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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:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant and Wholesale Electric Quadrant e-Tariff Subcommittee members, and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Laura Kennedy, Director, Standards Development
RE:
Final Minutes of e-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting – July 27, 2007
DATE:
August 22, 2007
WEQ and WGQ E-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by Edison Electric Institute – Washington, DC
July 27, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Eastern
Final Minutes 
1.
Welcome and Administrative Items
Mr. Sappenfield opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants in the room and on the phone.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  The participants reviewed the draft agenda.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that after item number 2 a new item would be added to have a short presentation on the Gas Electric Oil Coalition (GEOC) work paper.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Key to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection.
Next, the e-Tariff Subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the July 10, 2007 conference call.  Ms. Davis submitted redline changes to the minutes that were used as the basis for the review.  No additional modifications were requested other than the redline changes submitted by Ms. Davis.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Key to adopt the minutes from the July 10, 2007 as redlined by Ms. Davis.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  Final Minutes.
2.
Short Presentation by Electronic Transfer Technical group on current progress
Mr. Brooks provided a brief presentation on the progress of the technical group:  Status Update - Submitted by D. Brooks, ISO New England - 07/23/2007.  Mr. Brooks stated that during the June 4, 2007 meeting, volunteers were requested to draft an XML schema strawman to establish a starting point from which all the technical design instructions would be created and to represent the items as they will appear in XML format.  The technical group has had representation from all segments except the oil pipeline industry.  Mr. Brooks stated that Mr. Coleman had recommended that Mr. Mihalik represent the oil pipeline industry on the technical group.  Mr. Brooks stated that the technical group has received two technical proposals to date:  one from the gas pipeline segment and one from Mr. Coleman.  The proposals are different enough that the technical group has scheduled a meeting to review the two proposals and determine which parts will be included in the proposed strawman.  Mr. Brooks stated that the technical group is scheduled to meet on August 23-24, 2007 hosted by FERC in Washington, DC.  The agenda for this meeting will include a review of each of the proposals.  The technical group will take the best aspects of both proposals and merge into the XML schema strawman.
Mr. Love asked if the strawman would be presented to the full e-Tariff Subcommittee once it is completed by the technical group.  Mr. Brooks affirmed that it would be brought back to the e-Tariff Subcommittee.

Mr. Burden proposed that the technical group be established as an official task force under the e-Tariff Subcommittee.  Mr. Burden moved, seconded by Ms. Davis, to set up the eTariff Technical Task Force to develop the XML schema proposal along the lines of the technical group’s action item of June 4, 2007.  It was noted that the e-Tariff Technical Task Force will be a task force under the e-Tariff Subcommittee and will need to comply with the NAESB requirements for notices, agendas, minutes, etc.  The motion passed without objection.
Mr. Brooks noted that the e-Tariff Technical Task Force will be dependent on what the e-Tariff Subcommittee wants to be done: how filings will be submitted and the way the information can be defined so that the software developers will know what to build for industry participants.

Presentation by GEOC:  Ms. Davis and Mr. Bartholomot reviewed the work papers submitted by the GEOC:  GEOC Work Paper 1 - Assumptions; GEOC Work Paper 2 - Definitions and Standards; GEOC Work Paper 3 - Implementation Guide; GEOC Work Paper 4 - General Questions; and GEOC Work Paper 5 - Issues for FERC.

Mr. Bartholomot stated that the purpose of the multi-industry effort was to try and see if there was a way to pull all of the work papers together into a single proposal to provide a clearer picture of the direction of the effort.  Ms. Davis explained the contents of each work paper and the rationale for each of them.  Work Paper 3 includes 3 data tables showing the metadata elements and a section on code tables.
Mr. Sappenfield proposed that the subcommittee move forward by using GEOC Work Paper 3 to review the proposed data elements and descriptions for discussion and to pose questions to FERC staff.  The subcommittee supported the approach proposed by Mr. Sappenfield.
3.
Review and discussion of documents pertaining to Web Portal Approach (Option A)
The e-Tariff Subcommittee reviewed the GEOC Work Paper 3 and added answers to the questions posed regarding the data elements and definitions.  Complete answers to outstanding questions were captured in the revised version of the work paper and can be found in their entirety posted as an attachment to the minutes:  Draft Electronic Tariff Data Elements and Descriptions revised on 07/27/2007.  (Note: the line numbers below are in the order as they appear in the data tables and not in numerical order).
Filing Data Table

Line 5 – Company Identifier:  It was determined that joint filings will be handled through the identification of the company whose particular tariff is being amended.  In addition it was noted that the question b for this item regarding Company Identifiers for a given filing was not applicable as there would only be one Company Identifier per tariff.
Line 8 – Database Identifier:  Mr. Goldenberg stated that the Company Identifiers would not be publically disclosed but FERC has been asked to provide Database Identifiers in a public location so they are available for use by small companies so as to avoid the need to keep track of the identifiers.
Ms. Daly asked if there would be some kind of password required for this data element.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that there would not be an additional password and that the submitter must be registered in the e-Filing system to make a filing.  There were several participants who voiced concerns over the security of the system.

