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TO:
NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) and Interested Industry Parties
FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager, NAESB 

RE
Final Minutes from the NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) Meeting – January 25-26, 2005
DATE:

February 2, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB JOINT INTERCHANGE SCHEDULING WORKING GROUP 

Meeting; january 25-26, 2005
final Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Harshbarger welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants in the room and on the phone introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Blevins moved to adopt the 12/13/05 minutes, and Mr. Sorenson seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus. 
2. NERC and NAESB Updates
Mr. Blevins said the NERC Interchange Subcommittee (IS) discussed the issue of passive approval in the e-Tag Specification version 1.7095 at their November 2005 meeting.  The allowance for passive approval on curtailments is not reflected in the NERC Coordinate Interchange Standard INT-004 timing tables.  The IS is set to resolve whether the timing tables should be updated at their next meeting, and this could result in changes to the timing table and/or the e-Tag Spec.  Mr. Blevins stated that the leader of the NERC Coordinate Interchange Standards Drafting Team would be notified if changes were recommended to the standard.  Mr. Hansen said that the issue was very similar to uniform treatment of adjusts and that the JISWG could evaluate the Coordinate Interchange Standards and note where it was appropriate for tacit or passive approval.  Mr. Blevins stated that the IS was going to try and determine why the e-Tag Spec and standard do not match and make the appropriate recommendations.  
Ms. Kirby stated that R05026 (Thirteen proposed enhancements to OASIS) was currently out for triage ballot at NAESB.  However, the triage designation (currently out for vote) was to move the request to the NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee (ESS/ITS).  A scoping document will be developed for review by the Joint Interface Committee (JIC) to assist in their approval process.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that the Recommendation for R05018 (Revise the e-Tag specification to allow PSEs associated with a transmission segment in the tag optional approval rights) would be done after the appropriate and corresponding changes to the e-Tag Spec were complete.  
3. 90 day Comment period for SRD for Registry
The group reviewed the SRD for Registry 1/23/06.  Mr. Blevins stated that he had imbedded comments to the document that needed to be addressed before it was complete and posted for comment.  

The group updated the name from “TSIN Registry” to “Electric Industry Registry”, and acknowledged that it would generally be referred to as “the Registry”.  “SE” (Scheduling Entity) was retained in the document for backward compatibility and will be added to the Glossary of the document.  Mr. Sorenson clarified that “Entity-to-Entity Relationship” meant predecessor affiliate information.  Language was modified to provide for the approval of entity codes by an authorized third party that could be the Registry Administrator.  Mr. Hansen clarified that the Registry should be flexible and provide for permutations such as items and entity codes that do not require approval.  
The group commented that the specific information to be retained in the Registry has not been fully addressed in response to Mr. Blevins comment to 1.1.3.  Several responses to Mr. Blevins comments are imbedded in the revised document Attachment - SRD for Registry Revised 1/25/06.

The group discussed how to make sure certificates received are relevant to the electric industry.  Mr. Sorenson stated that certificates applicable to the industry are identified by the OU code in e-MARC, but that e-MARC is not being used as the standard but rather as a guide.  He questioned whether companies like VeriSign could provide for such a field.  The group added a note in section 1.1.4 to state that PKI standards were under development at NAESB and that this would affect the outcome of this section.  In addition, the group discussed the option of having public keys updated once a year if your company had new information or had changed.  Otherwise, the same public keys may be used from one year to the next.  All topics on PKI are under discussion at this time.  
Changes suggested for sections 1.1.3 and 1.1.4 will be further completed offline.  Mr. Blevins clarified that specifics were needed on the type of verification the group wanted the Registry to have, in order to give specifics to the team developing the hardware at NERC.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the idea was for the system not to do a full root Certificate Authority chain every time a company makes a connection, but for the chain to happen only on the first connection.  He added that from the point forward until it is time for renewal, that key gets you access to the system.  
The group discussed backup urls under section 1.1.5.1.  It was decided that the urls were not necessary because multiple ways to implement transparent failovers exist with alternative urls.  
Mr. Sorenson stated that the idea behind the application references in section 1.1.6 was that OASIS has attributes to be registered.  The reference to political topology was changed to reliability topology.

The group discussed what changes in topology would require rewrite in the system.  Mr. Hansen noted that deletions would most likely not require rewrite but the addition of new relationships would.  Under section 1.1.6.4 the group discussed Reliability Areas and market area registration.  A sentence was added to clarify that market operator adjustments would depend on the market area was and its registration.
Mr. Blevins questioned how the Registry would recognize the different permutations noted under section 1.1.6.9.  Mr. Harshbarger noted that in the WECC, providers must list their paths, which includes their Point of Receipt (POR) and Point of Delivery (POD).  Mr. Blevins questioned if the East should develop such a list.  Mr. Hansen stated that for now the SRD would remain the same on this item but noted that in time the Eastern Interconnection could adopt the West standard on mapping adjacencies. 

The group noted that because the Book of Flowgates at NERC was not finalized and because the new Registry must maintain backward compatibility, the section on flowgates was retained.  

