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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

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


Home Page: www.naesb.org

TO:
NERC/NAESB Transmission Loading Relief (TLR) Subcommittee Participants and Interested Parties 

FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager, NAESB 

RE:
Final Minutes from the NERC/NAESB Transmission Loading Relief (TLR) Subcommittee Meeting with Web Conferencing – April 28-29, 2005
DATE:

May 17, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB TLR Subcommittee
April 28-29, 2005
Final Minutes

1.
Welcome & Administration
Mr. Desselle welcomed the participants and introductions were made.  Ms. Kirby gave the antitrust advice.  Mr. Dison moved to adopt the agenda without revision, and Mr. Busbin seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Dison moved to adopt the March 30-31, 2005 TLR draft minutes without revision and Mr. Saini seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus.  


2.
Review Draft of NERC TLR Standards
Mr. Koza reviewed “Redline – TLR Reliability 4/21/05”, located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w2.doc.  The group discussed the use of the term curtailment in the standards.  Mr. Koza said that at an earlier meeting of the TLR Subcommittee (March 30-31, 2005) it was stated that a more appropriate term could be utilized in the standards.  As a result, Mr. Koza modified phrases such as “Curtailment Threshold” and “curtail Interchange Transactions” to exclude the word curtail.  After discussion, the group decided that the use of “Curtailment Threshold” was still appropriate in several instances in the standards.  Mr. Busbin stated that it was important to retain some commonality in the terms used in the standards.  The phrase “provide relief” was substituted for curtailment in requirement 1.5.2.  Mr. Cox stated that the reason behind the change in language was to allow for broader solutions such as redispatch.  The phrase “relief request” was substituted for curtailment in requirement 1.5.3.  (Revisions made to document during meeting can be found in “Redline – TLR Reliability (as revised 4/28/05)” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705a4.doc.  Mr. Koza was assigned the action item of substituting relief phrases for curtailment throughout the document where appropriate.
Requirement 1.2 was highlighted yellow for reliability.  Requirement 2.7.2 (2.7.2.1, 2.7.2.2, 2.7.2.3) was removed from the reliability standards as it had been designated business practice at the previous March 30-31 TLR Subcommittee meeting.  
Mr. Koza stated the Appendix B had been taken out of the reliability standards.  Mr. Kezele stated that the terminology used in Appendix A required updating.  Mr. Koza was assigned the action item.  

Mr. Kezele stated that it was likely that the revised TLR reliability standards would still be Attachment 1 to NERC IRO-006.  Mr. Kezele stated that this was the recommendation for the location of the TLR reliability standards for the Eastern Interconnection because IR0-006 addresses three different interconnections.  

In addition, Mr. Kezele stated that the revised TLR reliability standards for the Eastern Interconnection had been submitted to the Operating Reliability Subcommittee (ORS) for comment, but no comments had been received as to date.  

Mr. Fidrych questioned how the group would clarify to Operators the location of the correct information necessary for operations, if two manuals for TLR were to exist.  Mr. Dison stated that cross references could be used within in the manuals.  Mr. Cox stated that the cross reference could state “NAESB or NERC standard applies here” where portions of standards are located in one of the two manuals.  Mr. Koza was assigned the task of including the cross references in the NERC TLR reliability standards.  Mr. Dison was assigned the action item for the NAESB TLR business practices.
The group discussed the possibility of one manual.  Mr. Dison stated that an option would be for the group to develop a joint implementation guide, and leave the actual NAESB TLR business practices and NERC TLR reliability standards in separate manuals.  Mr. Dison stated that the option would provide for the separate NERC and NAESB processes the must be employed if one of the standards were to be modified.  Mr. Dison stated that through the process of separating out the reliability and commercial standards of TLR, the standards had been streamlined and duplication no longer existed.  He added that an implementation guide would combine the streamlined process into one document for more efficient reference by Operators.  Mr. Desselle stated that the standards would be maintained in the separate NERC and NAESB manuals for future modifications.  Mr. Desselle clarified that the separate manuals would be the official reference and residence of the standards.         

IRO-006 Urgent Action SAR 
Mr. Kezele reviewed “IRO-006 Urgent Action SAR”, located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w9.pdf.  Mr. Kezele stated that the proposed revision was in section 1.6.6 of IR0-006 Attachment 1 – “Transmission Loading Relief Procedure Eastern Interconnection.”  He added that the revision could be viewed in “IR0-006 Revisions (4.22.05)” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w10.pdf.  Mr. Kezele stated that the revision addressed conflict between INT-004 requirement 5 and IRO-006 Attachment 1 regarding Dynamic Schedules.  Mr. Desselle stated that the NAESB TLR business practices would have to be revised to reflect these changes in light of the July 16, 2004 Joint Interface Committee (JIC) decision regarding the development of identical “version 0” TLR standards.  Therefore, a companion NAESB standards request had been developed.  Mr. Desselle stated that a meeting of the JIC had been called for the afternoon of April 29th to assign the Urgent Action SAR and companion NAESB standards request.   

