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Final Minutes
1. Welcome

Mr. Behr opened the meeting and welcomed the participants.  Ms. Kennedy gave the antitrust advice.   Ms. Wise made a motion, seconded by Mr. Rothfuss to adopt the agenda.  The agenda was adopted without objection.
Mr. Rothfuss made motion, seconded by Mr. Alston to adopt the minutes from September 8th as final minutes.  The minutes were adopted absent objection.

2. Disposition of ERCOT request for Reference Number, review of Reference Number data element
Mr. Behr asked the representatives from ERCOT present at the meeting to review two requests ERCOT has submitted to NAESB.  These requests include adding data elements to the request electronic package that is sent to a trading partner’s server and adding information to the content header of this electronic package.  Drafts of these requests are posted as on the NAESB website. (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_rgq_teis101304w3.doc and http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_rgq_teis101304w4.doc).
Ms. Katskee told the group the Transaction Services NAESB Request Receipt ID request asked for two data elements to be added to the content header of the Internet Electronic Transport “envelope.”  The two proposed data elements were drafted by ERCOT to be “receipt report id,” and “receipt report id original.”  Mr. Katskee explained that when a request is sent, and a return receipt is not received, or when a transmission is unsuccessful, the data is retransmitted.  These retransmissions create problems with trading partners’ systems.  The proposed data elements would allow for a reference of the original request to be included in the duplicate request.  This reference would come in the form of a receipt report identification number.
Mr. Katskee stated that ERCOT was asking the REQ/RGQ TEIS committee for input for the proposed changes.  Mr. Katskee told the group that benefits of these proposed data elements include potentially stopping duplicate order processes in back end systems and avoiding potential financial disasters.  Mr. Katskee told the group that the goal of this request is for these new data elements to be mutually agreed upon and not required data elements.

Mr. Behr asked what ERCOT’s intention was regarding this request.  Mr. Katskee replied that ERCOT is currently waiting for approval of this request by NAESB, but it is ERCOT’s intention to comply with NAESB standards regardless of the outcome of this request.

Mr. Behr stated that if the WGQ has no objection to this change, then he didn’t see any reason why these data elements should not be added.  Mr. Rothfuss stated that there shouldn’t be a problem in wholesale gas as long as the data elements are optional.  Mr. Alston reminded the group that the proposal is for the data elements to be mutually agreeable.

The committee recommended to Mr. Katskee that the data elements be renamed “refnum,” and “refnum-original.”  The committee also recommended that the data elements be 40 character maximum instead of the 15 character maximum in the proposal.  Mr. Katskee stated that he would make this change to the request.
Mr. Behr confirmed with Mr. Katskee that the refnum number would be unique over time.  Mr. Katskee stated that the number would be unique over time.  Mr. Alston asked if the payloads would have to be the same for the retransmission to come across with the original refnum.  Mr. Katskee stated that the refnum field would always be a populated field and that if the refnum and refnum original fields were the same, then it would be evident that the transmission was an original transmission.  If the refnum and refnum original fields are different, then it would be evident that the transmission was a retransmission of an original request.  Mr. Katskee stated further that if the refnum field was populated on every transmission, it would enable tracking via the refnum ID all the way through the back end system in addition to serving to help identify duplicate transmissions.

Mr. Katskee told the committee he would send an amended request to the Triage subcommittee taking the suggestions made at this meeting into consideration.  Mr. Katskee stated he would send an amended request to the NAESB Triage subcommittee.
The committee also reviewed ERCOT’s request to add a content type to the header.  Mr. Katskee explained that the request seeks to expand capabilities and remove definition of what type of data and add payload to any transmission so reports can be sent in xml format.
Mr. Dodson stated it was his understanding that was the original intent of the field.  Mr. Katskee explained that currently it is difficult to tell what type of report or transaction this is associated, especially when there are the same number of fields.  Mr. Behr confirmed that the request was seeking to just add a few more options, not to change the data element in any way.  Mr. Katskee stated that was correct and that the request simply seeks to add an additional field that identifies content type and format.
After discussion, the committee made recommendations to Mr. Katskee for changes to this request.  Mr. Katskee stated he would take the recommendations under consideration and send an amended request to the NAESB Triage subcommittee.
3. RXQ EDM Review and Preparation for Publication
The committee reviewed the document titled RXQEDM posted on the NAESB website as a work paper for this meeting (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_rgq_teis101304w1.doc).  The document that reflects the changes made at this meeting is posted as an attachment to these minutes on the NAESB website titled “RXQ EDM Revised 10/14/04” (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_rgq_teis101304a1.doc).
The committee discussed whether they should add a definition of trading partner to the definitions section.  The committee decided to wait to see if there was a NAESB Glossary definition that should be used so that there would not be conflicting definitions within NAESB standards.  Ms. Kennedy stated she would research whether there is a definition of trading partner in the NAESB Glossary and report back to the subcommittee.

