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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 of the REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR 

and WGQ EDM Meeting – January 24, 2007
DATE:
February 16, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM CONFERENCE CALL
January 24, 2007: 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m., Central
FINAL MINUTES
1.
Welcome & Administration

Mr. Burden conducted the roll call and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Overtree read the antitrust guidelines. The subcommittee reviewed the draft agenda.  Mr. Spangler moved, seconded by Ms. Wise, to adopt the agenda as drafted, without changes.  The motion passed without objection.  Next, the subcommittee’s WGQ EDM participants reviewed the redlined minutes from the October 16, 2006 WGQ EDM subcommittee conference call draft minutes.  Mr. Spangler moved, seconded by Mr. Rothfuss, to adopt the October 16 minutes.  The motion passed without objection.  Then the subcommittee reviewed the proposed draft minutes from January 12, 2007 REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM meeting.  Mr. Behr moved, seconded by Mr. Spangler, to adopt the January 12 minutes.  The motion passed without objection.  Both sets of final minutes will be posted on the NAESB website.
2. Continue discussion on AS2 and AS3 Protocols comparison with the NAESB Internet Electronic Transport.  Review and discuss posted work paper
Next the subcommittee commented on Mr. Behr’s work paper, a proposed high level overview of the analysis of the Internet Electronic Transport (IET), as compared to the AS2 and AS3 Protocols, posted at www.naesb.org/pdf2/req_rgq_teis_ir_wgq_edm012407w1.doc.  Aside from typos, the changes suggested were:  

· Mr. Cline suggested highlighting in the section Header Data Elements that GLN, rather than DUNS, numbers will be used, and to add SSL encryption in the internet.
· The subcommittee agreed that Migration should be a separate section.

· The subcommittee agreed that a recitation of AS3 changes should be added, together with a statement that otherwise AS2 and AS3 are identical.
· AS1 should be mentioned in sections High-Level Differences, Receipts, and Certificates, with the corresponding pluralization of verbs that will require
· Mr. Burden asked whether or not AS1 should be added to the comparative table, but the subcommittee decided not to do so, but instead to delete AS1 references elsewhere in the work paper.

· Mr. Burden asked for addition to the section Vendor Support of a link to NAESB vendor support at www.naesb.org/materials/certification.asp.
· Add the word “these” before the words “certified software vendors” to avoid the implication that other vendors may be excluded, since certification is intended to be strictly voluntary, not mandatory.

NAESB will post Mr. Behr’s work paper, redlined to show changes made during this conference call, on naesb.org along with these minutes for the convenience of Messrs. Behr and Burden, who undertook to make the above and conforming changes and adapt the work paper draft for eventual insertion in NAESB’s IET Manual.

Next Mr. Burden requested that the NAESB Board of Directors’ Certifications Committee consider creating IET vendor certifications for WEQ EDM, and asked Mr. Behr whether or not RXQ will eventually need vendor certifications.  Mr. Behr replied that he believes retail IET vendor certification will someday become a RXQ “Book” of standards.   

Mr. Behr requested that the final work paper be considered for inclusion in the FAQs for the IET Manual.  Mr. Overtree undertook to show the work paper to Ms. McQuade and ask her whether or not it is complete enough to add to the FAQs, as well as where in the IET Manual it should be inserted.
3. Start technical research for response to the Sandia Labs review of the Internet ET and REQ/RGQ/WGQ QEDMs.  Initial effort will be to categorize the Sandia Labs review line items, then work through them - from simple/low impact items to more complex.

Mr. Burden asked whether or not all NAESB Quadrants will be responding to Sandia Labs in the same document, because if so, this Joint subcommittee’s responses will have to be co-authored by WEQ.  Mr. Overtree undertook to ask Ms. McQuade this question.

Mr. Burden then suggested the subcommittee begin by dividing Sandia’s recommendations into three categories:

· Those requiring an explanation of current standards, but where a change in them is not desirable (example – identity theft)

· Those the subcommittee agrees will require changes in the standards
· Everything else

The subcommittee thereupon divided the following Sandia recommendations (in the order they appear in Sandia’s written review) according to the method suggested by Mr. Burden:  

· Software versions (section 5 at p. 4):  Agree that latest software versions should be set forth in the standards, though latest versions cannot be mandatory due to interoperability requirements.

· Workstation configurations (section 5 at p. 4):  Explain that industry participants are not expected to accept mandatory standards, and NAESB doesn’t mandate standards in any event.

· Security guidelines (p. 17):  Explain the industry’s balancing security and open access for all, as well as the voluntary, not mandatory or regulatory, nature of NAESB’s standards.  Mr. Behr suggested adding to the standards a list of recommended security precautions, while at the same time emphasizing that NAESB seeks to facilitate cooperation and communication in the marketplace.
Mr. Overtree undertook to draft and post for the next conference call a draft table with columns headed “Sandia Review Location,” “Recommendation,” “Response” and “Next Steps and Deliverables,” or the like, for the subcommittee’s use in continuing its review. 
4. Review existing meeting schedule.  Make changes if necessary

The subcommittee continues to schedule the following conference calls:

· 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 3:52 PM Central.
6.
Attendance (all by phone)
	Name
	Organization

	George Behr
	Energy Services Group

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Bill Caffall
	Dominion Retail

	Jesse Cline
	EC Power

	Ed Gladysz
	Dominion 

	Angela Gonzalez
	NAESB

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB

	Annunciata Marino
	Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB

	Dan Rothfuss
	Duke Energy

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies

	Barbara Wise
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
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