Mr. Dison stated that the language used to revise IR0-006 Attachment 1 Section 1.6.6 could be inserted in the NAESB business practices for requirements that reference TLR level 4 and under.  Mr. Dison stated that business practice requirement 3.2.5 would be modified to reference NERC Standard INT-004 Requirement 5 for Dynamic Schedules.  (Please see “TLR BPS Redline Draft [as revised 4/28/05 TLR Meeting]” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705a5.doc.)  Mr. Dison stated the revisions made to business practice requirement 3.2.5 should be duplicated in those requirements containing reference to TLR level four and under.  Mr. Dison stated that the revision was not necessary for those requirements referencing TLR Level 1 because no action was to be taken by the Reliability Coordinator (RC) against Interchange Transactions in a TLR level 1 (as stated in business practice requirement 3.1). 
Mr. Kezele stated that an IDC change order is CO-178 (3B Second Pass) had been approved by the ORS.  He added that the IDC Working Group (IDCWG) was working on the change order in accordance with the directives of the ORS. The change order states that TLR level 3Bs are implemented at the top of the hour and the IDC would perform a full reallocation of transactions.  Mr. Kezele added that a curtailment listed would be issued based on the above change.  Mr. Dison stated that NAESB TLR business practices had been updated by him to reflect these changes.  (Please see “TLR BPS Draft 1 Redline [4/22/05]”, located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w3.doc.)  Mr. Dison stated the majority of revisions due to this change order were found in NAESB TLR business practice requirement 3.4 and its sub-requirements.  To effectively coordinate the change order, revisions were made to NERC TLR reliability requirement 3.2.  (To view these changes and all others made to the NERC TLR reliability requirements during the meeting, please see “Redline – TLR Reliability (as revised 4/28/05 TLR Meeting)” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705a4.doc.)      

3. 
Review Draft of NAESB TLR Standards
The group reviewed “TLR BPS Draft 1 Redline” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w3.doc.  Mr. Dison reviewed the changes made to requirement 3.4 to incorporate the ORS change order.  The clause “during the period of SOL or IROL violation” was deleted from requirement 3.4.1.  The phrase “to determine flows from the beginning of the next hour” was added to requirement 3.4.3.  Requirements 3.4.5 and 3.4.6 were deleted.  

Also, in order to incorporate the NERC ORS change order, Mr. Dison stated that the term “halt” would be reviewed and modified in the TLR business practices.  Mr. Dison stated that the words “hold” or “curtail” would be substituted for halt.  The group discussed the use of “hold” versus “curtail” in requirement 3.5.1.  Mr. Saini noted that if the requirement referred to a new tag, then the use of “hold” was correct.  A note was added to the requirement for further review.  The group discussed the ability of a RC to hold transactions tags but not implement them until after a TLR level 4 had been cleared.  Consequently, the words “not implement” were added to requirement 3.5.1.
Mr. Kezele noted that requirement 2.4.2 also utilized the term “held.”  A note was added for further review of the terms “halted” versus “held” in requirement 2.4.2.  Mr. Dison confirmed with Mr. Kezele that the necessary changes had been made to incorporate the NERC ORS change order.
The phrase “TLR Level” was retained in the document.  The term “Monitored Facility” was removed from the business practices.  Mr. Dison discussed the development of the requirements in the business practices that dealt with sub-priorities.  He added that the sub-priorities were found in requirement 2.4 and its sub-requirements.  The group discussed the eligibility requirements of the sub-priority levels.  Mr. Dison stated that language was needed to explain how a level qualified for a particular sub-priority status.  A note was added to the sub-priority level requirements (requirements 2.4.1 – 2.4.4.)    

Mr. Kezele recommended that Appendix G, examples of “On Path” and “Off Path” mitigation be referenced in requirements 2.2 and 2.3.  
Mr. Cox noted that requirement 3.3.2.5 should include the ability to initiate a TLR level 4, when appropriate conditions were present.  Consequently, the phrases “initiate TLR Level 4” and “as appropriate” were added to business practice requirement 3.3.2.5.  

The group discussed the Parallel Flow Document.  Mr. Dison questioned why the document was needed if the examples were incorporated into the NAESB business practices.  Mr. Kezele stated that Mr. Dison should review the document and determine which portions would appropriately be included in the NAESB TLR business practices and which portions would be appropriately included in a technical section of the IDC Reference Guide.  (A draft of the reference guide can be found on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w5.doc.)  Mr. Dison noted in the TLR business practices that examples in the Parallel Flow Document would be included in an appendix.  Mr. Kezele stated that Appendix E and Appendix F had been incorporated into the IDC Reference Guide.  

4.
Comparison of Drafts to Original NERC Operating Policy 9
No discussion at this time.

5.
Next Steps/Other Business

Action items

Mr. Desselle stated that he would draft a letter announcing the division of the TLR standards by the subcommittee.  He added that this letter would state that a vote on whether to approve the division of the TLR standards (both NERC and NAESB) would be taken at the June 1-2 meeting.  Mr. Dison stated that he would complete the drafting of the NAESB TLR business practices.  Mr. Koza stated that he would complete the drafting of the NERC TLR reliability requirements.  Mr. Dison and Mr. Koza said they would jointly work to complete a first draft of the joint implementation guide for operators.  
The agenda for the June 1-2 meeting will include a final review of the division of the TLR standards and a vote (by both NERC and NAESB) on whether to approve that division.    


6.
Adjourn

Mr. Busbin moved to adjourn and Mr. Dison seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned by consensus at 4:00 p.m. on April 28, 2005.

7.
Attendance

	Name:
	
	Organization:
	In Person/via Phone

	Balu
	Neal
	WPS Resources
	via Phone

	Busbin
	Jim
	Southern Co
	In Person

	Cox
	Phil
	American Electric Power
	In Person

	Desselle
	Michael
	American Electric Power
	In Person

	Dison
	Joel
	Southern Co
	In Person

	Fidrych
	Mark
	Western Area Power Association
	In Person

	Hoerauf
	Rob
	HCI
	In Person

	Kezele
	Larry
	NERC
	In Person

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB
	In Person

	Koza
	Frank
	PJM
	In Person

	McGinley
	Ron
	IESO
	via Phone

	Mendrala
	Cheryl
	ISO New England
	via Phone

	Rager
	Denise
	NAESB
	In Person

	Reding
	Bill
	Minneapolis Consulting
	via Phone

	Saini
	Narinder
	Entergy
	In Person

	York
	Kathy
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	via Phone
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