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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 BPS Texas Task Force and Interested Parties
FROM:
Ed Overtree, Meeting Manager/Project Manager
RE:
Retail BPS Texas Task Force Meeting with Web Conferencing Draft Minutes – May 5-6, 2008
DATE:
May 11, 2008
RETAIL BPS TEXAS TASK FORCE MEETING 

mAY 5, 2008 – 11:00 A.m. to 4:00 P.m. central
mAY 6, 2008 – 9:00 A.M. TO NOON CENTRAL

DRAFT MINUTES

1. Administrative
Mr. Overtree read the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. McKeever stated that the oral agenda is to draft the Technical Implementation (electronic data interchange transaction communication sets) for each of the model business practices drafted by the Texas Task Force of the Business Practices Subcommittee regarding Customer Enrollment and Customer Drop in a central Registration Agent model (the 814.01-05).
2. List EDI Transaction Sets required for central Registration Agent model Customer Enrollment and Drop business practices.
Ms. McKeever stated that each MBP with a list of minimum data elements will required an EDI transaction set, and two separate sets will probably be needed for move-in enrollments and switch enrollments, because in Texas they are separate.
Ms. Teel noted that only one Drop Request transaction set may be needed, as one can be used no matter whether the customer or the retailer requests the drop, just by adding a “gray box” in which alternative requester names may be inserted.

At this point, the group searched naesb.org for the Technical Implementation of non-ERCOT Customer Enrollment and Drop, only to discover that such has evidently not yet been the subject of a Recommendation to the Retail Executive Committees, nor ratified by Retail members.  The group did review the latest draft, dated January 18, 2007, to help compile a corresponding list of transaction sets for Texas.
3. Drafting the Transaction Sets
Ms. Teel pointed out that to draft all the entries, Foresight software will be needed, which none of the attendees brought with them.  Accordingly, the group drafted via webcast in the margins of the January 18, 2007 draft the additional data fields (and some omissions) that will be required to adapt the non-Texas technical implementation for Texas.   
After marking such changes on transactions 814.01, 02 and 03 for several hours, Ms. Teel suggested she and Mr. Katskee take the remainder offline as “homework” and bring recommendations back to the group at its next meeting.

There followed a discussion of whether and which EDI transactions can be combined, as opposed to stating them all separately.  Ms. McKeever noted that separate is much more understandable for market participants who have little previous familiarity with electronic communications.  Ms. Teel suggested asking BPS at its meeting next week which method they prefer.  The group reviewed the BPS agenda.
After much discussion, at length the group decided to draft generic transactions, and proceeded to agree on a list of them.
Ms. Rager undertook to establish a Texas Task Force listserv, so all participants can exchange their drafts and changes online but confidentially.  
At this point, the group recessed for the day.

On May 6, the group agreed that Ms. Teel and Mr. Katskee would each draft every other transaction set, using Foresight, that the group listed in the Generic column three in the hyperlink above.

In answer to a question, Ms. McKeever stated that the technical implementation of Customer Drop and Customer Information Changes are not yet necessary, as BPS has not yet Recommended them to the Executive Committees.

Ms. Teel asked why the non-Texas technical implementation has data dictionaries, sample written transactions and so many repetitive data fields?  None of the attendees having been present when the non-Texas draft was prepared, Ms. Rager undertook to inquire of NAESB’s President.  Meanwhile, Ms. Rager suggested that Ms. Teel and Mr. Katskee use the technical implementation for Billing and Payment, which has been approved by the ECs and ratified by NAESB members, and which Ms. Rager will forward to Ms. Teel and Mr. Katskee.

Mr. Overtree undertook to email Dan Jones at Duke Energy, who referred in the previous IR/TEIS meeting in January, 2008, to a recent Duke Energy retiree who may have some information about why the Billing and Payment technical implementation was drafted the way it was.

4. Schedule next Meeting 
Ms. McKeever urged that Mr. Katskee attend the second day of the BPS meeting next week, to help her and Ms. Munson with technical questions from BPS members.

For its next meetings, the group agreed upon June 3 from 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. Central and June 4 from 9 A.M. to 2:30 P.M Central, both at Oncor in Dallas.  The group’s goal by the end of the June meetings is to complete drafting transaction sets for four sets of MBPs.
5. Adjourn
Mr. Katskee moved to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 4:16 PM Central on May 6.
6. Attendees
	Name
	Organization

	Clay Katskee
	ERCOT

	Debbie McKeever
	Oncor 

	Susan Munson
	ERCOT

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Jennifer Teel
	EC Power
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