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RE:
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DATE:

April 15, 2008


NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Conference
December 17, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
Final Minutes

1. Welcome

Ms. Otondo opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Booe gave the antitrust guidance.  Ms. Otondo reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Middleton moved to adopt the agenda. Mr. Green seconded the motion and the motion passed without opposition.
2. Review of comments submitted in response to the request for informal comments on the proposed 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”
NERC Comments

The subcommittee began by reviewing the Comments Submitted by A. Rodriquez, North American Electric Reliability Corporation.  Mr. Pritchard initiated discussion by stating that Balance Authority Area is no longer in our standard and therefore does not need to be defined.  The participants agreed and the definition was removed from the introductory language of the standard.  Mr. Pritchard asked if Reliability Functional Model needs to be defined.  Ms. Otondo noted that the term was also defined by NERC and suggested referencing the NERC definition in the proposed standard.  The participants approved of the suggestion and “the NERC” was added to the term Reliability Functional Model throughout the document.

Mr. Wood noted that Mr. Rodriquez commented on standard Y.1.2, as did Southern Company, Puget Sound, and Midwest ISO.  Mr. Wood stated that Southern proposes modifying the language of Y.1.2.A and removing the last sentence.   Mr. Zhu stated that Y.1.2 is not clear to her, and that Midwest ISO is required to follow part A, but not part B.  Mr. Middleton asked if, under the proposed standard, a party is required to repost every six months if the reason for the zero ATC did not change.  Ms. Weather’s answered affirmatively.  The participants modified the language to make the requirement clear. 
The participants skipped to section Y.2.3.1.2 in response to the NERC comment.  Mr. Pritchard noted that the section was added so that Transmission Providers don’t have to post the same information in two places.  Mr. Sorenson suggested modifying the language so that it is associated with the event that resulted in the change to ATC.  The participants approved of the suggestion and the language was modified.
OATI Comments
The subcommittee reviewed the Comments Submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI.  Mr. Sorenson stated that his first comments were addressed by the modifications made based on the NERC comments.  The group skipped to section Y.2.2.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he would like to make the STOP_TIME a null value if the period of zero ATC is indefinite.  He stated that he would prefer that to 999 as suggested by Ms. Rehman.  The participants continued to discuss how to handle the STOP_TIME and whether the standard should be left in system data or be put into a separate template.  The group determined to leave the standard in system data and Mr. Sorenson made a motion that the STOP_TIME remain null if the zero ATC time period is indefinite.  Ms. Otondo seconded the motion.  Mr. Green stated that if the STOP_TIME is left blank people will assume that it was done so by accident.  Mr. Wood responded that the standard will explain why it is left null.  Mr. Green called for a balanced vote.  The motion passed a balanced vote by a 5.5. to 2.5 margin.
[Vote 1].
The participants moved to Y.2.3.  Mr. Wood stated that he supports OATI’s comments on the section.  After discussion the participants accepted the OATI comments on the section and decided to make Y.2.3.1.1 bullet as a requirement for the narrative text.  The group also moved Y.2.3.1.2 below the standard and made it standard Y.2.3.2.  This was done upon Mr. Pritchard’s recommendation. 

Next, the participants reviewed OATI comments on section Z.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he modified the section to reflect section Y.  Ms. Otondo asked if firm TTC exists.  After discussion, the group did not add the firm and non-firm variant to section Z, as in the ATC standard.  Mr. Sorenson was unable to continue the conference call, so the participants determined to return to his comments during the next meeting.
MISO Comments
The subcommittee reviewed the Comments Submitted by R. Slagel and K. Zhu, Midwest ISO.  Mr. Zhu stated that the MISO comments begin with section Z.  He explained that based on the Midwest ISO system it would make more sense to post TFC rather than TTC.  Ms. Otondo noted that Order 890 requires a conversion of AFC to ATC, but there is no language requiring a TFC conversion to TTC. Mr. Sorenson stated that MOD030 explains the conversion of AFC to TTC and that NERC included it, because it is in the Regulations.  The participants discussed making modifications to section Z to accommodate flow based modeling.  Mr. Slagel and Mr. Zhu explained that if the language in the first paragraph of section Z is struck as shown below, there would be no way for those that use the flowgate methodology and back calculate TTC to comply:

Standard Z:  TTC Narratives

A Transmission Provider shall post on OASIS a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for a change in monthly or yearly ATC values on a constrained path when a monthly or yearly ATC value changes as a result of a 10 percent or greater change in TTC.  

