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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:

REQ/RGQ BPS members,
Posting for Other Interested Industry Participants
FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager 

RE:

REQ/RGQ BPS Conference Call Final Minutes, January 5, 2006
DATE:

January 6, 2006
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

REQ/RGQ Joint Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) 

Conference Call with Web Conferencing
January 5, 2006 (1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m. Central)
Final Minutes

1.
Administrative







Mr. Jones called the meeting to order and welcomed participants.  Ms. Kirby gave the antitrust advice and took roll of attendees.  The draft agenda was reviewed and revised to include an update from the December 13, 2005 NAESB Board Meeting.  Mr. Precht moved to adopt the agenda as revised and Ms. Camp seconded the motion.  It was adopted by consensus.  Ms. Edwards moved to adopt the 12/8/05 draft minutes without revision and Ms. McCain seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus.
Ms. Kirby stated that an interactive list serv (exploder) had been set up for the BPS at the NAESB office.  To be added to the exploder, a request should be submitted to the NAESB office.  Only NAESB members may be added to the exploder.  The exploder should be utilized as a forum for discussing NAESB Retail BPS topics only.  However, it is not part of the NAESB record and NAESB staff does not monitor the exploder for agenda items, work papers, noted opinions or comments.  These items intended for posting on the NAESB website must continue to be sent to the NAESB office at naesb@naesb.org with specific directions that they be posted.  Antitrust guidelines are in effect for the NAESB Retail BPS list serv.  Those guidelines can be located on the NAESB website in the beginning pages of Executive Committee Meeting and Board Meeting material.  Please note that the exploder should not be used for social or personal purposes. 
Ms. McCain stated that the NAESB Board decided, at the December 13, 2005 meeting, to have the retail quadrants remain separate for the present time.  She added that this decision was made by the Board after a review of the Retail Structure Review Committee Report located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/rsrc011706w1.pdf.    

2.
Discussion and Final review of Model Business Practices in Response to R05016
The group reviewed Document # 06-2A “Customer Billing and Payment MBPs 12/8/05” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/req_rgq_bps010506w2.doc.  Ms. Ray and Ms. Alexander provided grammatical and substantive comments to the document.  Mr. Jones stated that any comments on the synchronization of the document to the process flow diagrams were welcome as well.  (All changes to the document during the meeting can be viewed in “Customer Billing and Payment Redline 1/5/06” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/req_rgq_bps010506a1.doc.)  Below are the highlights of those comments, discussions that ensued, and changes that were made.

The language in the Introductions of the RXQ Model Business Practices (MBPs) is boiler plate language and identical for all books.  The last sentence in the first paragraph of each Introduction is specific to the purpose of a particular MBP.  It was agreed that this sentence should repeat what is already stated in the Executive Summary.  The numbers next to the definitions in a MBP correspond to the numbers in the Retail Glossary.  The definition of “Non-Billing Party” was added to this MBP.  

The group discussed what examples should be included in “Billing Type” under RXQ.9.3.2.5.  The group discussed how standard offer billing was different from consolidated billing was different from the defined term “Consolidated Billing.”  Ms. Camp noted that if “Consolidated Billing” was noted as an example, standard offer billing should be included as well.  Ms. Alexander questioned the importance of including billing type indicators in the document.  Several suggestions were offered for replacement of the term.  “Distribution Company standard offer billing” was used.
Ms. McCain noted that in general, the identification of data that is present on electronic transactions comes from data dictionaries.  She explained that by listing this information in the MBPs, it would have to be updated in the future in at least two separate documents.  The group noted that the list was not all-inclusive and appropriate changes were made to RXQ.9.3.2.5.Mr. Behr stated that “Non-Billing Party” was added to the list because the technical groups anticipated it would be necessary. The group decided the term should remain for the present time.  

Ms. Alexander stated that the last sentence of R.X.Q.9.3.3.1 (“Each Billing Party may or may not render the bill via Uniform Electronic Transaction (UET)”) did not agree with the statement of R.X.Q.9.3.2.1 (“The Billing Party should issue the bill to the Customer via Uniform Electronic Transaction”).  Ms. Edwards stated that the purpose of Book 9 was for consistency when using UET and not to advocate the use of UET.  She added that the purpose of R.X.Q.9.3.2.1 was to state that when using UET, the billing party should issue the bill via UET.  The group noted that R.X.Q.9.3.1.1 and the Executive Summary should also be updated for consistency.  The Executive Summary, R.X.Q.9.3.2.1 and R.X.Q.9.3.3.1 were modified to reflect the above discussion.
Ms. Alexander noted that an actual money payment does not go to the bank, as stated under R.X.Q.9.3.4.2.  In addition, she noted that “financial institution” was more appropriate than “bank”.  Ms. Alexander commented that it was not within the scope of NAESB to draft standards that dictate how customers communicate with their financial institutions, or communications between financial institutions.   

The group decided that it was not appropriate to take a vote to send the MBP to the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) at this time.  This item will be rescheduled for the January 17-18 meeting in Houston. 
3.
Other Business
The following action items were noted for the January 17-18 BPS meeting in Houston:

· Ms. Alexander and Ms. McCain will review the section R.X.Q.9.3.4 “Specific Payment Practices” for scope and language usage and submit redlines on this section;

· Ms. Edwards, Mr. Precht, and Mr. Jones will review these redlines and modify the work papers for the January 17-18 meeting;

· Ms. Edwards will research Dominion’s EDI for customer obligations as pertaining to communication with their financial institutions;

· Mr. Precht will review the process flow diagrams to see if they coordinate with the five topical areas stated in the introduction of the MBP.  

The agenda for the January 17-18 meeting will include the review of comments submitted on the Billing and Payment MBP, and a potential vote to send the MBP to the IR.  

4.
Adjourn
 The meeting was adjourned by consensus at 3:25 p.m. Central. 

9.
Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	Quadrant/Segment

	Barbara Alexander
	Maine OPA
	REQ/End User

	Bill Barkas
	Dominion Retail
	REQ/Supplier

	George Behr
	Energy Services Group
	REQ/Supplier

	Yvette Camp
	Southern Company
	REQ/Distributor

	Mary Edwards
	Dominion VA Power
	REQ/Distributor

	Patrick Eynon
	Ameren Services
	REQ/Distributor

	Angela Gonzales
	NAESB
	

	Dan Jones
	Cinergy
	REQ/Distributor

	DeDe Kirby
	NAESB
	

	Marcy McCain
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	RGQ/Supplier

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	RGQ/Distributor

	Judy Ray
	Alabama Power Company
	REQ/Distributor

	Dan Rothfuss
	Cinergy
	RGQ/Distributor

	Bill Wolf
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	REQ/Distributor
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