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TO:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) OASIS Subcommittee and Interested Industry Parties
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Elizabeth Mallett, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:
Draft Minutes for the September 14, 2021 WEQ OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
DATE:

September 14, 2021
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

OASIS Subcommittee Conference Call
September 14, 2021 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central

DRAFT MINUTES

1. Welcome
Mr. Wood opened the meeting and welcomed the participants.  Ms. Mallett provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder.  Mr. Wood reviewed the agenda with the participants.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  
The participants reviewed the July 20, 2021 draft meeting minutes.  A minor edit was made.  Mr. Arbitelle moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  The motion passed without opposition.
The participants reviewed the August 17, 2021 draft meeting minutes. The “e” was removed from Ms. Townley’s first name.  Mr. Lewter moved to adopt the draft meeting minutes as final.  Ms. Townley seconded the motion which passed without opposition. 

2. Discussion on 2021 WEQ Annual Plan Item 3.b – Develop industry business practice standards to provide a cross-reference table for the NAESB WEQ OASIS Business Practice Standards (WEQ-000, 001, 002, 003, and 013) to provide specificity in determining which standards are linked together

Mr. Wood reviewed the draft recommendation for 2021 WEQ Annual Plan Item 3.b with the participants.  He stated that the final product will differentiate unique processes in the standards from general topics.  For example, NITS applications undergo a “Completed” stage and other processes do not.  Mr. Wood reviewed WEQ 001-25, WEQ 001-105, and the effort to separate  the language referring to unique processes from general topics within the document.  He stated that, during the October 6 meeting, the subcommittee will review WEQ 001-2 and the first section of the NITS processes. 

3. Discussion on Standards Request R21004 – Request enhancements to NAESB OASIS Business Practice Standards WEQ-000, WEQ-001, WEQ-002, WEQ-003, and WEQ-013. These enhancements would provide needed changes to the Consolidation standards to utilize the consolidation feature that is more conducive to the Transmission Service Provider’s (TSP’s) Tariff and to FERC’s 18 CFR 37.6 OASIS posting regulations
Mr. Arbitelle reviewed Standards Request R21004 with the participants.  He stated that the standards related to Consolidation were drafted to deter entities from using Resale to combine like transmission service requests.  However, during implementation of those standard, unintended consequences arose because the Consolidation rights mirror those of Resales.  Mr. Arbitelle clarified that a Resale is a transaction that involves two parties, unlike a Consolidation which does not need transmission service provider (TSP) involvement.  He stated that the request will differentiate Consolidation from a Resale and give the TSP the ability to provide more specificity in their tariff and to the OASIS postings. Mr. Arbitelle further explained that the request would provide the TSP with the ability to restrict hourly consolidations to daily, monthly, or yearly and/or to confine the duration of the consolidation.  
Mr. Lewter stated that he agreed with the proposal, as daily firm is the lowest increment that his company will allocate.  He asked whether two consolidated monthly requests would follow the monthly or daily timing table.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the consolidation of monthly firm point-to-point down to daily increments would be labeled as, and have the benefits of, a monthly firm point-to-point because the system validations will go with the product code of the transmission service request. Ms. Bordenkircher noted that two-month long transmission service reservations that are consolidated for a day may then be mistakenly eligible for preemption and competition.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the request would provide flexibility since his company does not normally offer hourly firm.  Mr. Lewter noted that he did not want designated network resources down to the hourly level. The subcommittee agreed to continue this discussion and review a draft recommendation for R21004 during the October 6 meeting. 
4. Discussion on Standards Request R21003 – Request to review WEQ-000, WEQ-002, and WEQ-013 to extend in timing in Timing Tables 4-2 &105-A, evaluate the Redirect of Rollover Rights: Opt-out, support enhanced visibility of profile changes, and allow release of PTP capacity for concomitant requests.
The subcommittee noted that the recommendations for Standards Request R21003 would be split into multiple parts.
Extend Timing Tables 
Mr. Schingle reviewed the recommendation with the participants.  He stated that three timing tables were modified, including Table 105-A for Network Integration Transmission Service (NITS), Table 25-4 for the Preemption-Right of First Refusal (ROFR) Process, and Table 4-2 Point-to-Point Request Timing Requirements.  Mr. Schingle noted that the revisions would address the tight timing tables that do not account for humans going to lunch and other actions.  He stated that some TSPs were concerned that the revisions would decrease confirmation opportunities, so the tables were modified to provide for implementations that are not fully automated.
Mr. Schingle moved that the WEQ OASIS Subcommittee accepts the draft recommendation for R21003.  Ms. Bordenkircher seconded the motion.  The motion unanimously passed a simple majority vote.
Redirect of Rollover Rights

Mr. Schingle reviewed the posted work paper, Redirect of Rollover Rights opt-in/out Redline with the participants.  He stated that the request asks for a reconsideration of the automatic opt-in when there is a redirect to the end of term of a parent reservation that has existing rollover rights.  Mr. Schingle explained that there is a rollover right waived flag that one must select if they do not want to redirect the rollover rights and this fact may not be apparent to marketers and cause difficulties in the long-term transmission planning process.  He stated that, during the last meeting, the participants discussed inserting a selection rather than retaining a default option.

In the work paper, the proposed redlines include an indicator for the user to explicitly select the redirect rollover rights, define the value of “N” in the ROLLOVER_WAIVED field, and add an asterisk for clarification to one of the tables.  Mr. Schingle stated that two additional validations would be added for the transmission service provider.  First, for all requests that do not qualify for conveyance of rollover rights, the flag must be null.  Second, any request that does qualify for conveyance of rollover rights must have the flag at yes or no.  

Ms. Johnson asked whether the language within the line of FERC Order No. 676 requirements was reviewed with respect to this proposal.  She asked whether the benefit, if any, of the change would outweigh the task of modifying the standards.  Mr. Schingle stated that many customers submit a redirect to end of term without knowing that there is an option to raise the rollover waived flag or that the flag exists.  He stated that those who do unintentionally waive the rights have no indication that they have done so until there is an attempt to resell the rights they no longer have.  Mr. Schingle stated that the addition of the indicator will eliminate these errors and follows the language of the FERC orders. 
Mr. Schingle asked whether the proposed path of implementation/the mechanic was acceptable to the participants.  Mr. Wood stated that he supported the proposal as long as the definition of yes and no are not changed.  Mr. Steigerwald recapped that the definition of yes and no would not be altered, but null would be defined.  He added currently the customers may inadvertently pick a value, but the proposal would add the option of no and redefine null.  He stated that null is only allowed when a there is no eligibility for conveyance of rollover rights.  Mr. Schingle agreed.  He stated that, during the next meeting, he would have a recommendation for this subpart of R21003 and have a work paper or redlines for discussion on the two remaining subparts of R21003.   

5. Discussion on 2021 WEQ OASIS Meeting Calendar

The participants discussed the 2021 WEQ OASIS Meeting Calendar and determined that the October meeting should be shortened to a one-day meeting on October 6, 2021 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central.
6. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned on a motion made by Mr. Schingle at 11:36 AM Central.
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