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NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant joint Bps/ess/its
November 26, 2007 CONFERENCE CALL
9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
Final Minutes
1. Welcome

Ms. Otondo opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  Mr. Middleton moved, seconded by Mr. Green, to adopt the agenda as drafted.  The motion passed without objection.
2. Review the comments submitted in response to request for informal comments on the CBM Auditing Requirements
The subcommittee reviewed comments submitted on the draft language for CBM Auditing Requirements:  Draft CBM Requirements - Revised 11/19/07.  Several comments were submitted on the language:  Comments Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI, Comments Submitted by W. Lewis, Progress Energy, Comments Submitted by A. Pritchard, Duke, Comments Submitted by B. Green, rep. EPSA, Comments Submitted by R. Lamoureux, Midwest ISO, Comments Submitted by B. Rehman, BPA, Comments Submitted by JT Wood, Southern Company.  Mr. Wood had also submitted language on the auditing requirements that the subcommittee determined it would use in review of the comments:  Draft CBM Requirements - Revised 11/19/07.

First, the Progress Energy Comments were reviewed.  The first comments was on Section 001-x.1.4 and the reason the request period was drafted to be ten years.  Ms. Otondo stated that the proposed NERC requirement is ten years and that is why the subcommittee drafted the language to state such in the NAESB standard.  Mr. Middleton noted that the ten year period was included in the draft that is posted for comment in the NERC process now.  Section 1.4 was removed based on this discussion.

Next, the EPSA comments were reviewed.  The comment on x.1.1.1 asked whether a CBM request would affect non-firm ATC.  Ms. Otondo stated that the CBM request does not affect non-firm ATC, but the TP’s answer to the request would be entered on OASIS that it might impact ATC.

The next comment was on 001-x.1.3 and the meaning of the phrase “treated the same as”.  Mr. Wood stated that the language means that it has the same priority over short term and is treated like a long term request when studies are conducted.  After further discussion, the following language was added as an example to further explain the language “(e.g., queue position, system impact studies, etc.).”

Next, the subcommittee reviewed the comments from Midwest ISO.  Mr. Slagel stated that the comments on 001-x.1.4 and 001-x.1.5 were no longer necessary based on the modifications made during this meeting and the last meeting.  The next comment was on 001-x.2.2:  “There should be language added to this section that would allow the Transmission Provider to set the CBM based on criteria other than the aggregate of the CBM requests (language was put in the NERC MOD standards to account for this as well).”  Mr. Wood stated that the language represents the ability of one or more LSE to submit a reservation.  Ms. Otondo suggested revising the language in 001-x.1.1 to state that “The LSE on its own behalf or on behalf of a group of LSEs shall submit a Transmission Service Request on OASIS designating the amount of CBM requested on a given transmission path using the unique transmission service attributes assigned by the Transmission Provider for requesting CBM.”  Mr. Slagel stated that the rest of Midwest ISO’s comments had been addressed in earlier discussions.

Next, the subcommittee reviewed the comments submitted by Duke Energy.  The discussion of the Duke Energy comments brought about the notion that the language could not be further refined until the NERC language was further along in the reliability standards development stages.  Ms. Otondo requested an informal poll on who supported waiting until the NERC modifications are completed based on the first set of comments.  Ms. Otondo, Ms. York, Mr. Kovacs, Mr. Eckelkamp, Mr. Green, Mr. Slagel, Mr. Mucci, Mr. Williams, Mr. Wommack, Mr. Pritchard, Mr. Smith, and Ms. Rehman supported waiting for the NERC language.  Ms. Parker abstained.  It was agreed that the CBM Auditing requirements would need to wait until the NERC reliability standards were further along in the process and that the NAESB business practice development on this item was indeed dependent on the NERC language.  The revisions to the CBM auditing language as a result of this meeting are posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc112607a1.doc.  
3. Review the List of ATC Information that will not be made publicly available on OASIS prepared by Mr. Green, and vote to post for informal comment

Next, the subcommittee reviewed the documents submitted by Mr. Green:  List of ATC Information not to be Made Publicly Available Revised by B. Green, rep. EPSA posted as a work paper for this meeting.  Mr. Green noted that the additional information to the document:  whether the information would be posted on OASIS and whether the information was considered commercially sensitive.

Several modifications were made and are captured in redline format posted as an attachment to these minutes.  The clean version is also posted as an attachment to these minutes:  List of ATC Information not to be Made Publicly Available Revised by ESS/ITS/BPS on 11/26/07 – redline and List of ATC Information not to be Made Publicly Available Revised by ESS/ITS/BPS on 11/26/07 – clean.

Mr. Green suggested that the draft be distributed for informal comment with the inclusion of a cover letter to explain the context and the comments the subcommittee would be most interested in receiving from the stakeholders.  The subcommittee agreed that this item would be included on the agenda for the December 3 conference call at which time the subcommittee would determine whether to post for informal comment.  Mr. Green volunteered to draft the cover letter to with the document for review at the December 3 meeting.

4. Review the business practice standards that will set forth how transmission providers will post “explanations of the reason for a change in monthly and yearly ATC (TTC) values on a constrained path” prepared by Mr. Pritchard (Annotations)

This item was not discussed.

5. Review the Summary of Comments on the WEQ 001 modifications to address Order 890 prepared by Ms. Otondo 

This item was not discussed.

6. Other Business/Next Steps

No other business was discussed.
7. Adjourn

Ms. Rehman moved, seconded by Mr. Green, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 3:59 PM Central.

8.
Attendance
	Name
	Organization

	Kathy Anderson
	Idaho Power

	Rebecca Berdahl
	Bonneville Power Administration

	Ed Davis
	Entergy

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Resources

	Barry Green
	EPSA

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB

	Ross Kovacs
	Georgia Transmission Corporation

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England

	Larry Middleton
	Midwest ISO

	Ron Mucci
	Williams Power

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Administration

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Ron Slagel
	Midwest ISO

	Jerry Smith
	Arizona Public Service

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI

	Don Williams
	PJM

	Jimmy Womack
	Southwest Power Pool

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
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