Line 8 – Database Identifier question b regarding multiple databases was deferred to Mr. Pierce.

Line 9 – Database Title:  The answer to the question as to whether alphanumeric characters included special characters was yes.  It was noted that only printable characters should be used (XML UTF-8).
Line 6 – Filing Identifier:  All of the answers to the questions for Line 6 were yes. 
Line 7 – Filing Title/Description:  Similar to the question raised on Line 9 – Database Title above, it was noted that only printable characters would be acceptable.

Line 10 – Type of Filing / Filing Reference Code:  It was noted that dropdown menus would not be applicable for Option A (submission via a web portal).  Changes to the types of filings, corresponding reference codes, and filing requirements will be communicated publicly on the FERC website in a data friendly format, via a FERC Order, or Notice Of Proposed Rulemaking.

Lines 11 – 15 - Point of Contact Information:  Mr. Sappenfield asked if the submitter is eRegistered, could this field be automatically populated.  Mr. Coleman stated that it was a possibility, but it would depend on the discussions of the technical group.  This issue was deferred to the e-Tariff Technical Task Force.
Lines 11-19f – Point of Contact, Authorizing Person, and Additional Communications - There was discussion regarding the various people involved in the tariff submission process:  filers, signers, primary persons, etc.  Further discussion regarding the contact information for the people involved in the tariff submission process was deferred to a separate conference call.  Ms. Key volunteered to draft a work paper to describe the roles of the individuals involved in the tariff submission process and when those individuals should be contacted, etc. during the tariff approval process.  Discussion on Lines 11-19f was deferred until this conference call.

Line 20 – Associated Filing:  It was noted that this field would not be required when the filing will generate a new docket.  Questions b and c regarding compliance filings related to multiple orders was deferred for review with Mr. Pierce.
Line 21 – Fee Reference Code:  A note was added to the definition of this data element to state that the required information was the confirmation number for the associated fee that has been previously submitted via www.pay.gov, as applicable.  The Usage Responsibility Conditions column was changed to Conditional based off of the type of filing that is submitted.
Line 22 – Suspension Motion:  It was noted that this field can be left blank and is only used for gas filings.  It is not a field required for electric or oil filings.
Filing Attachment Data Table

Line 24 – Company Identifier:  The same questions were posed as for Line 5.  Refer to the discussion for Line 5 for disposition of this item.
Line 25 – Filing Identifier:  The same questions were posed as for Line 6.  Refer to the discussion for Line 6 for disposition of this item.
Line 25A – Database Identifier:  The same questions were posted as for Line 8.  Refer to the discussion for Line 8 for disposition of this item.
Line 26 – Attachment Reference Type:  Mr. Coleman stated that the e-Tariff Technical Task Force should discuss this item further.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that the final rule would address the comment that FERC should consider updating the e-Tariff rules table to reflect the current practice of waiver of notice requirements.  Mr. Coleman added that FERC would provide the requested Attachment Type Code for the .pdf version of the entire filing.
Line 26A – Attachment Description:  For the Attachment Description, it was noted that only printable characters would be accepted.  Mr. Coleman stated that he would inquire whether the description in the Attachment Description would be used in eLibrary.
Line 27 – Waiver Requested:  Mr. Goldenberg stated that if the attachment document is required for the specific type of filing, but a waiver of submitting that attachment is desired, the appropriate Attachment Reference Type code must be submitted and the Waiver Requested code would be “Y”.  In those situations, the waived document does not need to be attached.  For all the attachments that are submitted (and no request to waive the submission of such is sought), the Waiver Requested data field should so indicate with a “N”.
Line 28 – Supporting Document:  The two questions on what to do if a single attachment is larger than 10 MB and if the attachment needs to be split into two to be sent, how will the two pieces of the attachment be associated, were referred to the e-Tariff Technical Task Force.
Line 29 – Supporting Document File Name:  The file name extensions should be included.  The question regarding whether spaces would be allowed in the file names was deferred to the e-Tariff Technical Task Force.