It was noted that it was not necessary to state period of time under section 2.1.  In addition, it was noted in section 2.2.1 that entity roles that require NERC approval should be listed.  The group also noted in the document that this Registry may be updated more frequently then the TSIN Registry, depending how frequently Registry data is modified.  The group also agreed that new entities and predecessors must agree to linkage.  In response to Mr. Blevins comments to 2.4.3 and 2.5.3, Mr. Hansen clarified that the only time data would be completely deleted from the Registry is if it was never active.  In response to comments to section 2.11, Mr. Hansen stated that information voluntarily included could be deactivated at will by the entity providing it.  Designation of Control Zone is an IDC construct under section 2.12.6.  Mr. Yeung asked that section 2.13.3 be left open for the addition of Functional Model terms and allow for flexibility so that a regional reliability plan can dictate.  The group discussed the validity of notification of patches and updates under section 8.3 and 8.4.  

Next, the group reviewed a sample questionnaire created by Mr. Blevins for the 90 day comment posting period at NERC.  Revisions made to the questionnaire can be viewed in Attachment - Questionnaire for SRD Revised 1/26/06.  This document will be finalized on the February 13th JISWG conference call.
4. Public Key Infrastructure (PKI)
The group reviewed PKI Stategy 1/26/06 PowerPoint presentation created by Mr. Sorenson to outline an approach to the development of PKI draft standards.  After the presentation, Mr. Sorenson clarified that there would be no rewrite of the e-MARC policy.  He added that a company, when completing the certification lists, is agreeing to be bound by the certificates issued by a person designated by them.  Mr. Burden added that a company would have to communicate who the Certificate Authority is they are associated with.  Mr. Perry stated that the standards should prescribe various levels of authentication and acceptable use based on the type of system in use.  Mr. Sorenson agreed.  Mr. Perry noted that this approach obviated many of the comments stated by the IRC in IRC Comments and Proposed Edits to Draft PKI Certificate Standard.  However, the group will address the remaining comments during the drafting of the PKI standards in one of the subsequent meetings listed below.

Mr. Sorenson moved that the strategy stated in “PKI Strategy 1/26/06” was the approach the JISWG would purse in drafting NAESB PKI standards.  Mr. Burden seconded the motion.  The motion passed by consensus. 
5. Review any comments received on draft document e-Tag Specification version 1.7096
Discussion on this item was delayed until a subsequent meeting.
6. Review and draft SAR for updates to e-Tag for market adjustments
The group reviewed SAR Draft for MO Adjust.  The group discussed whether or not market adjusts were changes needed solely in the current e-Tag Specification.  It was noted that several of the items included in the e-Tag Spec did not have corresponding standards.  Approval of revisions to the e-Tag Spec is given by the NERC IS.  However, Mr. Sorenson noted that this change was more closely related to market revisions than reliability.  He added that it should be a revision to the NAESB Coordinate Interchange Standards that is later updated in the technical specs.  Mr. Blevins made the following motion:
Because it was identified in discussion that market adjusts are more market related than reliability, the JISWG should take an action item to draft a NAESB standards request to address the IDCWG’s requests for enhancements to the Market Operator adjust features.  Ms. Franz seconded the motion.  The group identified that this is most likely a change or addition to the NAESB R05001 draft Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standard.  The motion passed by consensus.
7. Review and discuss draft NAESB standards requests for Emergency and Capacity Tags

Discussion on this item was delayed until a subsequent meeting.
8. Next Steps/Other Business 

A conference call meeting was scheduled for February 13th to review the SRD and prepare the document for a 90 day comment posting period at NERC.  Also, the group will review a draft standards request for market adjusts, and an update will be given on the development of PKI draft standards.  Time permitting, the group will address remaining comments made to the PKI documents by the ISO/RTO Council (posted at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg012506w7.pdf).  

Conference call meetings were also scheduled for February 27th & 28th to work on the development of PKI standards, review e-Tag Spec draft version 1.7096 comments, and review draft standards requests for emergency and capacity tags.  A face to face meeting was scheduled for March 29th and 30th in Houston to continue work on PKI draft standards and certification lists.
9. Adjourn

Ms. Franz moved to adjourn and Mr. Burden seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 12;05 p.m. on January 26, 2006.
10. Attendance
	Name:
	
	Organization:
	In Person/Phone
	Days Attended

	Aymond
	Clint
	Entergy
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Baisden
	Dan
	Southern Co.
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Blevins
	Bill
	NERC
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Burden
	Christopher
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Carter
	Roman
	Southern Company
	Phone
	Jan 25 & 26

	Eckelkamp
	Jim
	Progress Energy
	In Person
	Jan 25 

	Franz
	Marilyn
	SPPC/Nevada Power Trans.
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Gonzales
	Angela
	NAESB
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Hansen
	Jim
	Seattle City Light
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Harshbarger
	Bob
	Puget Sound Energy
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Mitreski
	Aleks
	ISO New England
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Sorenson
	Paul
	OATI
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Sullivan
	Bob
	California ISO
	In Person
	Jan 25 & 26

	Stone
	Larry
	Soft Smiths
	In Person
	Jan 25

	Yeung
	Charles
	Southwest Power Pool
	In Person/phone
	Jan 25/Jan 26
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