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To: 
NAESB Office

From: Larry Middleton

Date:
September 21, 2007

RE: 
NAESB Triage Actions Pending for R07012-R07018 – Request Reply 

The Midwest ISO has reviewed the requests R07012 through R07018, which were posted in on the NAESB Triage Subcommittee Webpage on September 17, 2007.  The Midwest ISO would like to offer the following comments be considered by the Triage Subcommittee and the Executive Committees before a final determination be made on how the requests should be triaged.

1. Request R07012 – Add 4 new meter type code values to the Measured Volume Audit Statement.

The Request is to add four common meter types that are used within the industry that would better describe what is being used.  However, the request indicates that there are no tangible or intangible benefits.  If the submitter believes there are no benefits for implementing the change, we question why the change request should be considered by NAESB.

2. Request R07013 – Electric Industry Confidentiality Agreement

The Description for this request states “Create a data Confidentiality Agreements for participants in the Electric Industry covering the treatment of data belonging to other Electric Industry Participants such as e-tag data.” However, under item 4 “Use of Proposed Standard or Enhancement” the request indicates that the scope for the confidentiality agreement may be more than just e-tag data:  “While this request will not be specific as to scope, the requests asks that the Agreement at least cover e-Tag data.”

There are two concerns with this request.  First, should this change request be considered within NAESB’s scope?  NERC currently has a Non-Disclosure Agreement which should cover the e-tag data.  Having NAESB develop another Confidentiality Agreement appears to be a duplicative effort.  Second if the decision is to move forward with the change request, either the scope of this request must be focused specifically on the e-tag data or the request should be reassigned to the Business Practices Subcommittee.  The JISWG should not be responsible for defining confidentiality agreements for all types of data.  
3. Request R07014 – Move the data edit information from the Confirmation Response to the Quick Response

No issues with this request.

4. Request R07015 - Request that NAESB add a new internet browser plug-in, Adobe Flash Player, to the NAESB Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Quadrant Electronic Delivery Mechanism (QEDM) Manual in APPENDIX B
This request was specifically written for the WEQ quadrant.  Would there be a benefit to consider adding Adobe Flash Player to Business Practices in other Quadrants so the issue can be addressed on time rather than having requests be submitted on a quadrant by quadrant basis?  Should the request be submitted to all quadrants for consideration? 

5. R07016 - Add two code values for the Reduction Reason data element in the Confirmation Response, Scheduled Quantity, and Scheduled Quantity for Operator datasets.
No issues with this request.  However, we question whether this needed to be submitted as a request and go through the full change request process or whether the request could be expedited as a minor correction since one of the reasons for minor corrections/clarifications is: “clarifications or corrections to add code values to tables”.  If the Triage Subcommittee would make a determination that the request is treated as a minor correction it could be addressed in a matter of weeks rather than months. 
6. R07017 - Add 2 Warning Messages to the NAESB WGQ Data Sets  - WGQ Standard 1.4.1 - Nominations and WGQ Standard 1.4.2 – Nomination Quick Response
No issue with this request.

7. R07018 – Add Code Values to WGQ Standard 5.4.20 – Transactional Reporting Capacity Release, WGQ Standard 5.4.21 – Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation and WGQ 5.4.22 – Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation

No issue with the request.  However, we also question whether the Triage Subcommittee should treat this as a request or as a minor correction.  See R07016 for more detail on why this request could be considered as a minor correction.
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