Line 30 – Document Security Level:  Mr. Coleman stated that Document Security Level would not be applied to Tariff Content Data e.g., maps because maps should be simple enough not to require a security level or should be considered CEII.  Mr. Coleman stated that further direction would be needed from Mr. Pierce on this issue.
For the question regarding whether the waiver refers to a waiver of the security level or a waiver of the submission of the document, Mr. Goldenberg stated that if the document is waived, then it is considered public.

Tariff Record Content Data Table

Line 32 – Company Identifier:  The same questions were posed as for Line 5.  Refer to the discussion for Line 5 for disposition of this item.

Line 33 – Filing Identifier:  The same questions were posed as for Line 6.  Refer to the discussion for Line 6 for disposition of this item.
Line 34 – Database Identifier:  The same questions were posed as for Line 8.  Refer to the discussion for Line 8 for disposition of this item.

Line 37 – Tariff Record Title; Line 38 – Tariff Record Number; Line 39 – Tariff Record Collation Value; and Line 41 – Tariff Record Parent or Container Identifier were deferred to a conference call to be scheduled prior to the August 23-24, 2007 e-Tariff Technical Task Force meeting in Washington, DC.

Line 42 – Tariff Record Effective Date – Mr. Coleman stated that the e-Tariff Technical Task Force should determine the format of the Tariff Record Effective Date.
Line 44 – Record Raw Data – Mr. Coleman stated that FERC will provide the constraints for Microsoft Word and Microsoft Excel documents.
At this time, Mr. Hairston moved, seconded by Ms. Van Pelt, to take a straw vote of the e-Tariff Subcommittee that the subcommittee agrees that it will move forward with development of business practice standards to support the web portal Option A; it agrees to the data elements in the data tables reviewed during this meeting; it will continue to work on the documents; and it will forward the documents to the e-Tariff Technical Task Force for further development with the knowledge that there will be further refinements and votes prior to the finalization of a recommendation to be forwarded to the WEQ and WGQ Executive Committees.  The motion passed without objection.
Mr. Goldenberg noted that the group should consider taking a position on the headers and footers in the filings, and how such might be addressed in a business practice.  Mr. Novak noted that he, as a customer, also wants a level of standardization that could easily permit him to track changes over a period of time for a given section or part of a tariff.  With a business practice standard that includes a particular level of granularity when an amended tariff is filed through the e-Tariff process, the changes could be easily tracked and compared.  In response, Ms. Key noted that the redlined document clearly identifies the changes.  Mr. Sappenfield agreed that the redline was sufficient for monitoring and identifying changes.  The e-Library system allows easy access to the redlined document.  Ms. Nagle added her support noting that the data that was in the header/footer is also captured in the meta-data.  It was noted that the GEOC work paper 5 provides a list of issues for FERC related to the proposal from NAESB and the corresponding modifications that would be needed in the Orders 582 and 614 regulations. 

It was understood that this subcommittee was not to address changes to Order 614 which outlines the header and footer requirements for the tariff.  The header and footer requirements could be met through printing the meta-data in the public viewer of e-Library.  Mr. Goldenberg added that the filing attachments and Record Raw Data would be loaded into e-Library.  In addition, as a supplement, the entire tariff can be provided in .pdf format in a separate attachment, along with the meta-data and eTariff filing.  Mr. Brooks added that the e-Tariff Technical Task Force could address the e-Library system requirements for filings along with the e-Tariff tariff filing submittals with metadata.  Mr. Burden and Ms. Key clarified that the metadata structure has been expanded to ensure that flexibility is present to support whole document filings, sheet based filings and section based filings.  This flexibility is provided for individual companies and for the industries themselves, as a given company may choose to use any of the three choices depending on the filing to be made.  Mr. Sappenfield and Ms. Davis further detailed these choices.  This flexibility is a key underlining assumption from which all the work papers were developed and as such, was reflected in the vote just taken.  The group concluded the above discussion by underlining and committing to the assumption for filing flexibility and that all work products to date have reflected this assumption.  All future work will also support this level of flexibility.

4.
Adjourn
There was a motion to adjourn at 4:00 PM Eastern from Mr. Bartholomot and seconded by Ms. Nagle.  There was no opposition and the meeting was ended.
4.

