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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Information Technology Subcommittee (ITS) Members, NERC Transaction Information System Working Group (TISWG) Members, Joint Registry Working Group Members, and Interested Industry Participants
FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager, NAESB 

RE
Final Minutes from the Joint NERC/NAESB Registry Working Group Meeting – January 26-27, 2005
DATE:

February 4, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
Joint NERC/NAESB Registry Working Group Meeting
January 26-27, 2005
Final Minutes
1.
Administration
Mr. Landrum welcomed the participants.  The participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  Mr. Burden asked to add in an update on Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) early in the agenda.  The item was added under the “Industry Update” portion of agenda item #2 “NERC and NAESB Coordination.”  Mr. Singh asked to introduce additional items related to tagging, time allowing.  This topic was scheduled for discussion under agenda item #4 “E-Tag Enhancements”, time allowing.  The modified agenda was adopted by consensus.  
2.
NERC and NAESB Coordination
a. Coordinating NERC/NAESB Effort

i) TSIN Registry, OASIS (Open Access Same-Time Information System), E-Tagging, business practices and Interconnected Operations, TLR - Mr. Landrum reviewed the coordination involved between NERC and NAESB on the Version 0 effort.  He added that to ensure that the needs of NERC and NAESB are met by the TSIN registry effort, close coordination was necessary between the groups.  Mr. Landrum stated that coordination between the groups should help to ensure a successful effort.  Mr. Scott stated that coordination was necessary at the working group level, before a proposal was drafted and sent to the NERC Standards Authorization Committee (SAC) in the case of a Standards Authorization Request (SAR), NAESB in the case of a Request for Standards Development, and then ultimately to the Joint Interface Committee (JIC) for approval of assignment to either NERC or NAESB.  
Mr. Scott explained that one of the goals of this group was to discuss various subjects, such as interchange, E-Tag, and other issues related to the TSIN registry effort.  Mr. Scott stated that this group would provide information to the industry concerning registration and provide a forum for discussion of registry issues.  

b. Industry Update

i) Version 0 Registration and Implementation - Mr. Scott stated that regions are to submit their organization registration matrix for registry on January 28, 2005.  He added that this group would not take on the responsibility of making sure entities were registered, rather the group would make a good faith effort to be informed and up-to-date on the registration process and the issues that arise with Version 0 registration implementation.  Mr. Landrum asked that discussion on this topic be tabled until agenda item #3 “E-Tag and Version 0.”  

ii) OASIS II  
(1) OASIS II Phased Implementation - Mr. Singh gave the update on OASIS II development.  Mr. Singh explained that the OASIS II task force had developed a set of guidelines on what OASIS II should address, along with an implementation plan.  (“OASIS II Scope, Version 1, Final” is found on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/OASIS_II_Scope_v1_F_07-27-2004_wto.doc, and the August 30-31, 2004 final minutes of the ESS OASIS II Task Force and Joint OASIS II Implementation Task Force [contains implementation plan] are found on the NAESB website at  http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_oasis2_083004fm.doc.)  He stated that OASIS II would be based on a web services model.  Mr. Sorenson added that backward compatibility for E-Tag will be maintained until future E-Tag versions.

(2) NAESB/NERC OASIS Conference
 - Ms. McQuade stated that the NAESB/NERC OASIS Conference would be held on March 29, 2005 at the FERC building in Washington, D.C.  Ms. McQuade explained that an initial draft agenda had been developed by Ms. McQuade, Mr. Rosenberg, Mr. Power, and Mr. Scott at a meeting held on January 21, 2005.  She stated that a list of potential speakers for the conference was still needed.   Mr. Scott said that this group would be discussing and reviewing the agenda, as well as providing the list of speakers for the conference.

The group discussed the inclusion of an explanation of OASIS II in the agenda, as well as other E-scheduling initiatives by the industry. In particular, the group discussed whether more information was needed on how to standardize the process for bidding at auctions and receiving answers to bids.  Mr. Scott explained that some OASIS II items may be handled by the Common Information Model (CIM) or other industry E-scheduling initiatives.  Other E-scheduling initiatives by the industry were included in the conference agenda as item #4 “Related Industry Initiatives”.  (Agenda for the March 29, 2005 OASIS Conference is located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_oasis2_032905a.doc.)  
An update on OASIS IA business standards developments and modifications was also included under agenda item #4.  The update and discussion on OASIS IA and OASIS II will be led by Mr. Singh.  
The group also discussed the requirements of the FERC Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANOPR) “Open Access Same-Time Information System Phase II”
.  The item “Requirements of the ANOPR” will be discussed and explained by Mr. Rosenberg at the March 29 OASIS Conference under agenda item #2 “Conference Objectives and Goals.”  
The group discussed whether the purpose of OASIS was changing due to the decline in the number of PTP transactions.  Mr. Rosenberg explained that as long as PTP transactions were occurring, it was necessary to ensure open access.  

