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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

Via posting

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 – October 11-12, 2007
DATE:
January 18, 2008
WEQ and WGQ E-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting
October 11, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central
October 12, 2007 – 8:00 AM to 2:00 PM Central
Final Minutes
1.
Welcome and Administrative Items
Mr. Sappenfield and Ms. Daly welcomed the meeting participants in the room and on the phone.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.

The participants reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Burden moved, seconded by Ms. Key, to adopt the agenda with revisions to included review of the Gas Electric Oil Coalition (GEOC) proposal under item 4.  The motion passed without objection.

The subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the July 27, 2007 meeting.  Ms. Davis submitted redlined minutes posted as a work paper for this meeting:  Suggested Changes to July 27, 2007 eTariff Draft Minutes - Submitted by D.Davis, Williams - Redlined.  Additional minor modifications were made.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. McCain, to adopt the minutes as revised.  The final minutes are posted on the e-Tariff page:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff072707fm.doc.
The subcommittee also reviewed the minutes from the August 20, 2007 conference call.  Ms. Davis submitted redlined minutes posted as a work paper for this meeting:  Suggested Changes to August 20, 2007 eTariff Draft Minutes - Submitted by D.Davis, Williams - Redlined.  Additional minor modifications were made.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Nagle, to adopt the minutes as revised.  The final minutes are posted on the e-Tariff page:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff082007fm.doc.
2.
Update from e-Tariff Technical Task Force
Mr. Burden provided an update of the progress of the e-Tariff Technical Task Force (eTTF) (10/11/07 eTariff TTF Status Update).  The eTTF developed a strawman XML schema, created a proposal for XML name/business name cross reference for review by the e-Tariff Subcommittee, identified what use cases will be developed as examples, and created an open issues list for presentation to the e-Tariff Subcommittee.  Mr. Burden reviewed the Open Issues included in the work paper posted for this meeting:  Issues List from the eTariff Technical Task Force.  Mr. Burden stated that if the e-Tariff Subcommittee does not address these open issues during this meeting, then the eTTF will not be able to complete the technical work in order for the project to be completed by the end of the year.
3.
Discuss and Approve the eTTF Proposal for element names
The subcommittee reviewed the eTTF’s proposal for element names and the recommendation to add an additional element “validation_email”:  Draft Electronic Tariff Data Elements and Descriptions submitted by the eTariff Technical Task Force.  Mr. Sappenfield asked if the subcommittee supported using the proposed revisions to the data element names submitted by the eTTF.  There were no objections to the revised data element names.  Mr. Burden and Ms. Davis reviewed the proposed new data elements:  
· Attachment Content Type Code, 
· Record Content Type Code, 
· Schema Version, and 
· Validation e-mail.    
There were no objections to adding the new elements to the schema.

Ms. Davis explained the reason the eTTF was proposing to remove the point of contact data fields (i.e., the Company Authorizing Person’s name and title) from the filing metadata.  She stated that FERC staff noted in the eTTF meetings that this set of metadata would not be needed as the Authorizing Person would be noted on the Transmittal Letter and captured in the e-Filing registration.  Ms. Davis asked if the e-Tariff Subcommittee participants thought there would be a need for companies to capture the Authorizing Person data.  The revised data elements and descriptions is posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff101107a2.doc
4.
Discuss and Resolve the Business Issues identified by the e-Tariff Technical Task Force
The subcommittee reviewed the issues list submitted by the eTTF posted as a work paper for this meeting:  Issues List from the eTariff Technical Task Force.  Many of the issues have been resolved during the discussion of the data table information.

Mr. Goldenberg stated that the intent of FERC staff is to have a way to know what version of the document is being filed so that those analyzing the documents can tell what was changed, even for the entire document submittals.  Ms. Daly asked if FERC staff intends to propose a change in the regulations to require this type of versioning.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that he did not know what the Commission would do, but that the FERC staff intends to propose such.

It was determined that many of the issues listed in the issues list could be resolved by reviewing the GEOC Proposal.  Ms. Davis reviewed the proposal.

Ms. Key noted the possibility of having two sets of Table of Contents: the e-Tariff Table of Contents that will be displayed on the public viewer and the Table of Contents within the document itself.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that should be acceptable.  He noted that there might be a territory problem with Record Narrative Name.  He stated that he didn’t know where it would show up in the public viewer because it will likely paginate differently.  He noted that the FERC analysts will likely use the Record Narrative Name or some variation of Record Version Number in order to be consistent in the orders.  Several supported moving forward with Record Narrative as an optional field.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that he viewed the Record Version Number for the electric industry submittals as an incremental number used sequentially to indicate changes associated with a particular Record_ID.

There was discussion regarding versioning when substitutes and corrections were submitted.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that as long as there is consistency, then it should be acceptable.

Ms. Davis asked FERC if the data field size for Record_Content_Description could be changed from 25 characters maximum to 254 characters in order to accommodate current gas industry naming conventions.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that the constraints can be determined at the next technical meeting.

The group reviewed technical issues.  There was discussion regarding FERC’s ability to provide users with a “sandbox” environment to initially test industry developed tariff management software and the XML package being submitted via the eTariff portal.  Mr. Barrachini stated that FERC staff is evaluating the testing capability that FERC will be able to be provide given its budgetary guidelines.  Mr. Barrachini noted that the testing environment would probably provide tariff submitters the ability to test the e-mail notification process, and provide basic errors messages associated with the upload and parsing (disassembly) of the XML data.  A commitment cannot be made at this time regarding full content editing as it would require FERC staff time.  After further discussion, it was noted in the Technical issues list that there would be limited testing for the validation e-mail.

