn

Mr. Saini moved to adjourn the meeting at 4:02 PM Central.  The motion passed without opposition.
5. Participants
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	Organization
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	Gary
	Alexander
	Midcontinent Independent System Operator
	Independent Grid Operator (IGO)

	Rob
	Arbitelle
	Southern Company
	Transmission

	Rebecca
	Berdahl
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission

	Jana
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	Arizona Public Service Company
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	Southern Company
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	NV Energy
	Transmission
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	Transmission
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	Bonneville Power Administration
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	N/A
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	North Carolina Electric Membership Corporation
	Distribution/LSE
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	Georgia Transmission Corporation
	Transmission
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	Neil
	Puget Sound Energy
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	Southwest Power Pool
	IGO

	Kass
	Portra
	Western Area Power Administration
	Transmission

	Alan
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	Duke Energy
	Distribution/LSE
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	Quimby
	Southwest Power Pool
	IGO

	Ron
	Robinson
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Transmission

	Narinder
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	Entergy
	Transmission

	Matt
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	Midcontinent Independent System Operator
	IGO
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	Bonneville Power Administration
	Generation
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	OATI
	End User
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	Bonneville Power Administration
	Distribution/LSE
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	Avista Corporation
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	Southern Company
	Generation
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