Mr. Rosenberg stated that the goal of the FERC was to move forward in a coordinated fashion with standards development to avoid duplication between NAESB, NERC, and the RTOs.  Mr. Sorenson commented that a main goal of the conference was to find out if the industry was in favor of going forward with OASIS II, to find about other industry initiatives that existed, and to then coordinate these efforts.  Mr. Singh stated that if a “one-stop-shop” for procurement of transmission rights was to be developed for customers, bridges between standards were necessary.  

The group then discussed the “one-stop-shop” concept.  Mr. Singh suggested that the topic be raised at the conference.  The group agreed to let the industry raise such concepts for discussion at the conference.  

Ms. McQuade stated that assignments or action items resulting from the conference that would result in standards development would either result in a SAR or a Request for Standards Development, which after review and acceptance by either NERC or NAESB would then be forwarded to the JIC for discussion and approval of assignment.  She added that NERC, NAESB and the ISO-RTO Council (IRC) are  represented on the JIC and have equal decision making authority.  
Next, the group listed potential panel speakers for the conference.  Ms. McQuade suggested that members of the panels not give presentations, but rather respond to a series of questions that would involve the audience more directly.  Mr. Sorenson stated that a panel of the conference should consist of members from all segments of the industry.  Members of this panel would provide answers to what they think the goals of OASIS II should be.  He added that after related industry initiatives are discussed, another item should be added to the agenda that would provide a forum for audience members to be asked about the direction and scope of OASIS II.  The item was added as #5 “Panel/Open Discussion – Comparing Industry Requirements and OASIS Goals.”  Mr. Sorenson and Mr. Singh stressed that the conference should be structured so that it leads to open discussion about the direction of OASIS II.  Questions to be asked of the audience are included under agenda item #5.   
For agenda item #3 “Industry Panel”, the group decided to include participants from several industry segments including market, market operator, pro-forma TSPs, generation, and public power.  Members of the task force were assigned potential panel members from these segments to contact.  The final list of panel members is included in the March 29 OASIS Conference Agenda.     
iii) PKI Update – Mr. Burden gave the update on PKI.  He stated that the group was reviewing the e-Marc Certificate Policy document and making a few necessary revisions due to information contained in the tables of the document not matching information in the body text of the document.  He stated that the document would be corrected shortly.  Mr. Burden explained that the document had changed substantially since April of 2004.  He noted that the earlier version was based on a root centric model, with NERC as management of the root.  Mr. Burden stated that the e-Marc Certificate was now based on a web of trust model, which encourages more market participation within the industry.  

Mr. Burden stated that the request NAESB is currently functioning under for the e-Marc Certificate would require NAESB to adopt the version of the certificate approved by NERC.  He added that this was conditioned on the certificate being approved by NERC after an open comment period process.  Mr. Sorenson added that if NERC does not move the document through the ANSI accredited process, it will be necessary for NAESB to move the document through the ANSI accredited NAESB process before adoption at NAESB.  Mr. Burden volunteered to contact Ms. Constantini of NERC for more information on how the NERC process for the e-Marc Certificate will progress.  Mr. Burden will update the task force with this information at the next meeting.    

3. 
E-Tag and Version 0
The group discussed potential changes in NERC E-Tag 1.7.095 functional specifications to align with requirements contained in Version 0.  Mr. Scott reviewed the changes regarding terms in E-Tag and the functional model, which can be viewed in the attachment to these minutes “Migration of E-Tag from NERC Policies to NERC Reliability Functional Model” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its012605a1.doc.  Mr. Scott added that pieces of the functional model were included in Version 0 and were therefore adopted.  Mr. Sorenson stated that Version 1 completes the functional model and introduces the IA (Interchange Authority).  He added that terminology changes should be made mandatory with the adoption of Version 1.   Mr. Hansen stated that Version 1 should contain an implementation plan that includes modifications necessary for registry.  Mr. Scott questioned the group about the effects of potentially never having a Version 1, rather several forms of Version 0.  The group agreed that it would then be necessary to revise the functional model to include the IA.  
Mr. Barth suggested that this topic was a business, rather than technical, issue.  He added that business groups could request vendors to adopt the functional model terminology, but functional specifications would not be changed due to timing and the application of the model.  Mr. Scott explained that the potential to classify this issue as reliability came from the possible confusion that could ensue with the use of different terms.  

After additional discussion, the group came to the following resolution: The task force recommends no changes at this time to the current NERC E-Tag functional specifications.  The NERC IS may want to minimize confusion over terminology usage by either recommending the use of current NERC E-Tag functional specification terminology, or that the terminology of Version 0 is employed.  The group discussed a firm cut off date for the change from NERC E-Tag functional specification terminology to Version 0 terminology.  The group agreed to recommend no changes in schema until Version 1.  The recommendation will be discussed among various groups and at various levels including the NERC Interchange Subcommittee (IS).  

