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draft Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Hansen welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  Mr. Hansen stated the purpose of the meeting was to review informal draft comments on the NAESB WEQ draft Public Key Infrastructure standards.  He added that the group would be working the rest of the year on modifications to the NERC e-Tag Specification as well.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Burden moved to adopt the March 29-30, 2006 draft minutes and Mr. Baisden seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus.  Mr. Burden moved to adopt the April 25, 2006 minutes as modified in his redlined version posted on the website.  Mr. Harshbarger seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus as revised.  Mr. Burden moved to adopt the May 24, 2006 minutes as modified in his redline posted on the website.  Mr. Nolan seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus as revised.     
2. Public Key Infrastructure
Comments from OATI
The group reviewed Comments on PKI Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI.  The group accepted all of OATI’s changes on the first page.  The standards were named NAESB WEQ PKI standards throughout the document.  Changes under the scope section of the standard were accepted.  The definition for Certificate Authority Certificates was deleted because it is not necessary in the standard as written.  Mr. Burden clarified that Internet RFC stood for Internet Request For Comment.  He added that is was the document that the internet used to catalog other technical standard documents.  The Internet RFC is published by the Network Working Group.  
A comment of OATI was to only include one level of classification in the standard (OATI comment under “Identification” section).  OATI commented on that more than one class of certificates could pose unnecessary complications and delays in the ratification of the standard.  Mr. Hansen questioned how a class 3 certificate employed by several large Certificate Authorities was different from a digital signing certificate.  Mr. Hansen added that he thought the class 3 level of encryption should remain in the NAESB standards in order for the larger Certificate Authorities to more easily comply.  Class 2 and 3 certificates will remain in the NAESB standards.
The titles to sections 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 were kept.  OATI’s comment on 1.2.2 was deleted but the added language was kept and modified for class 2 and 3 certificates.  The deletions under section 1.3.3 “End Entities” were accepted.  
The group decided to strike those sections under section 2.1 “Obligations” that were not filled in.  Mr. Hansen stated that the original intent of copying portions of the RFC, was to only copy over language that were necessary for the standard.  He added that if text was not going to be added to describe a section, the section should be struck.  Mr. Burden asked if sections were left blank tp reference the RFC.  Because this is done throughout the document, the subcommittee asked for clarification from Mr. Sorenson.

The comments under section 1.7.1 “Repositories” were modified and added to the preceding section.  Mr. Hansen clarified that the only items necessary for publication were those entities that qualified as Certificate Authorities.  Mr. Nolan clarified that NAESB would provide NERC the names of those entities that had qualified.  Mr. Hansen stated that a place should be reserved for storing PKI information in the Registry.  He added that the Sandia National Laboratories report published for ICCP stated that fully qualified names and not digital certificates names should be used for informational and recording purposes.  Because NAESB is not responsible for publishing a registry with this information, the language was so modified in the “Publication and Repositories” section.  
The deletion of the title “Compliance Audit” was accepted.  OATI’s changes to the “Confidentiality” section were accepted.  The deletion of the title “Identification and Authentication” was accepted.  The insertion of standards language under 1.10.5 was accepted.  The changes to the section “Routine Key” were accepted as well.  The changes through 1.16 were accepted by the subcommittee.  In 1.17, “24x7x365” was changed to “continuously available”.  Mr. Burden clarified that the language added to section 1.17 laid the burden upon Relying Parties to check valid certificates.  Mr. Nolan and Mr. Hansen stated that it was important that a transaction should not be dropped because a CRL cannot be identified.  Mr. Nolan stated in some cases, the inability to identify the CRL is the application renegotiating the link.  Mr. Hansen stated that the standard should stay as written, but that this point should be clarified in the communication protocol.  Deletions under “Security Audit Procedures” were accepted.  “Record Archival” will remain for reference purposes.  Mr. Burden stated that clarification was needed on if NAESB was fully supporting sections of the RFC where the number is referenced, or if NAESB was simply saying more information was located in that section of the RFC.  
The deletion of the section “Key Changeover” was rejected.  Mr. Hansen clarified that purpose of the section was to give guidance to differentiation between keys.  He took the action item to draft additional language for the section.  OATI’s additions to “Certificate Authority Termination” were accepted.  OATI’s additions and deletions for the remaining part of the standard were accepted.

Comments from Williams Gas Pipeline

Mr. Burden agreed to discuss his comments in light of changes made due to OATI’s comments.  Mr. Burden stated the “Summary”, “Certification”, “Scope”, and “Commitment to Open Standards” sections were fine as revised under OATI.  The group accepted Williams Gas Pipeline’s comment to add a definition for Certificate Revocation List (CRL).  Mr. Burden’s statements for “Subscriber Obligations” and “Relying Party Obligations” were also copied over.  Changes to the section “Fees” were also accepted.  The additional sections “Private Key Archival”, “Method of Destroying Key”, “Usage Periods for Public and Private Keys”, and “Computer Security Controls” were accepted.  Mr. Burden stated that the rest of his comments had been addressed by earlier modifications.

For changes to the standard as a result of comments, please see PKI as of 7/18/06.
Comments from HydroQuebec Transenergie

Responses to HydroQuebec Transenergie comments can be viewed in Response to HQ comments on PKI standards.  

