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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 – June 1-2, 2005
DATE:

June 6, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB TLR Subcommittee
June 1-2, 2005
Final Minutes

1.
Welcome & Administration
Mr. Desselle welcomed the participants and introductions were made.  Ms. Kirby gave the antitrust advice.  Mr. Fidrych moved to adopt the agenda and Ms. York seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Cox moved to adopt the 4/28-29/05 draft minutes and Ms. York seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus. 


2.
Review of NERC TLR Reliability Requirements
The group reviewed “NERC TLR Reliability Requirements (Appendix 1) Draft 3 4/28/05” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105w1.doc.  Mr. Kezele noted that references to NAESB business practices were in the document where appropriate.  Mr. Desselle stated that changes in the standards were best left to the separate drafting teams.  The purpose of the meeting was to come to a final consensus on the division of TLR.  Comments addressing the division of TLR were priority.  
The group reviewed “Entergy’s Comments on NERC/NAESB Draft TLR Split” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105w4.doc.  Mr. Desselle stated that Entergy comment 4 was best addressed by the NERC TLR drafting team.  Mr. Saini stated that the hourly timing requirement in 1.4.3 was no longer included (Entergy comment 1).  The group added the phrase to requirement 1.4.3 of the NERC TLR Reliability requirements and stated that the NERC TLR standards drafting team would make the appropriate changes.  (Please note that all changes made to the NERC TLR reliability standards during this meeting can be viewed in the redline version of “Final Consensus Division of TLR for Version 0 Reliability Practices, June 1, 2005 –redline” posted on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105a3.doc.)    
Mr. Kezele stated that the NERC TLR standards drafting team should review Entergy comment 3.  He added that the numbering in section 1 of the NERC TLR Reliability Requirements should be reformatted to flow correctly.  Mr. Deselle stated that Entergy comment 2 should also be reviewed by the NERC TLR standards drafting team.  Mr. Kezele stated that section 3.3 “TLR Level 5b” was incorrect and should be deleted from the standards.  Mr. Kezele stated that the TLR Subcommittee had added the section to follow section 3.2 “TLR Level 3b.”  Ms. Mangum-Goins questioned if a placeholder was needed in the standard for section 3.3.  Mr. Busbin stated that the NERC TLR standards drafting team should review whether or not to delete section 3.3.

Ms. Mangum-Goins stated that parts of standards in IRO-006-0 TLR had not been included in the NERC TLR Reliability Requirements.  Ms. Mangum-Goins will develop her comments and submit them for the review of the NERC and NAESB TLR standards drafting teams.  

Mr. Desselle stated that NERC IRO-006 Urgent Action SAR had not yet been officially adopted at NERC.  Mr. Kezele stated that the language in the TLR drafts (currently being developed), had undergone some revisions in light of the SAR.  Mr. Desselle clarified that these changes were not the exact language set out in the SAR for the IRO-006 TLR.  

Mr. Kezele stated that the IDC Working Group had discussed the inclusion of the IDC Reference Guide (located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr042705w5.doc) in the TLR Reliability Requirements.  He added that the NERC TLR standards drafting team would be addressing these comments.

3. 
Review of NAESB TLR Business Practices
Ms. York reviewed the “NAESB TLR Business Practices Revised Draft 3” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105w2.doc.  She stated that the role of the Market Committee (MC) had been deleted out of the standards due to its dissolution.  Mr. Kezele stated the NERC Operating Reliability Subcommittee (ORS) reviews TLR reports and that marketing entities can call for an investigation.  