Attendees

	Attendee
	Organization
	Quadrant
	Segment
	Attendance

	Mariam Arnaout
	American Gas Association
	WGQ
	LDC
	In Person

	Tony Barracchini
	FERC
	
	
	In Person

	Henri Bartholomot
	Edison Electric Institute
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Naomi Bourg
	Northern Natural Gas
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Louise Bradford
	Trunkline Gas Company
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Dick Brooks
	ISO New England
	WEQ
	IGO
	In Person

	Christopher Burden 
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Oliver Burke
	Energy Transmission
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Marg Camardello 
	Transco
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Amy Castronovo
	Enbridge
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Sally Clore
	Midwest ISO
	WEQ
	IGO
	Phone

	Betty Coleman
	Xcel Energy
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Charlie Coleman
	FERC
	
	
	In Person

	Ed Comer
	Edison Electric Institute
	WEQ
	
	In Person

	Adrianne Cook
	Association of Oil Pipelines
	
	
	In Person

	Rich Cowen
	TransCanada
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	David Crabtree
	Tampa Electric Company
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	In Person

	Patty Cox
	CenterPoint Energy
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Jane Daly
	Arizona Public Service
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Kate Daley
	INGAA
	WGQ
	
	In Person

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Dave Darnell
	Systrends
	RGQ
	Services
	In Person

	Elizabeth Dietrich
	Entergy
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Linda Farquhar
	TransCanada
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Pauline Foley
	Arizona Public Service Company
	WGQ
	End User
	In Person

	Les Fyock
	American Public Gas Association
	WGQ
	LDC
	In Person

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Michael Goldenberg
	FERC
	
	
	In Person

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Bill Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Machelle Grim
	Dominion Transmission
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Dona Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	WGQ
	End User
	Phone

	KC Hairston
	Balch & Bingham
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	Phone

	Brian Hall
	CenterPoint Energy
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Matthew Hammell
	Florida Power and Light
	WEQ
	Generation
	In Person

	Maurene Hamilton
	Sea Robin Pipeline Co.
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Bambi Heckerman
	TransCanada
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Tracee Holte
	Xcel Energy Services, Inc.
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Erich Hunt
	Pacific Gas and Electric
	WGQ
	LDC
	Phone

	Cayden Jenness 
	California ISO
	WEQ
	IGO
	Phone

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	
	
	In Person

	Jennifer Key
	Steptoe & Johnson
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Charles Knight
	Florida Power & Light
	WGQ
	End User
	Phone

	Gary Kravis
	UNICON, Inc.
	WGQ
	Services
	Phone

	Marcus Lotto
	Southern California Edison
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Beth Martin
	We Energies
	WEQ
	Generation
	Phone

	Lee Martin
	Bonneville Power Administration
	WEQ 
	Transmission
	Phone

	Kerim May
	ISO New England
	WEQ
	IGO
	In Person

	Marcy McCain
	Spectra Energy
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	
	
	In Person

	Kristine Mespelli
	National Grid
	
	
	Phone

	Dan Mihalik
	Association of Oil Pipelines
	
	
	In Person

	Nancy Miksovsky
	Pine Needle LNG
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Pamela Mills
	Sempra Utilities
	WGQ
	LDC
	Phone

	Jim Moeller
	Stuntz, Davis & Staffier
	
	
	In Person

	Jeff Molinaro
	Enterprise Products
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Linda Morrison
	ISO New England
	WEQ
	IGO
	In Person

	Lynn Myers
	Southern California Edison Company
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Molly Nagle
	Southern Natural Gas Company
	WGQ 
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	WGQ
	LDC
	Phone

	Casey Nutsch
	FERC
	
	
	In Person

	Ean O’Neill
	California ISO
	WEQ
	IGO
	Phone

	Gordon Pennington
	Representing United Illuminating Company
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Mark Pierce
	Spectra Energy
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Debra Plattsmier
	Chevron
	WGQ
	Producer
	Phone

	Rob Potter
	Portland General Electric Co.
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	
	
	In Person

	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana
	WGQ
	Services
	In Person

	Michael Shepard
	Mewbourne Oil Company
	WGQ
	Producer
	Phone

	Laurel Schmitke
	Alliance Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Hassan Shah
	Entergy
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Korin Sharp
	DTE Energy
	WEQ
	Distribution/LSE
	Phone

	Denice Simpson
	Ameren
	WEQ
	Transmission
	In Person

	Virginia Snyder
	PJM Interconnection
	WEQ
	IGO
	In Person

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	WGQ
	Services
	Phone

	Tony Straquadine
	Alliance Pipeline
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Bob Stroh
	Bruder, Gentile & Marcoux
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Dawn Sutton
	PGN
	
	
	Phone

	Priya Swamy
	Dominion Transmission
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Kathy Thornton
	Enbridge
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Janna Van Ness
	Arizona Public Service
	WEQ
	
	Phone

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Denny Vicente
	BP Pipelines
	
	
	In Person`

	Karen Wei
	The Structure Group
	
	
	Phone

	Luke Whiting
	Florida Power and Light
	WEQ
	Transmission
	Phone

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	In Person

	Don Zeiszler
	Williston Basin
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	Phone

	Joy Zimberlin
	NY ISO
	WEQ
	IGO
	Phone
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