Ms. Otondo made a motion to include the struck portions of the text in the introductory paragraph.  Mr. Slagel seconded the motion and Mr. Pritchard requested a balanced vote.  The participants continued to discuss how the paragraph should be worded and two alternative sentences were proposed.  The first alternative was crafted by Mr. Wood and Mr. Saini as follows:

A Transmission Provider shall post a narrative when ATC value for a given month or year is changed on a constrained Posted Path as a result of a 10 percent or greater change in the corresponding TTC value.  
The second alternative was proposed by Mr. Green as follows:

A Transmission Provider shall post a narrative when a ATC value for a given month or year is changed or changes on a constrained path.  
Ms. Otondo accepted the alternate language as friendly amendments to her motion and the participants decided to take a vote.  The proposed language receiving a majority of the votes would be adopted by the group.  Ms. Otondo’s proposed language including the struck portions of the introductory text was approved by the group in 5 (original language) to 4 (1st alternative) to 1 (2nd alternative) vote.  [Vote 2].
Next, the participants reviewed the Midwest ISO comment on proposed standard Y.1.3.  Mr. Zhu and Mr. Slagel stated that the Midwest ISO comments on proposed standards Y.1.1 and Y.1.2 had been addressed in the review of previous comments.  Mr. Slagel stated that Midwestern ISO believes that requiring a narrative to be posted within one business day of the criteria in Y.1.1 and Y.1.2. being met is too restrictive.  Mr. Wood stated that Southern Company shares this position.  Mr. Green stated that he does not believe the one business day is overly restrictive as narratives are not posted very frequently.  After further discussion, Mr. Slagel made a motion to change the one business day time limit of Y.1.3. to a five business days time limit.  Mr. Womack seconded the motion.  Mr. Green called for a balanced vote and clarified that if the motion fails then the standard will remain at one business day.  The motion passed a balanced vote by a five to one margin.  [Vote 3].   
3. Next Steps
The participants agreed to continue responding to the comments at the January 3-4, 2008 conference call.  The group will begin by finishing the Midwest ISO and OATI comments before addressing the comments submitted by Puget Sound, EPSA, and Southern Company. 
4. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 4:32 pm Central.
5. Attendance and Voting Record
	Name
	Organization
	Sub Segment
	Vote 1
	Vote 2
	Vote 3

	Rebecca Berdahl
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission
	
	
	

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	
	
	
	

	Shelia Brae
	Pacific Corp
	Transmission
	
	
	

	Jim Cyrulewski
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	
	
	

	Barry Green
	EPSA
	Marketer/Broker
	Support
	Alternative 2
	Oppose

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Corporation
	Transmission
	Support
	Original
	Support

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	
	
	

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	
	
	
	

	Ross Kovacs
	Georgia Transmission
	Transmission
	Abstain
	Abstain
	

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
	IGO/RTO
	
	
	

	Larry Middleton
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Support
	
	

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service
	Transmission
	Support
	Original
	Support

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Distribution
	Oppose
	Original
	Abstain

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission
	Abstain
	Original
	Support

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	Transmission
	Support
	Alternative 1
	Support

	Ron Slagel 
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	
	Alternative 1
	Support

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	End User
	Support
	Abstain
	

	Lying Wang
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	
	
	

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project
	Distribution
	Oppose
	Original
	Abstain

	Troy Willis
	Georgia Transmission
	Transmission
	Abstain
	
	

	Jimmy Womack
	SPP
	IGO/RTO
	Support
	Alternative 1
	Support

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	Transmission
	Support
	Alternative 1
	Support

	Kun Zhu
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
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