Mr. Dayney questioned whether or not this investigation and review was more appropriate as a business practice.  He added that much of the role of the NERC MC was now covered by the NAESB WEQ.  Mr. Cox stated that reports conducted with non-disclosure agreements could not be reviewed by NAESB because NAESB is open to everyone.  Mr. Desselle added that NAESB was not equipped to conduct audits and investigations.  A placeholder was created, section 1.6, in the standards for further discussion by the NAESB TLR standards drafting team (WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee [BPS]).  (Please note that all changes made to the NAESB TLR business practices during this meeting can be viewed in the redlined document “Final Consensus Division of TLR for Version 0 Business Practices, June 1, 2005 – redline” located on the NAESB website http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105a4.doc.  The clean version of the document is posted at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_tlr060105a2.doc.)   
Mr. Kezele stated that Appendix F of TLR (IRO-006) had been included in the IDC Reference Guide.  Appendix B of TLR (IRO-006) became Appendix C in the NAESB TLR Business Practices.  
The group reviewed Entergy’s comments on the drafts, referenced above.  To address Entergy comment 5, the phrase “e.g. – the Reliability Coordinator Information System or successor” was added to the end of requirement 1.4 in the NAESB TLR Business Practices.  Entergy comment 6 will be reviewed by the BPS.  Ms. Mangum-Goins stated that the terms “regulatory approved” should be added to section 1.3.  These changes addressed Entergy comment 7.    
Mr. Saini stated the intent of section in 1.6.5 of TLR (IRO-006) was changed in NAESB TLR business practice 1.3.1, as stated in Entergy comment 8.  Mr. Cox stated that the addition of “or redispatch” to section 1.3.1 would address Entergy’s comments.  Mr. Saini agreed. 
Mr. Kezele stated that NERC is obligated to post the logs referenced in Entergy comment 9.  He added that as soon as a log is closed out at a TLR level 0 or 1, it is posted.  Mr. Cox stated that a comment would be added to section 1.5 to note that the availability of the logs is subject to applicable confidentiality agreements.  Mr. Rodriquez asked for more specifications on which logs are referred to in section 1.5.  The terms “NERC TLR logs” were added to the section.  These changes addressed Entergy comment 10.  

The group discussed Entergy comment 11.  Mr. Rodriquez stated that taking out the phrase “point to point” in section 2.2 and 2.3 would address the comment.  Mr. Desselle stated that this comment should be reviewed by the NAESB BPS.  He added the comments 12 - 15 should also be reviewed by the BPS. 

Mr. Rodriquez stated that section 3.3.2.6.1 does not cover those tags in a TLR level 2, as stated in Entergy comment 16.  The phrase “or were held over from a TLR level 2” was added to the section.  Mr. Saini stated that requirement 2 does not have any specifications for curtailment threshold while other sections (3.4.2) reference the action, as stated in Entergy comment 17.  The phrase “as defined in section 3.10 and use the Interchange Transaction priorities” was added to section 3.4.2.  

Mr. Desselle stated that comments 18-22 should be addressed by the BPS.  Clean copies of the revised TLR drafts will be posted as attachments to these minutes.  The headers of the documents were changed to “Final Consensus of TLR for Version 0 Business Practices – June 1, 2005” and “Final Consensus of TLR for Version 0 Reliability Practices – June 1, 2005” (hereafter referred to as the final consensus documents).               
4.
Vote to approve division of Version 0 TLR and the assignment of reliability requirements and business practices
NAESB Vote

Mr. Desselle stated that separate votes for NAESB and NERC would be taken.  Ms. McQuade explained that balanced voting was necessary if there was any dissent to the division of TLR as stated in the final consensus documents.  She explained that balanced voting was used in NAESB to weigh the votes of each segment of a quadrant equally.  She added that a vote was need in NAESB before a work product was passed on to another subcommittee for development.      

Mr. Kezele stated that the goal of the group was to make the division and let the standards drafting teams (both NERC and NAESB) complete the documents.  Mr. Rodriquez stated that the final motion should represent that the work products after the division would be further developed by the standards drafting teams.  A straw vote was taken of those present in the room and on the phone to determine if there was any opposition to the division of TLR as stated in the final consensus documents and as represented at this meeting.  There was no opposition and Mr. Cox made the motion to support the separation as documented in today’s meeting and to send it on to the respective drafting teams for further development.  Mr. Fidrych seconded the motion and the motion passed by consensus.  
NERC Vote
Mr. Fidrych stated that a formal vote was not needed at NERC.  Those NERC representatives present agreed that the straw vote reflects their decision and support of the division.

