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NOTES OF THE

TEXAS REGIONAL ENTITY
LSERWG Meeting
Room 206B, MET Center, 7620 Metro Center Drive, Austin, TX 78744
February 27, 2009
Meeting Attendees
	Name
	Company
	Function
	In Person
	On the Phone

	Joel Firestone
	Direct Energy
	QSE
	X
	

	John Brockhan
	CenterPoint
	TO
	X
	

	Tim Soles
	Oxy
	QSE
	X
	

	Liz Jones
	Oncor
	DP, TO
	X
	

	Rick Keetch
	Reliant
	QSE
	X
	

	Dana Showalter
	ERCOT
	ERCOT
	X
	

	Matt Morais
	ERCOT
	ERCOT
	X
	

	Richard McLeon
	STEC
	DP, TO, GO, GOP, TP
	X
	

	Gaston Mejia
	BP Energy
	QSE
	X
	

	Casey McFaden
	BP Energy
	QSE
	X
	

	John Pasierb
	Tex-LA/GSEC
	DP
	X
	

	Bil Kahanek
	Bluebonnet
	DP, TO
	X
	

	Susan Vincent
	Texas RE
	
	X
	

	Robert Kelley
	Brazos Electric Coop
	DP, TO
	X
	

	David Carpenter
	Brazos Electric Coop
	DP, TO, QSE
	X
	

	Anthony Alford
	CenterPoint
	TO
	X
	

	Don Robert
	San Bernard Elec Coop
	DP, TO
	X
	

	Barry Kremling
	GVEC
	TO
	X
	

	Jerry Ward
	Luminant
	
	X
	

	Tom Burke
	Luminant
	
	X
	

	Gregory Baumbach
	New Braunfels
	TO
	X
	

	Glenn Pressler
	CPS
	
	
	X

	Thad Ness
	AEP
	
	
	X

	Eddy Reece
	GVEC
	
	
	X

	Matt Pawlowski
	NextEra
	
	
	X

	Brad Cox
	Tenaska
	QSE
	
	X

	Ronnie Hoeinghaus
	Garland P&L
	
	
	X

	McTavish
	GEUS
	
	
	X

	Tim Craig
	
	
	
	X

	Tony Sheikhi
	Texas RE
	
	X
	

	Sarah Hensley
	Texas RE
	
	X
	

	Lindley Ellisor
	Texas RE
	
	X
	


Tony Sheikhi called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.  The meeting notes from the meeting on January 30 were reviewed, with no comments or changes from the group.  Tony reviewed the direction from FERC that we cannot remove functions from standards and the conclusion that the most efficient way to come to a short-term solution is to do a Joint Registration Organization (JRO).  Susan Vincent mentioned that the consensus between Regional Entities is that the national standards will need to be changed.  
The timeline that the JRO will be in place was discussed.  MOD-17 – MOD-021 are part of NERC project 2010-04 which will not begin work until 2010.  So the JRO will be in place until the national standards are approved by FERC
A comment was made stating that entities which perform the functions assigned to LSE in the discussed standards are going to have to register as the LSE function, and are prepared to do so with specific language in the JRO.  

A specific question about what evidence could be provided by a TO to show compliance with BAL-005-0.1a.  Texas RE said that auditors have accepted maps showing meter locations and in a situation where the company has 2.5 million meters, the auditors would probably take a sample of the meters’ locations.  
There was discussion about LAARs being considered under certain LSE requirements.  NERC and FERC view LAAR more like a resource.  If a QSE’s communication headquarters has a sabotage event, they need to comply with the CIP standards.  If the QSE is registered as GO/GOP but is in a separate location, they will need to have their own procedures to comply.

A question came up as to why QSEs are being registered as LSEs for CIP-001 if they don’t have assets.  Texas RE replied that the facility is whatever the communication system is.  We will look at the requirements this would make QSEs responsible for to determine whether we need to go down to the LAAR level.
For the purpose of drafting the JRO, Texas RE needs to know exactly how to word who the LSE function is, what exactly is required and what will the sub organizations need to do to ensure compliance.  

The effective date of the JRO is the date that newly registered entities must be compliant with CIP-001.  If Texas RE has to register by force, entities must be compliant on the date they are registered. 
A suggestion was made that we take one of these standards as an example and draft some language to see how it will work out with others.  The JRO works best when entities specify what they currently do anyway.  Ex.  In the MOD standards, what we’ll most likely find is that the entities submit information to ERCOT and ERCOT compiles it and sends it to NERC.
A question came up about whether this will be one agreement or will each company have their own agreement with ERCOT.  Texas RE said there will be one agreement and entity functions will become “Entity A”, etc.  If requirements are being broken up between multiple functions, the JRO language will specify what each function does for that requirement.

The definition of “Market Load” came up.  For this purpose it is interruptible due to a contract between parties (ex ERCOT and LAAR), different from interruptible load as we have traditionally defined it in the ERCOT market.

Texas RE suggested that potentially affected Responsible Entities submit proposed language describing each entity’s tasks and responsibilities with respect LSE-applicable standards.   Texas RE requested ERCOT to take the action to be the first drafter of the JRO language on the MOD standards to let us know who else should be included.  

Texas RE will send the LSE Standards Applicability Matrix to the group so that the group may reply with comments.  Comments should be included in the spreadsheet so that Texas RE can easily identify which requirements are being commented on.  Comments will be sent to nercregistration@texasre.org.  
It was requested that comments be returned in about two weeks and the LSERWG will meet again in one month.  Texas RE will set up a meeting with QSEs with LAAR or EILS.  Texas RE suggested that entities meet by function to coordinate responses.  A formal announcement will be sent with timeline and the matrix.
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