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Retail Electric Quadrant and Retail Gas Quadrant

Technical Electronic Implementation Subcommittee
September 8, 2004

Final Minutes
1. Welcome

Mr. Behr opened the meeting, and welcomed the participants.  Ms. Kirby gave the antitrust advice.  Mr. Burden asked that review of the Trading Partner Agreement be added to the agenda.  Mr. Behr suggested that item #3 be struck from the agenda.  Item #4 on the agenda was changed to “Discussion/Update on RXQ Transaction” upon Mr. Behr’s suggestion.  Mr. Rothfuss made a motion to adopt the revised agenda and Mr. Burden seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted absent objection.

Ms. Wise made a motion to adopt the 6/29-30/04 and 8/6/04 draft minutes with no revisions.  Mr. Jarrett seconded the motion and the draft minutes were adopted by consent.

2. Review Transaction Service Request from ERCOT
Mr. Behr reminded the group of the brief discussion over the “Transaction Services NAESB Request Receipt ID” at the 8/6/04 meeting.  This document is located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_teis080604w2.doc.  Mr. Behr explained that a decision was needed on whether the group wished to move forward with ERCOT’s request.  If so, Mr. Behr suggested that the group discuss the next steps for the TEIS regarding the request. 
Mr. Burden commented that he approved of the idea of distinguishing between repeat transactions, the goal of the ERCOT request.  However, Mr. Burden suggested that the reference number, an existing data element in the request header structure, could also be used to differentiate between transactions.  Mr. Burden added that the reference number was previously added for this reason at the request of ERCOT.  Mr. Burden questioned whether ERCOT had considered employing the reference number data element to distinguish between repeat transactions.  Mr. Behr then explained that in light of the new information, it would be best to postpone further action on ERCOT’s request until the October 13-14 meeting in Pittsburgh.  Mr. Behr added that he would inform ERCOT representatives that the request would be discussed at this meeting, and suggest that they attend.         
3. Discussion/Update on RXQ Transactions
Mr. Rothfuss explained his concern that the TEIS was not aware of the changes the Retail CPS had made to various RXQ Transactions documents.  He continued by stating that several of the documents had been modified by the CPS to exclude certain formatting fields that had accommodated practices from different areas of North America.  Mr. Rothfuss explained that the CPS was approaching the documents as if there was one best practice, and that best practice would be set as the example within the document.  Different practices would no longer be included in the documents the CPS is drafting.  He added that the CPS had explained these actions by stating that the NAESB practices are voluntary, and that those markets that don’t comply or follow the best practice approach should not be disadvantaged.

Mr. Behr commented that he was unaware the CPS had taken this approach.  He added that in light of the recent industry surveys, the actions of the CPS might be premature and would most likely need to be reviewed after the surveys had been analyzed.  Mr. Rothfuss added that he wanted to update the TEIS as to the actions of the CPS, but that he was unsure of the actions the TEIS could take.  Mr. Behr added that he was also unsure of the steps the TEIS should take relevant to this new information.  Mr. Behr suggested postponing further discussion on this topic until the October 13-14 meeting, in order to allow time for review of the CPS documents.  He added that participants in the TEIS working on documents should consider delaying further work until a decision had been reached regarding this issue.

4. WGQ Trading Partner Agreement
Mr. Burden then reviewed the WGQ Trading Partner Agreement (TPA), and the request from the WGQ to modify the TPA for RXQ use.   He explained that his concerns with this request lay in the TPA being modified to include XML as a transport.  He added that the RXQ should decide if the TPA would be beneficial to the quadrant, and whether or not the RXQ wished to incorporate and use the TPA.  He explained that several disputes might be avoided or clarified, depending on the decision of the RXQ.  

Mr. Behr commented that past discussions over the TPA had revealed that the RXQ did not know if a TPA would ever exist in the quadrant, but if one did the retail quadrant outlined several items that were necessary to incorporate.  However, Mr. Behr stated that he had been a part of three different retail TPA efforts, and to his knowledge all three efforts had failed to pass in the RXQ .  Mr. Burden added that this reason left him under the impression the retail quadrant did not want a TPA.   He added that the RXQ could create their own TPA, and alleviate concerns of the gas TPA being modified for use in the retail quadrant. Mr. Burden also suggested that another option would be for the RXQ to add XML in the “Special Terms and Conditions” (relevant to the RXQ) portion of the TPA. 

Mr. Behr suggested that this topic also be postponed until members of the TEIS had the opportunity to review the TPA.   The TPA will be posted as a work paper for the October 13 & 14 meeting.        
5. Next Meeting

The next meeting of the Retail TEIS is scheduled for October 13 & 14 in Pittsburgh, PA.  The topics covered at the meeting will be the disposition of the ERCOT request for reference number, review of reference number data element, RXQ EDM review and preparation for publication, and RXQ Transaction Work.
6. Other Business

No other business was discussed at this time.

7. Adjourn

Mr. Burden made a motion to adjourn, which was seconded by Mr. Rothfuss.  The meeting was adjourned absent objection at 1:55 p.m.
8. Attendees

	Name

	Company

	George Behr

	Energy Services Group

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Greg Dodson
	Dominion

	Mark Jarrett
	Southern Company Services

	DeDe Kirby
	NAESB

	Dan Rothfuss
	Cinergy

	Barbara Wise
	Baltimore Gas & Electric
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