5.
Joint Implementation Guide
The group discussed the process for developing a joint implementation guide for TLR.  Mr. Desselle stated that the document would not be official, but would serve as a guide to operators.  Mr. Cox stated that the standards drafting teams at NERC and NAESB could begin drafting the guide without the final TLR product completion.  He added that the NAESB BPS would begin identifying those portions that referenced NERC requirements and the development that was required.    

6.
Next Steps/Other Business
Ms. McQuade stated that the TLR draft developed by the BPS on the agreed upon division would be an amended Version 0.  Mr. Desselle added that NAESB had not filed a Version 0 TLR, unlike NERC.  Ms. McQuade added that NAESB had sent the documentation to NERC stating that Version 0 was a NERC product and therefore NAESB had released the copyright to it.  She explained that any subsequent version of TLR developed at NAESB would be considered a NAESB product and will not be made available to the industry free of cost.

Mr. Desselle stated that the upcoming June 28-29 meeting was to review the comments submitted on IDC Granularity Option 3A.  The group discussed NAESB’s involvement in the business case.  Mr. Desselle stated that NAESB could provide for market and commercial discussion in assistance to NERC.  However, the product would ultimately be that of NERC.  Ms. McQuade stated that the group was tasked by the JIC with separating TLR.  The group discussed the scope document developed at the December 9-10, 2004 initial TLR Subcommittee meeting, and located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_bps120904a2.doc.  Mr. Kezele stated that a number of items had been included in the documents that were not part of the TLR division.  Mr. Desselle stated that the items (except for 6 and 8) of the above referenced scoping documented had been completed by the subcommittee.   Mr. Desselle stated that the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) had never officially voted to approve the scoping document.  
Mr. Cox stated that the items included needed to proceed to the proper groups and subcommittees.  Mr. Dayney stated that the proper group should begin development on the IDC business case.  Ms. McQuade stated that the NAESB half of the TLR Subcommittee cannot be charged with determining a regulatory process.  

Mr. Rodriquez stated that many tasks had been passed to the TLR Subcommittee with the dissolution of the MC.  Ms. McQuade noted that the TLR Subcommittee was not a replacement for the NERC Markets Committee (MC) and the TLR was originally tasked with the division of TLR.  She added that for the work on the IDC business case to receive recognition and volunteers, it should be promoted and discussed at the EC, where probably a separate group would be assigned the task.  She added that the NAESB process for the development of business practices is followed for all development efforts and that the IDC business case and other similar items would be submitted on a request for standards development so that business practices could be defined or other related efforts could be highlighted and actions taken. 
Mr. Desselle and Ms. McQuade will discuss the procedure for the TLR Subcommittee with NERC.  Mr. Dayney moved to dissolve the TLR Subcommittee.  The motion was not seconded as discussion continued.  It was determined that the motion was not needed at this time.  Mr. Cox offered that dissolution of the TLR Subcommittee should be discussed at the June 28-29 meeting and that items not completed should be given back to the BPS and ORS for disposition.

Mr. Desselle agreed, and noted that the TLR Subcommittee would meet on June 28-29 to discuss the comments received on Option 3A business case and the Option 3A Request for Information (RFI) and the future process for the development of the IDC business case.  This topic will include a discussion of timeline and of the appropriate group for assignment of the business case

7.
Adjourn

Ms. York moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded and the meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:45 p.m. on June 1, 2005.  

8.
Attendance

	Name:
	
	Organization:
	In Person/via Phone

	Balu
	Neal
	WPS Resources
	via Phone

	Busbin
	Jim
	Southern Co
	via Phone

	Cox
	Phil
	American Electric Power
	In Person

	Dayney
	Steve
	XCEL Energy
	In Person

	Desselle
	Michael
	American Electric Power
	In Person

	Fidrych
	Mark
	Western Area Power Association
	In Person

	Fowler
	Mark
	Amren
	via Phone

	Kezele
	Larry
	NERC
	via Phone

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB
	In Person

	Mangum-Goins
	Sue
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	In Person

	Rager
	Denise
	NAESB
	In Person

	Rodriquez
	Andy
	PJM
	In Person

	Saini
	Narinder
	Entergy
	In Person

	Yeung
	Charles
	Southwest Power Pool
	In Person

	York
	Kathy
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	via Phone
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