For the technical issues:  
· Request for FERC to determine pros and cons as to why PDF is not preferred by FERC staff at this time for individual Tariff Records in a sheet or section based format, but is acceptable for “whole document” submittals by oil pipelines. 
· Request for FERC to provide a list of supported RTF versions FERC is willing to support.  (note: Excel cannot produce RTF documents). 
eTTF will work with the FERC staff to address these issues.

Mr. Burden noted that a diagram of the submittal process would be available at the next meeting of the e-Tariff Subcommittee.  The diagram will show, at a high level, the process from the creation of an XML package to the XML package being submitted to FERC.  In addition it will show where notifications will be sent to the Tariff Submitter and how the Tariff Submitter will be notified in the event the XML is unreadable.  
For the last bullet on the Technical issues list:  Payload size (limited by document security level) too large.  To address this concern, the Tariff Submitter (or tariff management software) will need to fragment the file(s) and indicate how reassembly of tariff and attachment documents is to occur.  Mr. Brooks stated that it would be discussed at the next eTTF meeting.

The subcommittee discussed two business issues remaining: 
· headers and footers, and 
· the clean sheet single document attachment.  
For the discussion on clean sheets, Ms. Nagle stated that a footer containing “Issued By” is not as critical as inclusion of “Issued Date”.  Ms. Nagle stated that she would like to continue including the issued date as part of the metadata.  Ms. Nagle asked if a pipeline submits a clean and redline version, will FERC post (1) both on its website, or (2) only the version viewed through the viewer.  Ms. Daly asked if the FERC staff anticipated a need to revise the regulations so the headers and footers requirement in Order 614 would be removed once e-Tariff is implemented.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that the regulations would need to be revised to implement e-Tariff altogether.  He added that the clean sheet should only reflect the metadata.  The software will decide, in combination with Commission orders, what will be superseded.  Ms. Davis stated that companies would not be precluded from adding additional information on the tariff that is posted on their own websites.  Mr. K. Pierce supported Ms. Davis’ comment.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that for those who file section based tariffs, there needs to be a way to indicate, on the clean version of the submittal, what has been changed and how many times it has been changed.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that he thought that this can be done in Record Version Number.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that pipelines submit two versions; a paper version and an electronic version.  The electronic version is almost always identical to the paper version.  Pipelines can continue to use this method.  FERC staff is willing to accept a clean version that would be put in eLibrary.  The electronic metadata version would be visible to FERC staff and would be shown in the public viewer.  After further discussion, Mr. Brooks confirmed that the XML filing will need to include a duplicate of the material – one without headers and footers which will be processed by the software and a second version with headers and footers for submission to eLibrary.  Mr. Coleman stated that it would be fine to submit a new attachment for submission to eLibrary that reflects exactly how the company would like it represented.  For the metadata, Mr. Coleman stated that while he could not tell the industries how to design tariff compilation software, when a filing is submitted, it would be a good idea to use the metadata to populate the header and footer when the .PDF file is generated for posting to eLibrary.  
Ms. Key asked why the eLibrary version and the public viewer version could not be the same regardless of whether the document is a .RTF document or a .PDF document and why the binary text could not be included in the .RTF version.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that the eLibrary version is the official record for the case, while the database will be dynamic.  There will be differences between the database version and what is filed in eLibrary.  eLibrary will contain the entire record and all of the submittals made on the particular tariff.  After further discussion, Mr. Sappenfield noted that the eTTF is aware that the business subcommittee has decided that a clean version will be provided as part of the submittal package and will not be assembled by the e-Tariff database.  Mr. Brooks added that the clean version must adhere to eLibrary requirements.  It was further noted that the information currently in the footer would not be required except for Effective Date and the information proposed to be kept in the header is the Company Name, the FERC terminology such as “FERC Gas Tariff”, the Tariff Title, and the designation (i.e. version) of the sheet/section/whole document.  The revised GEOC Proposal is posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff101107a1.doc.  The revised issues list is also posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff101107a3.doc.
Mr. Burden reviewed the list of use cases submitted as a work paper for this meeting:  Draft Use Cases by Industry - Revised 09/14/2007 submitted by eTariff Technical Task Force.  A few modifications were made based on the discussion.  The redlined document can be found posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/etariff101107a4.doc.
5.
Set Date/Time for future meetings
The next e-Tariff Subcommittee meeting was moved from January 17-18, 2008 to January 24-25, 2008 to ensure there is ample time to complete the development of the technical documents and have them posted for informal comments prior to the e-Tariff Subcommittee meeting.  The agenda for the January 24-25, 2008 meeting will include a vote on the entire e-Tariff standards package.  

The eTTF is scheduled to meet October 22-23, 2007 in Holyoke, Massachusetts hosted by ISO New England.  The eTTF is also scheduled to meet November 28-30, 2007 in Phoenix, Arizona hosted by Arizona Public Service.  During these meetings, the eTTF will finalize the XML schema and related documents, including the technical portions of the Implementation Guide.

6.

Next steps

The revised documents will be forwarded to the eTTF for further development.
7.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 2:00 PM Central.
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