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DATE:

September 28, 2022
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

OASIS Subcommittee Meeting
September 28, 2022 from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
DRAFT MINUTES

1. Welcome
Mr. Quimby opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. Ms. Trum provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder. Mr. Quimby reviewed the agenda with the participants. The draft agenda was approved as final by consensus.
The subcommittee reviewed the agenda. A discussion on Minor Correction MC22008 was added as Agenda Item 2.  Also, Agenda Item 4 was included to briefly discuss a potential minor correction regarding MATCHING and REMAINING profiles.  The revised agenda was adopted as final by consensus.

The subcommittee reviewed the August 16, 2022 draft meeting minutes.  Mr. Wood moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  Mr. Steigerwald seconded the motion which passed a simple majority vote without opposition.  
The August 16, 2020 final meeting minutes may be accessed at the following link: https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis_css080420fm.doc. 
2. Discussion on Minor Correction MC22008

Ms. Trum noted that MC22008 and two work papers were posted for the meeting:

·  Attachment 1 to MC22008 contains redlines to the current standards, including the reservations in WEQ-002 and the updates to references within WEQ-001 and WEQ-013. 
· Attachment 2 to MC22008 is the draft of the new WEQ Cybersecurity book, WEQ-024X.  
Ms. Trum explained that the WEQ Executive Committee will consider the recommendation for the minor correction, along with the attachments, during its October meeting and NAESB would like to review the changes with the affected WEQ subcommittee beforehand.
Mr. Wood reviewed Attachments 1 and 2 with the participants, including the applicability section and the introductory language of WEQ-024, to ensure that the standards were correctly transferred.
Mr. Wood, seconded by Mr. Henderson, moved that the subcommittee approve the recommendation for MC22008.  The motion passed a simple majority vote with no objection or abstentions.
3. Discussion on Standards Request R22002 
Mr. Arbitelle submitted a work paper that identified potential areas of concern regarding FERC Order No. 881 (the Order).  He stated that Southern Company submitted Standards Request R22002 to determine whether standards should be developed in response to the Order.  
Mr. Arbitelle explained that Paragraph 4 of the Order requires that transmission providers – including RTOs/ISOs for transmission service at their seams – use ambient-adjusted ratings (AARs) as the basis for evaluation of transmission service requests (TSRs) that will end within 10 days of the request.  He stated that the Order also requires transmission providers – including RTOs/ISOs for transmission service at their seams – use AARs as the basis for their determination of the necessity of certain curtailment, interruption, or redispatch of transmission service anticipated to occur within those 10 days.  He asked whether transmission providers must now have a rolling 240-hour window of AAR adjusted Total Transfer Capability (TTC).
Ms. Ross provided MISO’s interpretation of the order regarding the use of AARs.  After some discussion, Mr. Arbitelle concluded that there are various interpretation as to the nature and treatment of the 240-hour rolling window. The subcommittee revised the work paper to note the different interpretations.
Next, Mr. Arbitelle asked whether seasonal ratings or AARs or a split of both methods are to be used for requests that begin within 10 days of the request and end more than 10 days.  Mr. Pacella explained that FERC stated seasonal ratings were okay for the time period outside of the 240 hours, but there are benefits to reliability for AARs within the 240 hours/10 days.  Ms. Ross and Mr. Stander agreed with the interpretation provided by Mr. Pacella.  Mr. Wood provided a scenario where two transmission services are submitted and one ends within the 10 days and the other ends after the 10 days.  He asked whether the transmission provider would use two different TTCs for those TSRs and whether there was a risk of over or under proscribing one of the TSRs.  He stated that, in order to maintain a level playing field for all TSRs, the first five days should use AAR and the next five days should use seasonal ratings. 
Mr. Arbitelle asked Ms. Ross, if a conservative AAR is used on a daily rating, then why would the transmission provider not use AAR across all ten days with ten different values.  Ms. Ross stated that AARs are calculated hourly, and the order does not proscribe that scenario.  Mr. Schingle stated that an analogy would be, if one has a one-day daily service submitted within its hourly horizon and hourly rejections occurred.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that he wants consistency over the 240 hours.  Mr. Advena stated that one does not to do a daily ATC or AFC calculation and pick the hour with the lowest AARs.  He asked whether that idea needs to be a NAESB Business Practice Standard, as long as there is compliance with what is in the order. 
Mr. Steigerwald stated that some items on the second page of the work paper seem to apply to the WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) work.  The subcommittee chairs agreed to request a meeting with the WEQ BPS chairs to further discuss the crossover.
The subcommittee moved to Paragraph 5 of the Order.  Mr. Steigerwald stated that limits used to be placed on TSRs to prevent them from being scheduled above Available Transfer Capability (ATC).  He stated that, in the past, transmission providers would curtail transmission based on a different number than what it was sold under. He asked the participants for any questions of comments on Paragraph 5.  Ms. Ross stated that, if there is an exception where an AAR will be available, an alternative should be used.  She explained that there is a hierarchy and AAR takes precedence over a seasonal rating.  Mr. Wood noted that if the evaluation of curtailments is different, then some TSRs will get curtailed and others will not.
The subcommittee moved to Paragraph 11 of the Order.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the second requirement in the paragraph is that transmission providers share their transmission owners’ transmission line ratings and methodologies with any transmission providers upon request.  He stated that the phrase “upon request” was odd because an extensive amount of data is available in the system template.  Mr. Arbitelle stated that the third requirement, is that transmission providers maintain a database of their transmission owners’ transmission line ratings and methodologies on the transmission provider’s OASIS site or another password-protected site.  Mr. Stander stated that the information does not have to be publicly available nor does there seem to be an intention to default to publicly available.  Mr. Kiefer stated that there was a follow-up order, FERC Order No.  881-A in which the Commission stated that the access should be no more limited that the transmission provider’s OASIS.  He stated that MISO interpreted the language to mean a step away from being public.   Mr. Kiefer added that a number of entities do make the information available publicly, so they will probably set the bar for FERC.  
Mr. Arbitelle asked what the point of posting on a different password-protected website would be and whether every transmission provider would choose their own site.  Mr. Advena stated that that is a good question, as PJM has a ratings application in the same place where customers put in outage requests and rating updates.  He stated that PJM has had many stakeholders who are supportive of submitting data through that application, and PJM would like to refrain from posting the same data in multiple applications.  Mr. Steigerwald stated that the Commission is providing the industry with a chance and space to see what makes sense.   The guidance to enhance transparency and availability seems at odds with an “only available upon request” process. Mr. Steigerwald stated that he did not see why transmission providers would not choose the most transparency by posting the information on OASIS. Mr. Keifer stated that MISO has discussed putting the information on a public website with a password and some considerations are market driven. He stated that it is not clear how we would post the database, as it has to be 5 years’ worth of ratings, which is 4 TB of data for companies like MISO.  Mr. Keifer explained that instead of a flat file to present the information, a web API to query the data would be needed. He explained that the MISO OASIS is a static content website, so, while OASIS has not been ruled out, the extranet may provide a leg up.
4. Other Business