Mr. Behr inserted issue numbers within the document to identify issues the committee needs to revisit and decide.  The committee assigned ownership to each of these issues for review at the next conference call.  Ms. Wise was assigned the definition of business day to be inserted in the ANSI ASC X12 Standards.  Mr. Behr volunteered to work on the FAQs Section.  Mr. Dodson volunteered to work on the Reference Guide Appendix and to provide a cross reference for what existed in the WGQ EDM standards with the retail EDM standards.  Mr. Caffall stated he would draft examples for Appendix C – Sample Technical Exchange Worksheet (TEW).
4. RXQ Transaction Work
The committee reviewed the REQ/RGQ Billing and Payment Standards drafted by the Customer Processes Subcommittee (CPS).  Mr. Behr had edited the document so that when it is completed it will be in the NAESB “book” form.  This document is posted as an attachment to these minutes on the NAESB website at:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf/req_rgq_teis101304a2.doc.
The committee reviewed the document with Mr. Alston, who is the chairperson of the REQ/RGQ Customer Processes Subcommittee.  Mr. Behr told the group that the CPS is almost finished drafting the Billing and Payment Standards which will then come to the TEIS for review.  Mr. Behr thought the group should review the latest version of the standards to see if there were any suggestions the TEIS members could make to the CPS before the CPS votes to send the standards to the TEIS.
Mr. Alston told the committee that during the drafting of the Billing and Payment Standards, it was the intent of the CPS to leave out political concepts and jurisdictional issues.  Mr. Alston asked if the TEIS would review the document to ensure this intention was consistent.

After discussion, Mr. Behr captured the suggested changes in the version notes at the beginning of the document for the CPS to review at their next meeting.  Mr. Behr noted that during his independent review of the data dictionaries, he added a Group Column for easier sorting purposes.

Mr. Behr requested that a member of the TEIS take ownership of each section in the Billing and Payment Standards drafted by CPS for review.  Mr. Behr stated he would review the data dictionaries.  Ms. Wise stated she would review Section 4.2.  Mr. Rothfuss stated he would review Section 4.3.
5. Next Meeting

The committee scheduled a conference call on Wednesday, November 10th from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Central time.  The committee will finalize issues of the RXQ QEDM and continue working on the transactions documents.  Mr. Behr will provide web conferencing for this call.

The committee scheduled a conference call on Thursday, December 9th from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Central time.  Agenda items at this conference call will include finishing work on the transactions document.  Mr. Behr will provide web conferencing for this call and the committee will take minutes as there will not be a NAESB representative available on this date.
6. Other Business

No other business was discussed.
7. Adjourn

Mr. Rothfuss made a motion to adjourn, which was seconded by Mr. Katskee.  The meeting adjourned at 1:00 p.m.
8. Attendees

	Name

	Company
	October 13
	October 14

	Rick Alston
	Old Dominion Electric Co-Op
	In Person
	

	Bill Barkas
	Dominion Retail
	In Person
	In Person

	George Behr
	ESG
	In Person
	In Person

	Bill Caffall
	Dominion Retail
	In Person
	In Person

	Greg Dodson
	Dominion Resources
	In Person
	In Person

	Tom Graham
	Allegheny Power
	In Person
	

	Clayton Katskee
	ERCOT
	In Person
	In Person

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Debbie McKeever
	TXU Electric Delivery
	In Person
	In Person

	Dan Rothfuss
	Cinergy
	In Person
	In Person

	Brandon Siegel
	Green Mountain Energy
	In Person
	In Person

	Nagaraju Valasagandla
	ERCOT
	In Person
	In Person

	Barbara Wise
	BGE
	In Person
	In Person

	Rick Zollars
	Dominion Retail
	In Person
	In Person
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