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TO:
NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) Participants and Interested Parties
FROM:

Deonne Cunningham, NAESB Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Draft Minutes from the NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) Meeting in Houston, TX- March 19-20, 2008
DATE:
April 10, 2008
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT
NERC/NAESB JOINT INTERCHANGE SCHEDULING WORKING GROUP (JISWG)
MARCH 19-20, 2008 HOUSTON, TX

DRAFT MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Hansen welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants in the room and on the phone introduced themselves.  Ms. Cunningham gave the anti-trust guidance.  Mr. Hansen asked for a motion to adopt the agenda as already written.  Paul Sorenson moved to adopt the agenda as written and Mr. Aymond seconded the motion.  
2. EIR Comments
Mr. Hansen opened the discussion by stating that only comments were posted on the NAESB website and that they would be viewed in alphabetical order.  The group addressed the comments submitted in response to the group’s request for informal comments on the EIR System Requirements document 20080123.  The Electric Industry Registry (EIR) Systems Requirements document can be found via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg031908w1.doc.  Mr. Hansen suggested viewing the informal comments in alphabetical order as there were only two comments posted on the NAESB website.  The comments received by BPA and Midwest ISO were divided into questions in which the group responded accordingly. 

The group reviewed the comments submitted by BPA.  In response to comment 6
, Mr. Sorenson made a motion which recommended that NAESB and NERC jointly establish a registry oversight committee to handle development and ongoing support for registry related issues.  The group’s purpose for the motion was to establish a more defined coordination between NAESB and NERC.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Tritch. There was no discussion on the motion and it passed unanimously.  
The group reviewed comment 10
 and responded with a general comment.  Mr. Sorenson noted NERC gave authority to charge a nominal registry fee.  He stated NERC was authorized to levy a fee to all entities to defer costs to the registry.  Bob Harshbarger will find the FERC ruling which addresses the registry funding mechanism. Ms. Rehman questioned JISWG’s response to comment 10 and wondered if the response would be the same if an entity did not sign a confidentiality agreement.  Ms. Rehman suggested that JISWG be cognizant of FERC’s position in the past regarding access to various users.  Ms. Rehman stated there should be a requirement for a valid entity to be able to access their respective data.  Mr. Hansen and Mr. Sorenson stated that all valid entities are defined as stated in the EIR specifications and only may be added to registry by the administrator.  Mr. Hansen defined entity administrator as a person that has been identified when authorized by the entity to be the administrator of their data.  
The rest of the responses to the comments submitted by BPA can be found via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg031908a3.doc.  The revisions to the EIR can be found as an attachment to the minutes via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg031908a2.doc.
The group reviewed and discussed the comments submitted by Midwest ISO.  Ed Skiba noted that the comments were either general in nature or editorial cleanup.  The group determined when reviewing Question 1 the editorial cleanup will be listed as an Action Item.  Mr. Sorenson will be responsible for drafting language relating to a generic deletion for the deactivation notification scheme.  He stated that all entities need to be able to approve the deletion and deactivation should be at least 30 days.  Mr. Hansen will draft language to clarify that the NERC functional model entities will be included in the registry.  The group agreed that NAESB and NERC would be notified in an effort to receive further definition of their respective roles and responsibilities.  This response was also noted as an Action Item in response to Question 3.  
Next, the group reviewed the EIR for references to NAESB as it relates to the Midwest ISO comments.  Midwest ISO was concerned with lack of definition regarding the roles and responsibilities of NERC and NAESB.  Mr. Harshbarger recognized the lack of clearly defined roles and responsibilities for NAESB.  He stated that “NAESB/NERC” would be a placeholder in the EIR due to the uncertainty regarding the roles of both organizations.  Mr. Hansen inserted language into Section 2.3.5 noting the document is subject to change and all subsequent changes must accommodate changes to the NERC Functional Model.  
Mr. Sorenson motioned for the EIR to be released as amended at the meeting to the NAESB staff for final clerical, typographical errors and initiate an EIR Request for Proposal (RFP).  The motion was seconded by Mr. Tritch.  The group held discussion regarding the motion.  The group needed clarification from Rae McQuade regarding NAESB’s process for a RFP.  Ms. McQuade stated that once the specifications are released by the subcommittee, it will be put into a RFP and sent to NERC for review.  Once complete, NAESB will send out  a Request for Proposal (RFP).  No further discussion was held regarding the motion and it passed unanimously.  The revisions to the EIR can be found via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg031908a2.doc
As a separate note, Ms. McQuade noted that JISWG input will be needed regarding either the Dun and Bradstreet (DUNS) or Global Locating Number (GLN) method of coding to identify organizations – a key element in the EIR.  
3. e-Tag 1.8.1 
Mr. Hansen opened the discussion by stating that e-Tag enhancement requests should be posted for comments so the industry would be able to make additions.  Mr. Harshbarger proposed the comments be posted on both NERC and NAESB JISWG websites with appropriate notices sent out for informal comment.  The responses are due to both organizations by May 20, 2008.  There were no objections or discussions held regarding the posting of the documents.  

