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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 Retail Gas Quadrant (RGQ) and Retail Electric Quadrant (REQ) Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) Participants and Interested Parties

FROM:
Todd Oncken, Deputy Director
RE:
REQ/RGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting Minutes – November 3, 2005
DATE:
November 15, 2005
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
REQ/RGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting
November 3, 2005; 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. Eastern
Hosted by Southern Company in Atlanta, GA

DRAFT MINUTES
1.
Welcome & Administration
Mr. Behr called the meeting to order and welcomed participants.  Mr. Oncken gave the antitrust advice and took roll.  Mr. Behr reviewed the draft agenda and item 3 [Review completed technical transactions for the RXQ Billing and Payments MBPs (from TEIS)] was deleted.  Mr. Rothfuss moved, seconded by Mr. Jarrett, to accept the agenda as modified.  The motion passed unanimously.  
The draft minutes from July 11, 2005 and September 28, 2005 were reviewed.  No modifications were offered.  Mr. Jarrett moved, seconded by Mr. Rothfuss, to adopt the draft minutes from July 11, 2005 and September 28, 2005 as presented.  The motion passed unanimously.

2. Continue working on information requirements for the RXQ Customer Information MBPs
The subcommittee generally reviewed the draft RXQ Customer Information TIBP and then specifically discussed each section.  The attachment to these minutes contains the redlined changes made to the document during the meeting.  Mr. Behr summarized that the RXQ Customer Information MBPs include: 1) a request for historical information; 2) a response to that request indicating that the request is rejected or accepted providing some account level information; and 3) if accepted, a separate data envelope containing twelve months of history on the account.  The subcommittee determined it would be appropriate to organize these aspects into two sections, commonly known as the 814 and 867 transactions.  
The subcommittee discussed how the 814 transaction should be structured.  One suggestion was to include one action per LIN (or one account per 814 transaction) with multiple services out to the right.  Ms. Teel and Mr. Behr supported this structure.  Mr. Behr explained that proceeding with this structure would mean that an 814 transaction is rejected based on a reference number located in the header.  During this discussion it was noted that the data dictionaries should not be X12-format specific.
Mr. Behr explained that historical usage information is currently transmitted through an 814 transaction and an 867 transaction.  Comparing that framework to the RXQ Customer Information MBPs, Mr. Behr stated the data points detailed in the Customer Information Set would be split between the two transactions.  Mr. Precht stated splitting the information was acceptable from an RXQ BPS perspective, because the RXQ BPS was only concerned with the data to be transmitted – not how it was transmitted.  
The subcommittee discussed the data dictionary for the 867 transaction, including the level of detail at which the data should be transmitted.  Transmitting the data for interval transactions was discussed separately because of differences in data volume.  Options to transmit traditional data included:  1) a total summary; 2) a monthly summary; 3) individual data for individual meters; or 4) a combination of the above.  Ms. Teel suggested that the data should be transmitted at the lowest level available, and then the receiving party would have the necessary information to evaluate and/or summarize the data to their requirements.  Mr. Precht added that individual data points could provide value to a supplier by showing fluctuations in demand.  

Mr. Behr expressed concern with transmitting individual data points for interval data, because there could be as many as 100 points of data daily for each meter.  The subcommittee supported sending the data with as much detail as possible.  Discussion revealed that different participants had different data requirements.  Mr. Behr proposed that interval data would be presented at 1) an aggregate number; 2) the most detailed level available; and 3) a monthly total.  
Mr. Behr proposed to make additional changes to the document before the next meeting based on the discussions today.  Additionally, the MBP references should be reviewed and updated.  
3. Begin working on information requirements for the RXQ Customer Invoice MBPs 
Mr. Precht stated the RXQ BPS would likely complete its work on the RXQ Customer Invoice MBPs (except for the process flows) at the December 7 conference call.  
4. Next Steps/Other Business
The next RXQ IR conference call (with web conferencing) was scheduled for December 2, 2005 from 9:00 a.m. to noon Central.  The subcommittee will review the current draft of the document and possibly report it to the RXQ BPS for review at their December 7 conference call.
5. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at noon Eastern.
6.
Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	Comments

	George Behr
	ESG
	In Person

	Mark Jarrett
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Todd Oncken
	NAESB
	Phone

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas & Electric
	In Person

	Dan Rothfuss
	Cinergy
	In Person

	Jennifer Teel
	EC Power
	In Person
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