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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:
Retail Gas and Electric Quadrants Business Practices Subcommittee 

and Interested Parties
FROM:
Ed Overtree, Meeting Manager/Project Manager
RE:
Retail Gas and Electric Quadrants BPS Meeting with Web Conferencing Draft Minutes – May 12 and 13, 2008
DATE:
May 24, 2008
JOINT REQ AND RGQ BPS MEETING 

mAY 12, 2008 – 1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.m. EASTERN
MAY 13, 2008 – 9:00 A.M TO 2 P.M. EASTERN
DRAFT MINUTES

1. Administrative
The participants introduced themselves and Ms. Gonzales read the antitrust guidelines.  The group agreed to defer until BPS’ June meeting one discussion on the draft agenda, Billing and Payment for the Registration Agent model (workpaper #08-3D) and to delete another, Customer Billing and Payment Notification via UET (workpaper #08-7D).  Mr. Jones moved to adopt the agenda as so amended.  The amended agenda was adopted by consensus.
2. Recommendation on Customer Enrollment, Drop and Account Information Change using a Registration Agent
BPS reviewed and made changes via webcast to the draft Recommendation, in the context of Mr. Jones’ redlined comments on the draft:

· The words “and premises” were added in the Executive Summary and everywhere the Distribution Company is mentioned.

· Ms. McKeever noted that ERCOT uses two kinds of account information that can change:  customer-specific information and ESI ID changes.  Mr. Precht suggested adding a definition of “ESID Change” to capture the difference, but on a subsequent edition, as this Recommendation has already been through the formal comment process and change now would cause delay.  The group agreed to Mr. Precht’s suggestions.
· Mr. Jones noted that the “ESI ID Change” definition will have to go at the end, as NAESB doesn’t add MBP numbers in the middle, for fear of busting back references.  Mr. Precht suggested new MBPs 11.3.7, ESI ID Setup and 11.3.8, ESI ID Change.
This comment reminded the group that the Glossary subcommittee will have to draft at least 10 new definitions used in the Recommended MBPs.  Contact was later made with the Glossary Chair and a meeting date tentatively agreed upon just prior to the next BPS meeting.  
Ms. McKeever and Ms. Munson undertook to parse the existing Glossary to ascertain whether or not there is a term that can be used for ERCOT’s “Service Request;” if not, possibly an eleventh definition will be needed.  Ms. McKeever also will check the Billing and Payments MBPs to determine whether or not “Registration Agent” needs to be defined; if not, possibly a twelfth definition will be needed.
3. Discussion on Future BPS Work Scope
Mr. Precht summarized the proposed BPS proposal to the Retail ECs, that BPS review and make recommendations on MBPs that need changes of a formal or procedural, not substantive, nature.  In this role, BPS would not be recommending or drafting new MBPS.  Examples would be:  making sure “via UET” is inserted in all places where electronic communications are desirable; and using a consistent word and definition for “switch.”  The group agreed with Mr. Precht’s presentation to the ECs, which can be found at:  workpaper 08-8D.
4. 
MBPs Applicable to the Registration Agent Model – 2008 Annual Plan Item No. 4
Mr. Jones noted that these MBPs are largely repetitive with existing MBPs on the same subjects, and asked whether or not it might be shorter to amend the existing MBPs to add the differences for the Registration Agent model.

Ms. McKeever disagreed, pointing out that all the ERCOT deadlines, as well as data integrity requirements are missing from the existing MBPs.  After discussion, the group decided to vote on the Recommendation as drafted at the next BPS meeting.

Mr. Precht undertook to delete pure repetition from the proposed MBPs and post the result in advance of the next BPS meeting.

5. Recess for the Day on May 12
MAY 13, 2008 – 9:00 A.M TO 2 P.M. EASTERN

1. Administrative

The participants introduced themselves and Mr. Jones reminded everyone that the antitrust guidelines are still in effect.
2. Disputes
Mr. Precht pointed out that the disputes resolution MBP must exclude endues customers’ disputes, and include only Suppliers, Distribution Companies and the Registration Agent.  Mr. Jones suggested, and the group agreed, to us the defined term “Market Participant,” which by its definition includes every possible party except endues customers.  The MBP does provided for multi-party disputes resolution, where necessary.
3. Supplier-Distribution Company Contract Forms


Mr. Precht pointed out that the REQ and RGQ versions of this contract cannot be combined without EC consent.  Ms. McKeever suggested instead adding an ERCOT Distribution Agreement and three other contracts that are used in ERCOT.  

Ms. McKeever also noted that there is no such thing in ERCOT as a Trading Partner Agreement, and a different form may have to be added for ERCOT if the existing TPA doesn’t have a connectivity checklist.  Mr. Precht said he would ask Mike Novak whether or not the existing Trading Partner Agreement has a production connectivity checklist like ERCOT’s.  
4. Other Contract Forms
Mr. Jones noted that the existing Non-Disclosure Agreement form can be used in the Registration Agent model and that the existing Distribution Agreement is irrelevant to ERCOT.

5. Customer Information

Next the group discussed workpaper #08-8D.  Ms. McKeever noted that Synchronization Lists are irrelevant in ERCOT, but the group decided that the existing wording is not incorrect, as Synch lists are optional with the parties, unless and until required by the Applicable Regulatory Authority, which theoretically could someday occur in a Registration Agent jurisdiction.
6. Next Steps
Customer Inquiries will have to be discussed at the next BPS meeting, after reviewing and voting on the Market Participant, Creditworthiness and Dispute Resolution MBPs.

It now appears that June 18 no longer works as a meeting date for most participants.  After discussion, the group agreed upon June 24, 2008 from 10:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M.  Contact with the Glossary subcommittee chair was established, and a meeting agreed for June 17, 2008.

Then the group discussed the lack of a Technical Electronic Implementation subcommittee, which hasn’t met as such since January, 2008.  Ms. McKeever noted that Rae McQuade recruited two “volunteers,” Jennifer Teel of EC-Power and Clay Katskee of ERCOT, to help the Texas Task Force, but they haven’t signed on to be indefinite TEIS members.

Mr. Jones stated that only Billing and Payments has been technically implemented.  TEIS was purposely sidetracked to handle the Wal-Mart Request for Billing by UET, which was incomplete when TEIS lost all its members.  He added that Dan Rothfuss, recent Duke retiree and former member of TEIS, is willing to discuss with Ms. Teel and Mr. Katskee the form of Billing and Payment implementation, as they requested.  He gave Mr. Rothfuss’ contact information to Ms. Munson and McKeever.

Ms. Ray undertook to ask Mike Holladay of Southern Company whether or not he could help on technical implementations.
7. Adjourn

Mr. Precht moved to adjourn.  The motion passed unanimously.
8. Attendees
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Bill Barkas
	Dominion Retail
	In Person both days

	Angela Gonzales
	NAESB
	Phone on May 12 only

	Dennis Hartline
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person both days

	Dan Jones 
	Duke Energy
	In Person both days

	Debbie McKeever
	Oncor
	In Person both days

	Susan Munson
	ERCOT
	In Person both days

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB
	Phone both days

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person both days

	Judy Ray
	Alabama Power
	Phone both days

	Ken Thiry
	Wisconsin Public Service
	Phone both days

	Bill Welzant
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person both days

	Rich Zollars
	Dominion Retail
	In Person both days
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