3. Review implementation plan for e-Tag Specification
Item 1 Market Operator Adjust 
Mr. Harshbarger reviewed e-Tag Spec Changes as of 7/18/06.  Mr. Harshbarger stated the first topic for discussion under changes to e-Tag was the market operator function.  The group discussed having the function perform like a reliability adjustment, so that the function was never deemed late.  He clarified that requests for adjustments that came in late could fall “dead” because of non-response.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that if it could be clarified that Source and Sink BAs were approving the request, it would help ensure that the adjustments are approved on time and the IDC had the best possible data exchange.  He added that it would be best for Sources and Sinks to have to actively respond to “kill” or implement the request.  No more non-response equals a “dead” request.  The group then discussed the appropriate nature of the timing of approvals as specified in the Coordinate Interchange (CI) standards and whether active response was required.  Some members felt the commercial test should require and active approval before the reliability test for approval was activated.  Other did not.  Mr. Hansen clarified that passive approval was used in the CI standards (both commercial and reliability).
Mr. Harshbarger added that the final state of the request should be changed from “Dead” because this term did not accurately represent what was happening.  Mr. Baisden suggested the terms “Denied” or “Expired”.  Language was added to the list to account for the process if one or both BA’s fail to respond to the assessment request.
Item 2 Add optional transmission contract rights holder approval
Mr. Harshbarger stated that change to be made was to allow for PSE approval rights, as added to the NAESB CI standard (R05001).  He clarified that the language in red on the list would be added to e-Tag to account for the change.  There was discussion over delegating rights in e-Tag.  Mr. Hansen stated that further clarification was needed on how the highlighted language was implemented.  For now, a note was added to question the necessity of the highlighted language.  

Item 3 Remove certain Authority Service defaults (this needs discussion) 
No changes or action items to item 3.

Item 4 Create new final composite Request States to assist compliance and market monitoring
No changes or action items to item 4.

Item 5 Eliminate the 24 hour limitation on adjustment requests
Mr. Harshbarger clarified this change was to allow for more flexibility than 24 hour continuous tag adjustments.  Mr. Baisden clarified that often operators will do several adjustments on a tag and this becomes confusing to marketers.  Mr. Hansen questioned if it would be easier for operators to see a single multi-day adjustment, or just single adjustments.  Mr. Baisden stated that the single multi-day could be less confusing.  The group agreed that the change could be made with minimum difficulty.  Mr. Blevins noted that it was worth proposing to the IS.

Item 6 Allow requests (both initial and adjustment) to be submitted up to 119 minutes after listed start time
Mr. Harshbarger noted that the proposal to allow requests (both initial and adjustment) to be submitted up to 119 minutes after listed start time added up to an hour to the current limitations.  After discussion, it was determined that the submittal of a tag for the past should only apply to emergency tags and should most likely not used for normal business.  
Item 7 Addition of MWh element
Mr. Harshbarger noted that the addition of MWh element was from the WECC.  Although no changes were made at this time to the list, the group agreed additional discussion was needed on who would have the ability to use this additional element.  

Item 8 Allowance of Transmission Operator (TOP) to initiate all cut adjustment

Mr. Harshbarger stated that each region used its own term for Transmission Operator.  He clarified that in normal business, the TO manages their tag s for that segment.  Mr. Blevins questioned if there was ever a situation where the TO was not the BA.  Mr. Blevins noted that he would take the item to the IS for further discussion and clarification. 
Item 9 CounterParty Reports references removal

Mr. Harshbarger stated the function was to query a CounterParty.  Mr. Hansen stated that action on this change could wait until someone submitted a SAR to NERC.  He added that if the authority service was performing correctly, all parties should have access to the same information.  This function is not currently supported in the Spec.  Mr. Nolan stated that perhaps this function should not be enabled until version 1.71 of the Spec.  For now, the item remains on the list.

Item 10 Historical sections of the specification (e.g., 1.1.2., etc.) removal 

No changes or action items to item 10.
Item 11 Tagging World vs. Interchange Standards and IA World

Mr. Blevins stated the language modifications should be updated when the Registry is updated.  

Item 12 Update diagram in 1.4.1. for several nomenclature problems

No changes or action items to item 12.
Item 13 Capacity Tag

Mr. Harshbarger stated that this addition was meant to more clearly define the treatment and handling of Tag Type.  He clarified that the WECC had issues over how to make Capacity Tag work and how it should be used to represent reserved interchange.  Mr. Hansen clarified that there were two business practices in the WECC on how Capacity Tag should operate.  Mr. Hansen referenced business practice 9 in the WECC.  Mr. Hansen clarified that after the practice had passed the WECC process, he would write a summary on how it could affect e-Tag.  Mr. Hansen stated that industry comments on this item should wait until the WECC process was complete.
Item 14 Transmission Provider Adjust to Transmission Allocation
Mr. Harshbarger will send a summary to Mr. Blevins on how this change would affect e-Tag.  
4. Next Steps/Other Business

Mr. Nolan stated the release of the Request for Information (RFI) for the Registry is scheduled for August 24th.  He added that currently, implementation for the new Registry was scheduled for 2007, most likely in the fall.  
A meeting is scheduled at the end of September for the NERC IS and JISWG to meeting jointly to discuss e-Tag Specification changes.  
5. Adjourn

Mr. Baisden moved to adjourn and Mr. Blevins seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 12:01 p.m. on July 19, 2006 Central time by consensus. 
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