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

RE
Draft Minutes from the NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) Conference Call Meeting – April 25, 2006
DATE:

May 26, 2006
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB JOINT INTERCHANGE SCHEDULING WORKING GROUP 
conference call meeting; April 25, 2006
draft Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Harshbarger welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Adoption of the March 29-30, 2006 draft minutes was postponed until future meetings to allow for time for the group to review them.   
2. Review and discuss PKI draft standards 
The group discussed whether the End-Entity and Qualified Relying Party Agreements would be part of the set of PKI standards.  Ms. Kirby stated that they would be included in the PKI package of standards.  Mr. Sorenson stated that in the End-Entity agreement a company representative signed that they understood their obligations in conducting transactions under a certificate.  He added that the organizations would institute a Certificate Management Program to ensure the company’s private keys are appropriately managed.  The Qualified Relying Party Agreement states that the entity will process the transaction properly.  Mr. Sorenson stated that mutual assurance from all parties was vital to the success of the program.  Ms. Kirby stated that although there were similiarities in the documents, if a party was only a Qualified Relying Party and not an End-Entity, they should not be asked to sign a declaratory document that ensured liability for actions not assigned to them.  In addition, she stated that one document of mutual assurances between two parties, signed by both parties, was moving in the direction of drafting contracts for the two parties.  

Mr. Hansen stated that the clause on liability in the documents should be included.  However, he stated that there might be entities in the industry that would ask to have the clause removed.  He stated that currently there were no standards for ensuring security in these transactions and it was important for the industry to have access to standards that could assist them with avoiding unsecure transactions.  Mr. Sorenson stated that it was equally important to state in the standards that if the entities follow the standards and sign to relevant documents, that cannot be denied access to conducting secure transactions under these standards, unless they have been found to be in violation.  

Mr. Tronnier stated that a Certificate Authority’s Certification Practices Statement (CPS) will also give further assurance and guidance to those entities that wish to conduct business under their certificates.  A statement was added to the End-Entity Agreement to ensure that the End-Entity has reviewed the CPS of the Certificate Authority and complies with its provisions.  The group also asked that these clauses be added to the Qualified Relying Party Agreement.  

Mr. Sorenson clarified that posting the NAESB Certification Seal on your website, means that you have complied with the NAESB PKI Standards.  It gives added assurance to the End-Entity and the Qualified Relying Party that the parties involved are legitimately conducting business.  Mr. Tronnier stated that the standards should be written in such a manner as to not exclude legitimate Certificate Authorities, but restrictive enough to keep out the illegitimate.  Mr. Hansen took the action item to contact legitimate Certificate Authorities to request their participation in the JISWG meetings concerning PKI.  Mr. Burden stated that part of the success of the standards would be how many industry Certificate Authority organizations participated.  

The group discussed how these standards would interact with the Registry.  Mr. Sorenson stated that an OU identifier section would most likely be added to the PKI standards, in order for the NERC Registry to process the information correctly.  Mr. Tronnier stated that maximum key lengths are not used by the more sophisticated Certificate Authorities.  However, he noted it was good to have a minimum key length.  Mr. Tronnier took the action item to complete the draft of the PKI standards.  Please see   PKI Standards as of 4/25/06.  Changes made to the End-Entity Agreement and the Qualified Relying Party Agreement can be viewed in End-Entity Declaration Draft as of 4/25/06 and Qualified Relying Party Declaration Draft as of 4/25/06.  
3. Review Recommendation R05001 (NAESB Coordinate Interchange) and provide comments if needed
Mr. Harshbarger noted that the comment period for Recommendation R05001 would close on May 3rd.  No comments were provided at this time.  
4. Next Steps/Other Business

Mr. Harshbarger noted that the group would review comments on the NERC SRD for the Registry during the May 24-25 meeting.  The group will also review revisions to the PKI standards.    
5. Adjourn

Mr. Hansen moved to adjourn and Mr. Sorenson seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 4:27 p.m. Central Time.
6. Attendance
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	Gonzales
	Angela
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	Patrick
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