Mr. Wood briefly reviewed a draft minor correction to be submitted to NAESB concerning the terms “MATCHING profile” and “REMAINING profile.”  He stated that WEQ-001 uses the terms “matching profile” and “remaining profile” in lower case, but, in the rest of the WEQ Business Practice Standards, the first word of the terms appears in all caps, since they are Restricted Values in the data element chart.  Mr. Quimby asked if there were any comments against the submission of the minor correction. None were offered.   
Mr. Wood stated that, on October 6, 2022, the WEQ Annual Plan Subcommittee will hold a meeting to go over the 2023 WEQ Annual Plan. He stated that 2022 WEQ Annual Plan Item 3.a has been completed, along with3.b.i,  3.b.ii, and 3.b.iii. Those recommendations will be voted on during the October EC meeting.  Mr. Wood stated that, in the 2023 WEQ Annual Plan meeting, there will most likely be a recommendation to divide the work on FERC Order No. 881 into two pieces, one assigned to OASIS and one assigned to the WEQ BPS.  Mr. Quimby noted that 2022 is the second year in a row that the OASIS Subcommittee has completed everything on its annual plan.
5. Identify Next Steps/Actions
The next WEQ OASIS Subcommittee meeting will be held on October 19, 2022.  During the call, the subcommittee will hear an Executive Committee update and discuss Standards Request R22002.
6. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned on a motion by Mr. Henderson at 11:46 AM.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.  
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