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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 

Technical Task Force members, and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
David Huffman, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Draft Minutes of e-Tariff Technical Task Force Meetings – October 22 and 23, 2007
DATE:
November 19, 2007
WEQ and WGQ e-Tariff Technical Task Force Meetings
October 22, 2007 -- 1:00 PM to 6:00 PM Eastern
October 23, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Eastern
Holyoke, Massachusetts – ISO New England
Draft Minutes 
1.
Welcome and Administrative Items
Mr. Brooks opened the meeting and welcomed the eTTF participants.  Mr. Huffman read the antitrust guidelines.  The participants reviewed the revised draft agenda.  Ms. Davis moved to accept the draft agenda and Ms. Nagle seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  The participants reviewed the draft minutes from the September 13-14, 2007 meeting.  The minutes were modified to delete ASCII on page 2, correct minor grammatical changes on page 4 and update a corporate name change on page 6.  Mr. Brooks moved to accept the minutes as revised and Mr. Burden seconded the motion.  There was no opposition to the motion and the minutes were approved as modified (September 13-14 final minutes).  
2. Updates from the e-Tariff business subcommittee. 

Ms. Davis opened by commenting that at the e-Tariff Subcommittee meeting of October 11-12, 2007, modifications  to the business and schema names were accepted.  The data element ‘eTariff Record’ was changed to ‘Record Content Description’. The e-Tariff Subcommittee also added record narrative name as a new data element.
The group reviewed the work paper titled e-Tariff Technical Issues from the e-Tariff Subcommittee meeting on October 11-12, 2007.  Mr. Brooks commented that the first open issue was resolved by the answer given by FERC staff.  Mr. Brooks asked if all of the issues in the Issue List were resolved.  Ms. Nagle responded that the last issue of whether a filer would be able to file a clean tariff along with a transmittal letter was not resolved by the e-Tariff Subcommittee.  Mr. Pierce commented that it would be mandatory to file a clean tariff sheet as an attachment.  Mr. Brooks commented that a valid filing would include a redline  and a clean version of the tariff.  Ms. Davis commented that an attachment code would be needed for a complete filing.  Mr. Brooks asked if a statement with a list of codes would be received.  Ms. Davis responded that only a URL with a reference to the FERC website would be received.  Ms. Castronovo commented that this was a different subject that had yet to be discussed.  Mr. Cutter noted that all of the technical issues have been resolved. 
3. Status/update of eTTF issues/action items.

Mr. Burden reviewed the work paper e-Tariff Technical Task Force XML Schema.  He asked the group to determine that the work paper (schema)  accurately reflects the latest version of the schema.  Mr. Pierce asked about the GEOC paper with regard to the Tariff Title.  He asked the group if they intended it to be there just to include the Tariff Title.  Ms. Castronovo commented that the Tariff Title is not needed at the filing site because it gets captured at the record level.  Ms. Key pointed out a potential issue in Mr. Brooks’ example where the New York ISO might have a different volume and rate schedule so Tariff Title numbers need to be broader.  Mr. Brooks responded that he was aware of the issue and that his example was not meant to be an accurate representation of a tariff.  Mr. Pierce commented that Mr. Brooks’ example is a suggestion as a separate document attachment.  Mr. Pierce also stated that at the last meeting it was agreed that versioning use will continue.  Mr. Goldenberg pointed out that there seems to be confusion as to what is on a clean tariff and what information goes in metadata.  He noted that in the future the Commission will provide more detail for the tariff section including  what information should be maintained as text and what information will be metadata.  Mr. Burden suggested the group move on to the work paper titled WGQ Scenario 13 Spreadsheet and that this will explain the three separate levels of the data structure. 

Mr. Brooks asked the FERC staff members about validations  performed by FERC on the Tariff Title.  Mr. Pierce responded that because Tariff Title is a text field, the FERC staff will not run an electronic validation.  Mr. Pierce stated that since FERC has an XML schema with multiple applicants, at this time an entity cannot file the same documentation with two different companies.  Mr. Coleman stated that in the future there may be the ability to duplicate documentation. 
Mr. Brooks noted that an open issue remains on when the nil=true, is it possible to use nil=(-1)  and he will do more research to find out if it is a problem across multiple tools and whether the industry supports it. 
Mr. Brooks asked the FERC staff if, during the e-tariff process, does the transmittal letter have to be sent first.  Mr. Coleman responded that the ordering of the attachments within the e-Tariff XML is not important.  Mr. Pierce added that under the eFiling rules, the transmittal letter is to be the parent record and all other documents will be considered as child records underneath the parent record.  Mr. Coleman commented that FERC is not concerned about the ordering within the document.  Mr. Pierce stated that he would create an attachment code for applicants providing a clean tariff attachment for every filing type.  Mr. Brooks asked if an attachment will go with each filing based on filing type.  Mr. Pierce confirmed that was the case.  Mr. Coleman commented that a transmittal letter has a different code for each filing type.  Mr. Brooks asked the group for agreement to use the proposed XML schema as the schema to move forward.  There was no opposition to this suggestion.
Mr. Burden asked the group to review the second item under agenda item 3 and noted that this discussion is focused on what would be the acceptable file formats for tariff content record level data.  Mr. Goldenberg commented that FERC will also be accepting PDF format.  Mr. Burden commented that for the oil industry, FERC has an agreement that a filing can be submitted as a whole PDF document.  Mr. Goldenberg confirmed that was the case.  Mr. Goldenberg added that the Commission will consider and decide if other documents can be filed as an entire document in PDF format.  Mr. Pierce pointed out that some formats have caused problems.  Mr. Coleman added that different versions of rich text format (RTF) have caused issues.
Ms. Daly asked Ms. Key if she could set up a meeting with the ISO and Electric groups. Mr. Hairston stated that it would be a good idea to have pre-conference calls to solve minor problems before the actual meeting.  