4.
E-Tag Enhancements
No discussion at this time.

5.
TSIN Registry Overview
No discussion at this time.  

6.
Mission and Scope of Joint Registry Working Group
Next, the group discussed the mission and scope of the joint registry task force.  The group decided to maintain the task force as one working group with joint participation from NERC and NAESB.  Mr. Landrum explained that a group was needed to facilitate discussion between NERC and NAESB on registry issues.  He added that the group would be a source of information on registry issues for the industry, and remain updated on issues surrounding the registry.  Mr. Scott stated that this group would be the management of building the registry.  He added that the group would discuss other issues as well such as E-Tag enhancements and implementations, OASIS, and interchange scheduling. 

Mr. Sorenson listed the duties of the task force as the following: to be a central clearinghouse for TSIN registry issues, to handle maintenance items related to the TSIN registry, to make upgrades to the registry when and if needed, to oversee the implementation and process of the registry, and to deal with security issues related to the registry.  
Mr. Scott explained that NERC would continue to maintain the registry.  He added that funding issues would not be decided by this group, but ideas on having funds set up for maintenance of the registry could be included in a project proposal to the appropriate leadership at NERC and NAESB.  

The group discussed the scope of the task force and agreed that participation from members of the NAESB WEQ ESS/ITS, NERC TISWG, and NERC IS was needed for joint meetings.  Mr. Scott explained that the group should focus on the interface between NERC and NAESB regarding the above topics.  He added that the task force would be a technical group, rather than a standards development group.  Mr. Scott explained that NAESB and NERC issues that arise will proceed through the respective processes.  

Mr. Harshbarger and Mr. Hansen will serve as co-chairs of the task force.          

7.
Moving Forward – Action Items
Mr. Scott will draft the mission statement for the task force.  Members of the groups will contact potential panel speakers for the March 29, 2005 OASIS conference as assigned.  A conference call will be held amongst the task force leadership to finish the details of the agenda for the March 29, 2005 OASIS Conference, and to discuss other details of the formation of the task force.  

8.
Other Business
No other business was discussed at this time.

9.
Next Steps and Future Meetings
No meetings of the task force were scheduled at this time.

10. 
Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by consensus at 2:30 p.m. Central time.

11.
Attendance

	Name:
	
	Organization:
	In Person/via Phone
	Days Attended

	Baggett
	Tonya
	WAPA
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27

	Baisden
	Dan
	Southern Company
	In Person
	Jan 27

	Barth
	Bob
	Cinergy
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Bishop
	Richard
	Pacificorp
	via Phone
	Jan 26

	Blevins
	Bill
	NERC
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Bowe 
	John
	TVA
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27

	Fidrych
	Mark
	WAPA
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27

	Franz
	Marilyn
	Sierra Pacific Power
	via Phone
	Jan 27

	Hansen
	Jim
	SCL
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Harshbarger
	Bob
	PSE
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Hartwell
	James
	NPCC
	via Phone
	Jan 27

	Hudson
	Jim
	BPA
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Landrum
	Monroe
	Southern Company
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Lewis
	Wayne
	Progress Energy
	via Phone
	Jan 27

	McQuade
	Rae
	NAESB
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Mendrala
	Cheryl
	ISO New England
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27

	Rehman
	Barbara
	BPA
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Roberts
	Timothy
	BPA
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Rosenberg
	Marv
	FERC
	via Phone
	Jan 26

	Saini
	Narinder
	Entergy
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27

	Scott
	Gordon
	NERC
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Simonelli
	John
	ISO New England
	via Phone
	Jan 27

	Singh
	Jagjit
	SRP
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Sorenson
	Paul
	OATI
	In Person
	Jan 26 & 27

	Stone
	Larry
	Soft Smiths, Inc.
	In Person
	Jan 26

	Szot
	Lisa
	California ISO
	via Phone
	Jan 26 

	Thomas
	James
	Entergy
	via Phone
	Jan 26

	Wood
	JT
	Southern Company
	via Phone
	Jan 26 & 27


� Although not an assigned task of the NERC/NAESB Joint Registry Task Force, the agenda item “NAESB/NERC OASIS Conference” was discussed during the meeting due to special circumstances, including the presence of several participants of the OASIS II task force.  Discussion of OASIS II and related events is normally assigned to the WEQ OASIS II task force and the results of the discussions were forwarded to the members of the WEQ OASIS II task force.  As much of the membership is shared, it was deemed expedient to hold the discussions during this meeting.        


� FERC Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANOPR), Docket No. RM00-10-000, 92 FERC ¶ 61,047 (July 14, 2000).





NERC/NAESB Joint Registry Task Force 1/26-27/05 Meeting Final Minutes 
Page 2

