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Final Minutes
1.  Administrative

Mr. Singh opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.

Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust advice.

Mr. Singh proposed that the agenda be modified to allow time for Mr. Hansen to make a presentation regarding the Interchange Authority Task Force.  There were no objections to this modification.
The revised Agenda was adopted absent objection.

Mr. Singh proposed that the Draft Minutes from the meeting on August 30-31 be reviewed after the break so that participants would have a chance to review them prior to adoption.  Adoption of the minutes from the August 30-31 meeting was deferred until the next meeting. 
2.  Review and Discussion of OASIS II Stage 1 Implementation Plan
Mr. Singh told the group that at the last meeting the committee had divided the implementation plan into three stages.  The committee formed groups to address each Stage 1 issue.  The groups formed were:  Company/User Registration, Publish/Subscribe, Operations, and Auction Transmission Markets.
Mr. Singh asked Mr. Scott to suggest how those working on the OASIS II effort at NAESB can best coordinate with NERC on how the OASIS II implementation will take place.  Mr. Scott told the group the NERC Market Committee is in the process of writing a paper describing how the Market Committee wants NAESB and NERC to coordinate regarding implementation of the changes to OASIS.  Mr. Scott stated that the paper would hopefully be finished before the NERC Market Committee meeting in November.  Mr. Scott suggested that the ESS Committee work with the NERC TISWEG Committee in order to coordinate OASIS II implementation.
Mr. Scott told the group that he had asked for volunteers from NERC to come to this meeting, but that he was the only one who was able to attend.  Mr. Scott told the committee that it was his understanding that the NERC Market Committee will enlist people to be liaisons to the NAESB groups to attend these meetings in order to help with coordination.  Mr. Scott told the committee that Mr. Sorenson is an example of a good candidate to help with coordination because he can provide a viewpoint from a number of groups.  Mr. Scott told the group that until the Market Committee assigned people from NERC to come to the NAESB meetings, he would serve as the interim coordinator.  Mr. Scott told the committee that the NERC Board had told the NERC Market Committee to install liaisons and that Mr. Norman is aware that this needs to be done.

Company/User Registration
At the last meeting, the Company/User Registration Implementation Team was assigned to Mr. Singh, Mr. Sorenson, Mr. Stone, Mr. Rodriquez, and Ms. Rehman.  The Team was charged with the task of working with the NERC Registry Task Force to create a registry. The team was unable to accomplish this task before this meeting.
Mr. Singh said that the Company/User Registration Use Cases need to be addressed right away because they will affect OASIS I as well.
Mr. Scott told the group the best person to talk to regarding NAESB/NERC Coordination on this project was Mr. Landrum.  Mr. Scott said that it was his understanding that based on the last meeting with Mr. Benjamin and Ms. McQuade, NERC will be maintaining the registry.  Mr. Scott mentioned that there would have to be some discussion about the cost of making those changes and who would pay for the changes, but that is not something that needed to be discussed in this forum.

Mr. Singh stated that the task of the group is to figure out what is needed in the registry for OASIS II and determine if the changes to the registry implemented for OASIS II can also be used for OASIS I.  Mr. Scott stated that the earlier those who maintain the registry know what the implementation will entail, the registry could be patched to accommodate the changes for OASIS II at the same time the changes are made to implement Version 0.
Mr. Hansen stated that at an earlier meeting this Task Force decided not to pursue any changes to the registry because the scope of Registry Task Force was already so voluminous.  Mr. Singh stated that was the reason the smaller groups were formed at the last meeting:  so that the ESC Use Cases, Tagging, and the Interchange Authority can be the focus of the changes to the registry.
Ms. Mendrala suggested the best approach would be to take a step back and see what was needed in the new world and then design the requirements based on what comes from that analysis.  Mr. Singh stated that in OASIS II the use cases address the scheduling aspect and the market aspect because there are market interface and scheduling interface components to OASIS II.  Mr. Singh stated that implementation of OASIS II definitely includes looking at the interface on the reliability side as well as the market side.  Mr. Singh stated that was why NERC and NAESB need to coordinate and the first thing that needs to be addressed is the registry.
Mr. Scott stated that in the end anything NAESB does will affect an entity in a way that affects reliability and that he agreed that NERC and NAESB need to be a lot more coordinated to make implementation of OASIS II successful.
Mr. Singh reminded the group that the goal of the OASIS II Task Force was to look at existing systems and determine how to move those systems forward in the most cost effective way.  There was a question regarding whether or not the standard would remain the same once OASIS II was ready to be implemented.  Mr. Hansen stated that it was his understanding that FERC had asked the industry to come up with something that can provide “one stop shopping.”  Ms. Rehman stated that there was not a FERC order in place to spark the creation of OASIS II, but there is a NOPR.  Mr. Singh stated that the request came from FERC for NAESB to come up with an OASIS II standard and if the industry is not able to do this, it will have to live with what FERC decides to implement.
Ms. Mendrala stated that OASIS 1A basically consists of what would become the Transmission component of OASIS II and a lot of the information in OASIS 1A would fit nicely as a node in OASIS II.

