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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 REQ/RGQ TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM Participants and Interested Parties
FROM:
Ed Overtree, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Final Minutes REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM Meeting – January 12, 2007
DATE:
January 25, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM MEETING
January 12, 2007; 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., Central
FINAL MINUTES
1.
Welcome & Administration

Mr. Burden welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines. The subcommittee reviewed the draft agenda.  Mr. Burden suggested that an item be added for the discussion of the Sandia Report.  Ms. Wise moved, seconded by Mr. Cline, to adopt the agenda as modified.  The motion passed without objection.  Next, the subcommittee reviewed the redlined minutes from the November 29, 2006 conference call submitted by Mr. Burden.  Mr. Rothfuss moved, seconded by Ms. Wise, to adopt the minutes as revised by Mr. Burden.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  Final Minutes.
2. Continue Discussion and Analysis of AS2 and AS3 Protocols with the NAESB Internet Electronic Transport
Mr. Burden stated that the NAESB Internet Electronic Transport (IET) does not include specifications to rival the AS3 Protocol, so the comparison between the IET and the AS3 Protocol should not take up a great deal of the subcommittee’s time.  Mr. Burden posted work papers from previous WGQ EDM meetings to aid in the discussion for this meeting:  Proposed Modifications for EDIINT AS2 convergence, Revision 2.2. February 28, 2000 (work paper from EDM meeting on 3/3/2000 and Technical Comparison of EDIINT AS2 and GISB EDM (work paper from EDM meeting on 11/01/1999.
Mr. Rothfuss asked what are the specific differences between the AS2 Protocol and the IET.  Mr. Cline stated that one of the main differences is that the IET has elements that are mandatory that the AS2 Protocol does not include as mandatory elements.
Mr. Burden noted that DISA is reviewing the GS1 work paper, “EDIINT AS1 and AS2 Communication Transport Guidelines”
 to determine if DISA will adopt the specifications included in the GS1 paper or change the specifications based on what is defined in AS2.  Mr. Burden noted that if DISA determines that it will adopt a specification that is different than the AS2, DISA will have to submit a request to the IETF, the owners of the AS2 Protocol.  (Mr. Spangler distributed the GS1 paper to the individuals on the NAESB IET exploder, but the paper was not posted as a work paper for this meeting due to copyright considerations.)
Mr. Behr stated that the work of the subcommittee on this task should include the addition of a summary to the NAESB IET that includes a high level overview of the analysis of the IET as compared to the AS2 and AS3 Protocols.  It was a consensus of the group to include this modification to the IET as an action item for this effort.
Mr. Spangler noted that during the November 29, 2006 conference call, the group identified three areas to divide the analysis of the AS2 and AS3 Protocols:  1. the technical differences; 2. the non-technical differences; and 3 a survey of the depth of the use of the protocols within the industry.

After further discussion, the subcommittee agreed that it would concentrate its efforts on the development of a work paper that outlines the differences between the AS2 and AS3 Protocols as compared to the IET.  If it is the result of this work that the group would like to change the existing business practices, the work paper can include a recommendation for moving forward to be presented to the respective Executive Committees.  If the Executive Committees determine that the subcommittee should investigate its findings further, then a survey might be necessary at that time.
Mr. Behr volunteered to submit a first draft of the analysis for the AS2 Protocol and Mr. Burden volunteered to submit a first draft of the analysis for the AS3 Protocol.  The analysis documents will be written in laymen’s terms wherever possible.  
3. Sandia Report
Mr. Burden stated that the WGQ 2007 Annual Plan has an item assigned to the WGQ EDM and WGQ BPS to “Develop or amend WGQ technical standards, as appropriate, to address to the DoE Sandia National Laboratories 2006 surety assessment findings and recommendations.”  The Retail 2007 Annual Plan has an item assigned to the Retail TEIS and Retail BPS to “Address issues raised in the Department of Energy’s Sandia National Laboratories on NAESB technical standards and respond to the surety assessment findings and recommendations.  The Sandia National Laboratories 2006 surety assessment findings and recommendations is posted on the NAESB website:  October 23, 2006 - Department of Energy Surety Assessment Reports.
Mr. Burden suggested that this group begin to work on the analysis of the Sandia Report since the WGQ and Retail Quadrants both utilize the same IET.  This will be added to the agenda for the next meeting.
4. Next Steps/Other Business

The subcommittee scheduled several conference calls:
· January 24, 2007, 1:00 PM to 4:00 PM Central, conference call with web conferencing

· February 16, 2007, 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central, conference call with web conferencing

· March 5, 2007, 1:00 PM to 3:00 PM Central, conference call with web conferencing

· March 30, 2007, 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central, conference call with web conferencing
5. Adjourn 
Ms. Wise moved, seconded by Mr. Rothfuss, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 11:29 AM Central.
6.
Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	George Behr
	Energy Services Group
	Phone

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Jesse Cline
	EC Power
	In Person

	Julie Fortin
	MidAmerican Energy
	Phone

	Angela Gonzalez
	NAESB
	In Person

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person

	Annunciata Marino
	Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
	Phone

	Dan Rothfuss
	Duke Energy
	In Person

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	Phone

	Barbara Wise
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person
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