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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 – March 20, 2007
DATE:
March 30, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
REQ/RGQ Joint TEIS/IR and WGQ EDM CONFERENCE CALL
March 20, 2007:  1:00 p.m. to 3:00 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.  Mr. Burden explained that five work papers he had emailed to the NAESB office have apparently never arrived, due to email server problems at naesb.org:  

· Revised Agenda for today’s meeting

· Redline to the February 16 meeting minutes

· Latest AS2/AS3 redraft with Leigh Spangler’s new Migration section
· Request 06008 from National Fuel Gas Distribution to WGQ 
· Sandia responses matrix redraft
Mr. Burden suggested that in view of the above, he proposes two amendments to today’s Agenda—adding Request 06008 and postponing until the next meeting, scheduled for March 30, discussion and approval of meeting minutes from January 18 and February 16 and the AS1/AS2 redraft.  He asked Mr. Overtree to post those three work papers for the March 30 meeting.  He asked Mr. Overtree to update the Sandia responses matrix to reflect today’s discussion when he receives the matrix, and also post for the March 30 meeting.

2.  
Continue discussion on AS2 and AS3 Protocols comparison 

with the NAESB Internet Electronic Transport
Postponed until March 30. 

3. Continue drafting responses to the Sandia Labs review of 


the Internet ET and REQ/RGQ/WGQ QEDMs 

The subcommittee then discussed Sandia sections 7.1.4, 7.1.10 and 7.1.14 through the end, without attempting to finalize the detailed language of each response, but merely to flag in shorthand words what needs to be done to draft the full responses, as follows:

7.1.4   Cannot change “should” to “shall” for Retail entities.  Mr. Burden found WGQ BPS’s prior response and recommends using the same language this time.
7.1.10   Believe NAESB already complies(?)  Also research how big a problem this will be for market participants if it entails simultaneous encryption.  Must be careful not to effectively require decryption. 
7.1.14   Sandia is concerned with resends and therefore Refnum.  Consider responding by instead adding language to Trading Partner Agreement to remediate bogus Refnums.
7.1.15   Can do digital signatures, but response may depend on the response to 7.1.10.  
7.1.16   Internet ET is not advocating outsourcing of security.
7.1.17   Sandia made the same comment re malicious attackers to WGQ in its first review, and we should make the same response to be consistent (hindering public access and readily available elsewhere anyway).  Mr. Spangler suggested asking NAESB whether or not a directory of informational websites is even still used or needed, in this post-Google world.  Mr. Overtree undertook to find out how much traffic NAESB’s list receives and whether or not the directory could just be deleted.  If this is the course, then we need to update other WGQ Standards. 
7.1.18   Malicious attackers can use 19 ports that are open per the Internet ET specs.  Mr. Overtree undertook to research whether or not the open ports are being used.  One way to respond is to move the designation of ports to the Trading Partner Agreement. 
7.1.19   Security for ports in use.  Again, one way to respond is to move the designation of ports to the Trading Partner Agreement.

However, TPA-designated ports still need to be accessible to the public, because the benefits to the industry outweigh exposure to hacking.  Moreover, port locations are already publicly available elsewhere.  See previous WGQ Sandia response.
7.1.20   Message replay attacks—repeat same response as WGQ to the first Sandia review, that encryption precludes interception, though not “middlemen” hacking, but the latter are unlikely make the investment necessary to be capable of disruption.  
7.2.1   Same response as 7.1.2

7.3.1   Admit to pagination problems, but otherwise Sandia’s comment is false.

7.3.2   Should we add a reference to what digits mean?

7.3.3   Meanwhile, numbering references to all pending standards have been corrected or enacted in the current Manual.
7.3.4   There are two differently-worded “definitions” of Exchange Failure, delete the less specific one.  Question no. 1 is not a problem.  “Time Stamp” is mentioned several times, but defined only twice; combine the two definitions?

7.3.5   Change “References” to “Suggested Reading.”

7.3.6   Where are Retail definitions 89 and 92.

4.  
Request 06008 on placement in the Standards Manual of the Gas Quality Specs  
Mr. Burden explained that these were the Standards remanded last December by the WGQ Executive Committee, and have now returned for consideration.  All this subcommittee has to do is find the correct placement for these in the Manual.  After discussion, Mr. Burden moved that these gas quality Standards be inserted in the WGQ QEDM Related Standards, Tab 4, Section C, in numerical order after 4.3.93 and section D by function, in the “Informational Postings.”  
5.
Next Steps/Other Business
Mr. Burden asked Mr. Overtree to update the Sandia responses matrix to reflect today’s discussion when he receives the matrix, and also post for the March 30 meeting.  He also asked Mr. Overtree to locate Retail Quadrants MBP 7.3.15 and post it for March 30.

The subcommittee retained for its next meeting March 20 from10:00 am to Noon, Central time, with web conferencing.  Posting for that meeting will include everything not received for this meeting, except Request 06008, plus Retail 7.2.15.
6.
Adjourn 
Mr. Spangler moved to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:02 PM Central.
7.
Attendance (all by phone)
	Name
	Organization

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Julie Fortin
	MidAmerican Energy

	Ed Gladysz
	Dominion

	Angela Gonzalez
	NAESB

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies

	Barbara Wise
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
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