Mr. Singh stated he would discuss with Mr. Landrum how to form the smaller group of NERC representatives that will coordinate with NAESB.  Mr. Singh told the group he agreed with Mr. Hansen that coordination with industry task forces is essential to determine what is needed for the standard so that the work will be consistent and to avoid duplication of efforts.
Mr. Singh told the committee he would talk to Mr. Landrum and send out an e-mail setting up the meeting with NERC representatives.

Publish/Subscribe

At the last meeting, the Publish/Subscribe Team was assigned the task of a coordinating a technical workshop with vendors and IT industry experts to gain a better understanding of what is needed to make the desired changes to OASIS II so the Publish/Subscribe Use Cases can be utilized.  Mr. Singh, Mr. Tippitt, Mr. Sorenson, Mr. Mitreski, and Mr. Keaton were assigned to the Publish/Subscribe Team.
Mr. Hansen stated that the publish/subscribe functions were going the way of web services.  Mr. Singh stated that the committee was looking for general information on publish/subscribe and a strawman would be drafted to show how the function would operate in OASIS II.  Mr. Singh asked the group if there were any ideas on what should be included in the draft.  Mr. Singh told the committee that once these functions were defined, they could be implemented in OASIS I and already be in place for OASIS II.

Mr. Singh concluded that since the Publish/Subscribe Implementation Team has not had a chance to meet, there were no real updates.

Mr. Singh asked the group if anyone knew of any software vendors who would be interested in providing information on this issue.  Mr. Hansen told the group that publish/subscribe capabilities were more of a software design feature and that many software vendors would be able to provide this service.

Mr. Singh told the group that the plan is to speak to vendors so that the committee can be informed when it decides which way to go on this technology.

Mr. Singh said that since he was the only one on the Publish/Subscribe implementation team present at the meeting, he would take it upon himself to start putting together information to provide at the next meeting.  Mr. Singh told the group he would send out an e-mail on the exploder to let the group know what he was looking at regarding Publish/Subscribe.
Mr. Singh requested that half an hour be set aside on the agenda at the next meeting for the committee to discuss options on how the Publish/Subscribe element will be implemented.

Operations
At the last meeting, the Operations Team was formed to work on issues such as outages, forecasts, to adopt an XML standard that will be enhanced to include future utilities, and to submit a resource plan in the context of OASIS II Implementation.  Mr. Sorenson, Ms. Rehman, Mr. Rodriquez, and Ms. Mendrala were assigned to the Operations Team.  The Operations Team had not been able to meet prior to this meeting and there was no update on this issue.
Ms. Szot told the group she would make contact with the IRC and SRC to get people on board for this effort as well.
Auction Transmission Markets
Mr. Singh told the group that the Auction Transmission Markets Implementation Team was assigned the task of coming up with XML Schemas to implement this portion of Stage 1 of OASIS II.  The team did not have any information to report at this meeting.

Mr. Singh reminded the group that the target for Stage 2 implementation is fall 2007, so Stage 1 needs to be fully implemented by then.  Mr. Singh told the group that Stage 2 includes Bilateral and Self Schedules and that there will probably be more interest in the work of the JOITF once these elements are in the forefront.

3.  Interchange Authority Presentation (Mr. Hansen)

Mr. Hansen gave the committee an update on the status of the Interchange Authority Function task Force.  Mr. Hansen’s presentation can be viewed on the website at:  http://www.gisb.org/pdf/weq_ess_oasis2_092804w2.ppt.  Mr. Hansen emphasized the fact that the Interchange Authority (IA) will function as a tool and that NERC is responsible for the reliability portion of the IA functional model and NAESB is responsible for defining how the market portion sends information to the IA.
Mr. Hansen told the committee that NERC will define how the requests for interchange (RFIs) that have been approved by the market will be validated.  Mr. Hansen emphasized the fact that NERC will not create standards to set up the market portion of the IA; this task falls to NAESB to define.
Mr. Scott asked if the IA will look at all RFIs and balance or if it will simply pass the RFI on to the approval entity.  Mr. Hansen replied that the RFI will come in to the IA tool that will then break up the RFIs and check that everything will work physically.  Mr. Hansen told the committee that the idea is to automate as much of the IA function as possible to relieve current manual checking.  Mr. Hansen said that invalid transactions are slipping through the current system and the IA tool will not have the capability to know if the BA can ramp.  Mr. Hansen reminded the committee that even though the BA will only know what the ramp rate is, the IA is supposed to confirm that the BA is ramping and to whom the BA is supposed to be ramping.
Mr. Singh asked if in terms of the IA there will be added functionality to tagging authorities.  Mr. Hansen replied that based on the functional model the IA does more.  Mr. Hansen stated that while the IA looks like a tagging authority, the IA can also approve ramp rates and distribute information.  Mr. Singh confirmed that unlike tagging, the IA will make sure the physical paths and the control areas do line up.
Ms. Mendrala confirmed that the IA will determine if everyone approved the information but will not validate that information.  Ms. Rehman said that Transmission Service Provider (TSP) will still validate the information.
There was a question from the group if it is considered a business process when the IA sends out a request for final confirmation.  Mr. Hansen replied that the only point the IA becomes involved with reliability is when the IA tells the BA it has to do something.  

