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July 16, 2007

FINAL MINUTES

Attendees (all in person)

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Jess Cline
	EC Power

	Dan Rothfuss
	Duke Energy Supplier Business Center

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies

	Michael Stender
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Pipeline

	George Behr
	ESG

	Barbara Wise
	BG&E


The meeting started at 8:30am.
Christopher called meeting to order, and read the antitrust statement.

The Agenda was reviewed and the start time changed to 8:30. The Agenda was approved (Mike moved, Leigh seconded, no objections).

Meeting minutes for the May 23, 2007 meeting were reviewed. Minor changes were proposed by Christopher. The revised minutes were approved (Dan moved, Barbara seconded, no objections).

The group worked on the NAESB response to the Sandia report. The draft Sandia response from the prior meeting was used as a starting point. Unless otherwise noted, there was general consensus on the changes described below, although no formal votes were taken. Item numbers refer to the Items enumerated in the Sandia report.
Item 7.1.3 – Modifications were proposed to Exhibit 2, page 2 of the TPA to indicate the UserID/Password should be sent separately, rather than included in the document.
It was noted that the TPA carries a WGQ standard number (6.3.3) in the footer. It was suggested that the TPA should be moved to a “NAESB” standard, rather than a WGQ standard. There was discussion that a retail TPA was in work, but the status was unknown. George and Christopher will investigate the WGQ and RXQ efforts, respectively.

Item 7.1.1 – There was discussion about allowable versions of Operating Systems. Changes were suggested to the text of Appendices B and C of the WGQ QEDM and the Sandia response to highlight the role of OS management.
Item 7.1.6 – Christopher to provide IET changes for providing digital signatures.
Item 7.1.7 - Added cross reference to related response 7.1.11
Item 7.1.9 – Added changes to IET 10.2.14.
Item 7.1.10, 7.1.12, and 7.1.15 – The focus of these items is Response Documents/FAs. It was identified that while the FA was the accepted response for EDI-formatted file decryption responses, no such response document is mentioned for “flat files”. Also, no decryption response time is specified in either the TPA or the IET. 
For 7.1.10, it was agreed that decryption is not required prior to Receipt notification.
It was proposed that NAESB create a “decryption response” that indicates the success or failure of the decryption.
1) If the file is an EDI-formatted file, the response will be a 997 document as defined in the TPA
2) For other file formats, NAESB will create a “decryption successful” HTTP response. 

In either case, the decryption response should be sent within the time limit(s) specified in the Quadrant standards, but no later than 60 minutes.
A placeholder for the exact changes to the standards was inserted.

For 7.1.15, it was discussed that the digital signatures will be handled in Item 7.1.8. It was proposed to modify TPA language to change the responsibility for message transfer to the Sender, as per George’s suggested text. This reply should be cleaned up to comport with the language of the TPA.
For 7.1.12, it was decided to make IET definition 10.2.24 comport with 10.3.13, and then delete 10.3.13. Also proposed was to remove RXQ 5.2.79 (may be 0.2.79) since it is redundant. Other references to Exchange Failure should also be changed.
Item 7.1.11 – Digital Signatures – will be referenced to 7.1.6.
Item 7.1.13 – Versions – There was general consensus that the IET should encourage use of the most recent version or the version minus one. Tom proposed language to change/replace IET standard 10.1.9 and WGQ standard 4.1.39. It was noted that this applies only to the transport mechanism (IET), not the data content specifications.
Item 7.1.14 – Refnum – There was general consensus that no immediate changes to refnum were required. The NAESB response will note that users should be alert for possible Refnum abuse and that NAESB may incorporate additional controls or modifications to the Refnum feature (including the option to eliminate Refnum) in future versions.
Item 7.1.8 – NAESB will provide digital signatures based on the original payload for error messages.
Item 7.1.16 – Security applications - Suggested revisions were made to the IET text.

Item 7.1.17 – CAR - Accepted language drafted at a prior meeting.

Item 7.1.18, 7.1.19 - Open Ports – Revisions were proposed for Appendix D of the WGQ QEDM to eliminate the optional ports and allow mutually agreeable ports. There were concerns that ports might be closed by default given the revised language.
Item 7.1.20 – It appears Sandia’s conclusion regarding Batch FF/EDM mechanism is incorrect – the same encryption and timestamp structures are used regardless of the content file format. 
The meeting was adjourned at 4:03pm.
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