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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) Meeting – May 24-25, 2006
DATE:

June 14, 2006
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB JOINT INTERCHANGE SCHEDULING WORKING GROUP 
May 24-25, 2006; houston, tx
draft Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Harshbarger welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The group decided to delay adoption of the March 29-30 and April 25th draft minutes until the July meeting.  The revised agenda was adopted by consensus.     
2. NERC and NAESB Updates 
NAESB Update
Mr. Sorenson stated that the Resales and Redirects Recommendation had been sent back to the NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee (ESS/ITS) to address comments of Entergy.  He stated that the OASIS 1A Task Force was looking at standard 9.7 (disposition of rollover rights on a non-firm basis) which the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) did not adopt in Order 676.  He explained that several industry participants did not agree with FERC’s interpretation of standard 9.7.  
Mr. Sorenson added that the Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) and ESS/ITS were jointly working to address R05004 Revised (Develop transmission service request and scheduling standards using TTC/ATC/AFC and CBM/TRM.) He explained that several industry participants in the BPS and ESS/ITS took action items to compare how the NOPR affected ongoing work under R05004.  

NERC Update  
Mr. Blevins stated that the NERC Interchange Subcommittee (IS) had discussed a joint meeting in September to develop a plan for e-Tag to address the new NERC and NAESB Coordinate Interchange (CI) standards.  Mr. Boesch stated that the IS decided to delay posting the revisions the JISWG had recently made to e-Tag, in order to incorporate changes that might stem from the CI standards.   Mr. Simonelli stated that the CI standards in the future may be modified to have market approval accomplished prior to the tag being reviewed by the Interchange Authority (IA).  The group noted that this might be an item for joint development. 

Mr. Hansen stated that because NERC CI standards were set to be implemented in January 2007, it would be best to begin revisions to e-Tag earlier than September.  The JISWG will add e-Tag updates to the July meeting agenda.       
Mr. Nolan stated that the Request for Project (RFP) for the NERC Book of Flowgates was posted on the NERC web site on May 1st.  Mr. Hansen stated that he would like to see all changes incorporated into one Registry and implemented at the same time.  Mr. Blevins stated there was ongoing work in the Western Electric Coordinating Council (WECC) to update some of the product codes in the Registry.  Mr. Baisden noted the importance of having all changes come together in the Registry at one time, in order for implementation to be most efficient for the industry.  Mr. Hansen stated that NERC could assist the industry in understanding the new standards with workshops, especially related to the functional model changes.  Mr. Simonelli stated that industry participants did not yet understand the role of the IA, and thus would not understand the requirements of the new CI standards related to the IA.  Mr. Baisden stated that NERC should verify that there are no conflicts between the functional model and the standards.  
Mr. Hansen stated that it would be impossible to move forward with the changes in the new CI standards without the proper tools in place.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that redoing the tool to provide for a market approval process prior to the submittal to the IA might take too long.  He added that perhaps the groups should only concentrate on what is mandatory in the tool to make the new standards work.  Mr. Hansen stated that perhaps it would be beneficial for NAESB and NERC to hold a joint conference on the new CI standards.  NAESB would explain the commercial side, and NERC would explain the reliability side and the tools.  Mr. Hansen, Mr. Harshbarger, and Mr. Boesch will work on an implementation plan for “rolling” out the new CI standards without a completed functional model.  Mr. Harshbarger’s document to the IS on changes to e-Tag as a result of the new CI standards will be posted for the next meeting.     
3. Systems Requirements Document for the Registry
The group reviewed SRD for Registry - Comments Compiled.  The group answered all comments.  Responses to comments are located in Responses to SRD Industry Comments.  
Action items taken from the responses to comments submitted on the SRD include the following:

· Question 2: NERC IS noted that path validation was a problem in the Registry and will be working to correct it.
· Question 3: NAESB PKI standards will be modified to state that the Certificate Authority validates the entity coded included in the OU in the NERC Registry.

· Question 8: A Frequently Asked Question section will be added to the Registry.  Examples of how to use the Registry will be added to the Registry training documents.

· Question 11: NERC will take out sections related to Book of Flowgates.  NERC is in the process of migrating the Book of Flowgates to a web based platform.  The Book of Flowgates may be added back into the Registry at a later date.  

· NERC noted that Southern Company’s comments were not included in the complied document, but would be reviewed at a later date.
4. Draft Public Key Infrastructure Standards
The group reviewed PKI Standards Recommendation (4/25/06), Submitted by C. Burden (WGP).  Mr. Burden stated that references to e-MARC should be removed from the document.  He questioned if NAESB was interested in getting test beds.  Mr. Hansen stated that there will be some testing in the application levels, as companies set up test beds associated with generic roll outs related to tagging modifications.  However, he added detailed implementations were more for e-Tag and OASIS then for the PKI standards.  
Mr. Burden noted that he had made several formatting changes to the standards.  He stated that if the document would be contained in a separate book it would require its own summary and introduction.  

Mr. Sorenson noted that Sandia National Laboratories had not made any suggestions to the standards as of yet.  He added that the NAESB team had explained to Sandia that the purpose of the nature of the standards was to “weed out” those entities that were not legitimate in the business proposals, but to include all legitimate Certificate Authorities.  

Mr. Burden stated that he added some liability to the system under section 2.1.1 “Certificate Authority Obligations” and under section 2.2.1 “Certificate Authority Liability.”  Mr. Burden also added language for the “Dispute Resolution” section.  Mr. Sorenson asked the NAESB office to do further research on how dispute resolution might be included in the standards.  

Mr. Burden added language to section 4.7 “Key Changeover” directly from e-MARC.  The language added for “Public Key Revocation” also came directly from e-MARC.  Mr. Burden stated that he had questions on whom the PKI Policy Authority was and who would update the Registry.  Ms. Kirby stated that it would not be difficult for NAESB to notify NERC as to which Certificate Authorities had qualified for the NAESB seal.  Mr. Burden also questioned how many Certificate Authorities would need to participate in the process in order to make it secure.  He asked that his concerns be relayed to the Sandia team.  The draft PKI standards will be distributed for an informal round of comments.  Comments are to be reviewed during the July 18-19 meeting.       
5. Review draft e-Tag Specification versus 1.7096
Mr. Hansen noted that there were a number of updates from the NAESB CI standards that should be included in the e-Tag Specification.  Mr. Harshbarger added that market adjustments would also affect e-Tag.  Mr. Harshbarger and Mr. Hansen will update the list of items that require updating in e-Tag.  Please see discussion above under “NERC Updates.”
6. Next Steps/Other Business

Ms. Kirby noted that the Bellview, WA location for the July 18-19 meeting was not yet finalized.  She added that as soon as the location was final, it would be posted on the NAESB website.  The JISWG will send PKI standards out for an informal round of comments.  During the July 18-19 meeting, all comments will be reviewed and appropriate changes made to the draft PKI standards.  In addition, the implementation plan for changes to the e-Tag Specification in light of the new CI standards will be discussed.  If time allows, a Recommendation for R05018 (Revise the e-Tag specification to allow PSEs associated with a transmission segment in the tag optional approval rights) will be discussed.  
7. Adjourn

Mr. Burden moved to adjourn and Mr. Nolan seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 2:15 p.m. Central on May 25, 2006.  
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	Western Area Power Admin.
	In Person
	May 24-25
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