Mr. Hansen told the group those making decisions regarding the IA should take the physical world into account.

Mr. Scott told the committee it would be difficult for the industry to implement Version1 unless there is one manual that combines the business practices and the reliability standards in one place so entities will know how to operate.  Mr. Hansen replied that the goal is to publish all the rules and make information accessible to all those participating in the market.
Mr. Hansen emphasized that the IA functional model is created so that there is one IA per interconnection.

Mr. Mitreski asked if there is any work being done to modify the Standards and Communication Protocols to reflect these changes.  Mr. Hansen responded that the NERC TISWEG is going to start working on that process and the expectation is that NERC and NAESB coordinate on that effort as well.  Mr. Scott said the NERC IS will send a paper to the NERC OC for the meeting in November with the recommendation that a number of people work with on amending the Standards and Communication Protocols.
4.  Next Steps

Mr. Singh told the group the next steps for the committee would be that the Implementation Teams need to work on the previous assignments.  Mr. Singh told the committee that all groups needed to work on coordinate with NERC on their efforts.
Mr. Singh and Ms. Rehman volunteered to draft a Strawman Proposal of OASIS II Implementation before the next meeting.
5.  Other Business
Due to the fact that the implementation teams did not have any progress to report, the committee discussed other issues related to OASIS II Implementation.

Registry
The group discussed the current status of the registry.  The participants were unclear about the timeline and content of upcoming changes to the registry.  The committee asked Mr. Scott if he could find out if Ms. Costantini would be available to join the WEQ ESS/ITS meeting on September 29th via phone so that those present at this meeting who were planning on attending the ESS/ITS meeting could speak with her about the changes to the registry.  Mr. Scott said that he would contact Ms. Costantini and ask her if she could call in to the ESS/ITS meeting.

Mr. Scott stated the NERC TISWEG had created a small group to address registry items, but the registry group has not been able to meet yet.

Capacity
The group also discussed capacity and tagging.  Mr. Singh stated that there is a lot of scheduling information that tagging cannot handle.  Mr. Singh told the group there is a possibility of conflict between firm capacity purchased and path capacity.  Mr. Scott said this issue was something that the NERC TISWEG was going to take up at their last meeting, but needed more information.

OASIS 1A Enhancements

Mr. Scott asked about the status of the OASIS 1A Enhancements.  He inquired as to whether the enhancements would be a major change or just modifications.  Mr. Singh replied that the changes are minor and that a change to the business practices and processes especially for redirects will be required as well as some changes to the software.
6.  Future Meetings
A conference call is scheduled for the Joint OASIS II Implementation Task Force on October 21, 2004 from 1:00 to 3:00 Central Time.  Agenda items include:  review of the OASIS II Requirements document, review of the Strawman Proposal, and review the Stage 1 Use Case items at the conference call.

The JOITF will meet on November 17, 2004 in Washington, D.C. from 8:00 – 5:00 Eastern Time.  The meeting will be hosted by EEI.  The committee set as an agenda item a presentation by Mr. Hartwell about Facilitated Checkout.
7.  Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 11:30 A.M.
8.  Attendees  

	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Tonya Baggett
	WAPA
	In Person

	Dan Baisden
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Gordon Brown
	California ISO
	In Person

	John Calder
	Dominion
	On Phone

	Brett Fisher
	WAPA
	In Person

	Jim Hansen
	Seattle City Light
	In Person

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
	In Person

	Aleks Mitreski
	Entergy TP
	In Person

	Marilyn Morgan
	Tri – State G & T
	In Person

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Administration
	In Person

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	On Phone

	Robert Schwermann
	SMUD
	In Person

	Gordon Scott
	NERC
	In Person

	Cesar Seymour
	Tractebel
	In Person

	Jagjit Singh
	Salt River Project
	In Person

	Larry Stone
	Soft Smiths, Inc.
	In Person

	Lisa Szot
	California ISO
	In Person

	James Wood
	Southern Companies
	In Person

	Charles Yeung
	SPP
	In Person
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