Mr. Burden asked the group to move onto the next agenda item which is a review of the high level filing diagram.  Mr. Coleman explained the flow chart to the group.  Mr. Burden asked about the time that would elapse between hitting the ‘send’ button on the e-Tariff filing submittal and receiving an e-mail response.  Mr. Coleman responded that an instant e-mail indicating the receipt of the filing will be sent by FERC because eFiling is set up for an auto response.  The second e-mail response with the technical validation will take longer, but a specific time frame was not specified.  Mr. Coleman also stated that during the parsing process some errors will stop the process and some will not, but he could not elaborate on specifics at the current time. 
Mr. Kravis asked if there had been discussion of  FERC using XML  to communicate additional FERC criteria (e.g. validation parameters, valid data element values, etc) that the filer could use to assist preparing a valid electronic filing.  Mr. Coleman responded that the consensus was that a CSV file format would be simpler than creating an XML schema to communicate this type of data.
Mr. Brooks asked Mr. Huffman to add an action item to the minutes reflecting that Mr. Coleman had agreed to create a list of the fields FERC could provide CSV file downloads including Filing Type, Attachment Reference Code, Attachment Content, and Security Level, Record Content type, and Record Change Type. 
The group discussed the procedure for splitting large filings across multiple XML documents.  Mr. Pierce commented that the Commission wanted a flexible schema.  Mr. Brooks commented that he believed this was a leftover issue from when the overall file size was limited to 10 megabytes and that he did not believe this was an issue any longer. 
4. Discuss and make assignments for the writing of the technical sections of the TIBP.
Mr. Brooks opened with discussion of the eTTF TIBP Technical Sections Framework work paper.  
Ms. Davis stated that the GEOC draft implementation guide encompasses code values which need to be treated differently and a write up of technical aspects of the whole project.  She suggested that this outline is a good starting point.  Mr. Brooks responded that he will help Ms. Davis and requested volunteers  to draft technical sections.  He stated that he will ask for volunteers as he proceeds through the work paper. 
Error codes and handling:  
Mr. Brooks commented that the error codes appeared to be dictated by eFiling.  Mr. Pierce responded that he was not sure how eFiling 7.0 was going to handle complex filing types.  Mr. Brooks asked what error codes FERC will be using.  Mr. Coleman responded that at this time FERC has no error codes developed specifically for e-Tariff and asked if the group had any error codes they would like to suggest to FERC.  Ms. Davis commented that the WGQ has error codes and that she can create a list of data element with codes and blanks or it could be done through a link which could be updated with additional filing types.  Ms. Castronovo commented that she believed FERC should give the group its validation codes.  Mr. Brooks responded that Mr. Coleman should develop a CSV file of FERC acceptable error codes.  Mr. Brooks asked if any of the participants had any additions for error codes and handling to propose to the FERC for inclusion.  No additional error codes were proposed.

Electronic Delivery Specification:

Mr. Brooks explained that this section describes the technical details of FERC’s filing process.  Mr. Pierce responded that FERC had a document on its website that described what was needed for an eFiling. 

Mr. Coleman commented that eFiling 7.0 will require users to pass through a secure socket layer (SSL) during the log-in process.  Ms. Davis asked for a narrative of the filing diagram.  Mr. Coleman stated he would write the narrative.  Mr. Burden asked if FERC staff had a preference on which software ZIP product is to be used.  Mr. Coleman responded that FERC staff did not have a preference as long it was a standard commercial ZIP product.
Mr. Brooks asked FERC staff whether the FERC  would like the eFiling internet screen submittal format to be followed for e-Tariff.  Mr. Goldenberg responded that if the group had an internet screen submittal format they would like to use they should let him know and he will meet with other FERC staff to discuss the feasibility of using it.  Mr. Brooks asked for volunteers to write specifications for electronic delivery.  Ms. Castronovo asked if volunteers could be assigned later after more information has been given.
Security Specification:

Mr. Brooks stated that user filing data being encrypted addresses the questions that Ms. Pysh asked earlier with regards to two validations.  Mr. Pierce responded that there are two different ways to submit user filing data:  (1) via the eFiling portal and (2) an e-Tariff portal, but once they pass into FERC, they will be handled together.  Ms. Daly asked if FERC Staff could write a draft of this portion and Mr. Pierce responded that they could. 
Mr. Brooks noted that shared tariff ownership has been identified as an issue that needs to be addressed. 

