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TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS), Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee (ESS), Information Technology Subcommittee (ITS), and Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 
Jonathan Booe, Project Manager/Meeting Administration
RE:
NAESB WEQ ESS/ITS and BPS Conference Call Draft Minutes – January 11, 2008
DATE:

April 21, 2008


NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Conference
January 11, 2008 – 10:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
Draft Minutes

1. Welcome

Mr. Skiba opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Booe gave the antitrust guidance.  Mr. Skiba reviewed the agenda and suggested that it be modified to include a discussion concerning the January 16-17, 2008 meeting agenda.  The agenda was so amended. Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the agenda as revised. Mr. Skiba seconded the motion and the motion passed without opposition.
2. Review the Recommended Standards to Address ATC/TTC Narratives
OATI Work Paper

The subcommittee began by reviewing the Examples of Narrative Posting Options Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI.  Mr. Sorenson created the work paper in response to discussion from the last meeting.  Ms. Otondo stated that the subcommittee should review the work paper and choose one of Mr. Sorenson’s proposed options before proceeding any further.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the overriding question is what must be posted if there is a change in TTC.  He proposed three options.  He stated that option one requires a narrative to be posted for any commercial path that is potentially impacted by a change in TTC.  It takes the least amount of real time processing and is the least complicated from an implementation point of view.  Option two is more sophisticated and only requires a narrative for paths that were commercially limited by the change in TTC over a time interval.  Option three requires a narrative be posted only for those paths that were commercially limited and the element that was actually the limiting element.  He stated that option three would lead to a lot of duplication.
The participants discussed the different options and the information that would be available given the options.  The participants also discussed posting requirements for outages.  Mr. Green noted that he would like to be able to find the limiting element in the annotation.  The participants agreed that it would be ideal.  After further discussion, Mr. Sorenson made a motion to align the standards with the concepts of option two.  Mr. Slagel seconded the motion.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.  Mr. Green opposed and Mr. Pritchard, Mr. Womack, and Ms. Otondo abstained.
Duke Work Paper

Next, Mr. Pritchard presented the ATC Annotation BP Submitted by A. Pritchard work paper.  He stated that he felt the annotation in the proposed standard was misleading, so he proposed a corrected annotation in the work paper.  The participants reviewed the work paper and Mr. Wood suggested that the subcommittee include Mr. Pritchard’s work paper in the Implementation Guide.  The participants supported Mr. Wood’s suggestion, and added a section to the proposed standard.
BPA Comments

Next, the participants reviewed the standard, making the necessary changes to incorporate the concepts of option two as adopted by the subcommittee.  The participants also reviewed section Z of the Comments to Recommended Standards to Address ATC-TTC Narratives (Revised January 4, 2008 version) Submitted by B. Rehman.  The group revisited standard Z.1.1.  Ms. Rehman noted that the standard did not specify if a narrative is necessary if the ATC changes due to another Transmission Provider’s change in TTC.  Mr. Pritchard and Mr. Wood stated that they do not support a standard that would require Transmission Provider’s to monitor other systems for TTC changes.  Mr. Green stated that he interprets the Order to require a posting regardless of whose TTC/TFC caused a 10% change in a Transmission Provider’s ATC calculation.  The participants debated the issue until Ms. Rehman made a motion that a narrative posting is required only when a Transmission Provider’s ATC changes as a result of a 10% or more change in the Transmission Provider’s TTC/TFC.  Mr. Pritchard seconded the motion and a balanced vote was taken.  The motion passed a balanced vote.  [Vote 1].  The participants modified section Z.1.1 to reflect the concept of the motion.
The participants reviewed the information to be contained in the STOP_TIME data element of the systemdata template in section Z.2.2.  Mr. Green stated that information does not provide a distinction between ATC calculations that are expected to change and those that will remain at zero indefinitely.  The participants modified section Z.2.2 to make the distinction.  

Next, the participants reviewed the text strings in standard Z.2.2.  Mr. Green stated that, given the limitations added today, the text strings should provide more information, specifically regarding the stop time.  Ms. Otondo noted that the Order does not require more than what is currently provided in the proposed standard.  Mr. Wood stated that in his opinion the text strings are adequate as proposed.  After further discussion, the participants decided to add standard Z.2.3.4, which requires a text string providing additional information be posted when a null value is entered.  Mr. Green stated that he would like to go farther with the narratives and made a motion that the identification of the transmission facility/element causing the change to TTC/TFC shall be contained in the narrative text.  Ms. Rehman seconded the motion.  Mr. Pritchard and Mr. Saini both stated that they believe the motion is moving beyond the requirements of Order 890 and Order 890-A.  Mr. Pritchard noted that the NERC standards provide an option that allows marketers or other entities to request that information, if desired.  After further discussion, the participants took a balanced vote on the motion.  The motion failed.  [Vote 2]. 
3. Next Steps
The participants agreed to review the recommendation with the NERC ATC Drafting Team on January 18, 2008 before posting for formal comment.  During the next meeting will continue to review the standard and the comments submitted by BPA.
4. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 pm Central.
5. Attendance and Voting Record
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	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	
	Phone
	
	

	Jim Cyrulewski
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	Phone
	
	

	Barry Green
	EPSA
	Marketer/Broker
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	Oppose
	Support

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Corporation
	Transmission
	Phone
	
	

	Tony Hunziker
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	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	
	

	Larry Middleton
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	Phone
	
	

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service
	Transmission
	Phone
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	Oppose
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	Oppose
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	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission
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	Oppose
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	Entergy
	Transmission
	Phone
	
	

	Joel Segal 
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	IGO/RTO
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	Ron Slagel 
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Support
	Oppose

	Ed Skiba
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	Phone
	
	

	Paul Sorenson
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	End User
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	Support
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	Phone
	Abstain
	Oppose
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	Oppose
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	Oppose
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	Generation
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	Abstain
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	Phone
	
	


Joint NAESB WEQ BPS/ESS/ITS Conference Call Draft Minutes

January 11, 2008
Page 2