Mr. Burden asked if Mr. Pierce could address electronic delivery specifications and security and if Mr. Coleman could address error codes and handling.  Mr. Pierce and Mr. Coleman agreed to provide draft documentation for the next meeting.  Mr. Brooks commented that Mr. Burden and Ms. Castronovo have volunteered to work on the XML schema. 
5. Use Case discussion, analysis, capture and documentation.
Mr. Brooks stated that he had created software to create an XML schema out of a Microsoft® Access database.  He stated that he wanted to show the group the software and the group can decide if this is something they want to use to create use cases and associated data.  He reviewed his work paper (Use Case List) stating that he proposed to capture use case data with the Access database and use this data to embed in the XML schema.  Mr. Brooks added that he would capture and use a XML style sheet to make the data more human readable.  Ms. Bradford supported Mr. Brooks’ proposal.  Ms. Daly stated that she would like to test the database and volunteered to conduct some test cases.  Mr. Brooks commented that he would like no more than eight to ten test cases for the database.  Mr. Brooks commented that he would like to produce a report based on  use case data within the Access database and present the data using the XML style sheet.  Ms. Castronovo agreed to enter a use case for the pipeline segment and asked Mr. Brooks if they are going to be kept in separate Access databases.  Mr. Brooks responded that if everyone will submit their proposed use cases to him, he will merge them into a single Access database.  Mr. Brooks asked the FERC staff if they had a specific use case in mind.  Mr. Pierce responded that they did not.  Mr. Goldenberg commented that FERC staff was willing to help with use case development, provided the group ask specific questions. (e.g. questions focusing on a particular issue or specific line item within the XML data)  Mr. Brooks proposed using Ms. Castronovo’s use case as a model for the WEQ’s use case.  There were no objections from the participants.  Mr. Brooks stated that he would write instructions for using his Access database tool.  Ms. Daly volunteered to coordinate the WEQ’s creation of use cases and would work with the RTO’s and ISO’s.  Mr. Martin volunteered that he and Ms. Cook would coordinate the oil industry’s use cases.  Mr. Burden volunteered to coordinate the use cases for the gas industry. The use case numbers shown below are  from the work paper Use Case List. 
· Mr. Burden will take use cases 1, 3, 4, 5 (note: Mr. Burden will combine use case 3 & 4 )
· Ms. Daly will take use cases 1, 2, 5 (duplicate numbers will be shared workload)
· Ms. Cook will take use cases 1, 6, 7
Ms. Daly commented that she would have the electric use case completed by November 16. 2007.  Mr. Brooks stated that he would deliver his portion by Wednesday, November 21. 2007.  Mr. Pierce stated that the FERC line items would be completed by November 16,2007 as well. 

Mr. Brooks stated that one action item is to modify field definitions to allow more characters.  He further stated that his intent was to create a standard Access report whereby  all the industries’ use case reports would follow the same format and could be used for inclusion in the TIBP.
6. Other Business/Next Steps.
Mr. Brooks asked FERC staff if a single Tariff ID  can be “owned” by multiple entities..  Mr. Goldenberg responded that it was not possible.  Mr. Brooks responded that he would work to determine available options for how  industry specific software could be developed to accommodate tariffs owned by more than one entity in light of the requirement for unique Tariff IDs. 
Ms. Pysh commented that transmission providers will need the ability to submit large compliance filings.  Mr. Brooks commented that there needs to be a separate discussion on this topic.  He stated that Ms. Pysh’s issues were valid but not necessarily within the discussion of the XML schema.  Ms. Mespelli commented that there are operating agreements in place which provide for submittal of tariff filings by a committee on behalf of several companies.  She also stated that she did not support a schema where an RTO/ISO would take on the responsibility of submitting another company’s’ filing to the FERC.  Mr. Brooks commented that another group with a legal team needs to be formed at some point to study this issue.  He commented that he will put a paper together to describe the available options.  Ms. Pysh pointed out that there are serious legal aspects that may be mutually exclusive of each other.  Mr. Pierce pointed out that Ms. Pysh’s issues were of a nature that will require new business rules to evolve with the electric industry.  Mr. Brooks stated that he is addressing this issue with his legal team and that he would check with PJM to find out if they can join the discussion team. 

7. Adjourn

Ms. Daly moved to adjourn and the motion was seconded by Ms. Davis. The meeting adjourned at 4:00PM Eastern on October 23, 2007.
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