The group reviewed and proposed revisions to the e-Tag 1.8.1 Enhancement Requests.  The group also discussed and created a list of WECC Specific Items.  For Item 10, Mr. Simpson stated that if the load balancing authority is the one that can approve then another entity should be able to override.  Mr. Hansen argued the override, which goes into authority, is in synch with the Tag and the concept developed by IA, the IAFTF paper, and INT standards.  He stated that the Source Balancing Authority (BA) may only step in if the Sink BA’s ability is hampered.  Mr. Simpson stated that under the definition of override, the Source BA does not have the same authority service.  He contended that timing wise it does not relate to the wants of his customers.  Mr. Hansen commented that approval may be written by the Balancing Authority.  

The group discussed the suggestion that the e-Tag specification become a NAESB standard.  Mr. Vandevort stated the e-Tag specifications will not become a NERC standard because it does not fit within previous NERC standards.  He contended that there are facets of the e-Tag standards that have more commercial than reliability aspects.  Regarding eTag specifications and technology for transmitting data,  Mr. Hansen stated the industry should choose the best technology as it relates to implementing standards.  The group determined it would delay discussion until 2009, when the NERC INT Standards are complete.  The proposed revisions to the e-Tag 1.8.1 Enhancement Requests and WECC Specific Items can be found via the following link:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg031908a5.doc.  
4. Revisions to Coordinate Interchange cleanup effort
Mr. Hansen informed the participants that there will be additional modifications to the Coordinate Interchange (WEQ-004) standards documentation..  After all revisions have been made to the document, the Coordinate Interchange standards documentation will be passed to NAESB and sent out for comment.  Mr. Hansen noted that the purpose reflects last revisions made to the standard and should be either modified or stricken.  Mr. Harshbarger recommended creating a recommendation document and to include supporting documentation as to why the modifications were made.  The group determined drafted a new purpose with included the following language: “To ensure that all commercial aspects of Coordinate Interchange are met by all entities that are impacted.  To ensure that requests for interchange mesh are applicable to NERC standards and timing requirements.”  The group agreed the summary will not be a part of the final document.  The following parking lot issues were created: (1) Include annual plan reference (b)—rounding standard; (2) Revisit applicability of ramp duration agreement; (c) Revise the annual plan items for JISWG which will address the surety assessment finding on NAESB PKI items.  The group then addressed alterations to the Ramping Section.  The redline version of the WEQ-004- Coordinate Interchange may be viewed via the following link: http://www.naesb.org/doc_view2.asp?doc=weq_jiswg031908a1.doc.
5. Review Status of the NAESB Confidentiality Agreement
Mr. Hansen informed the participants there was no update regarding the NAESB Confidentiality Agreement.  JISWG will review the NAESB Confidentiality Agreement and provide a final version to the NAESB staff. 
6. Schedule of  Remainder of Meetings for 2008
The group reviewed the remaining meeting dates for 2008.
· May 21-22, 2008, 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Pacific on May 21, 2008, and 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Pacific on May 22, 2008.  The meeting will be hosted by NERC in San Diego, California.

· July 23-24, 2008, 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Eastern on July 23, 2008 and 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Eastern on July 24, 2008.  The meeting will be hosted by NERC in Halifax, Nova Scotia.

· September 16, 2008, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Pacific.  The meeting will be hosted by NERC in Vancouver, BC.

· November 12-13, 2008, 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Central on November 12, 2008, and 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Central on November 13, 2008.  The meeting will be hosted by NAESB in Houston, Texas.

7. Action Items

· The NAESB office will review the EIR System Requirements document for final clerical and typographical errors and initiate an EIR Request for Proposal (RFP).  
· Motion recommending that NAESB and NERC jointly establish registry oversight committee will be sent to Rae McQuade and Tom Vandervort as action item for further development and discussion.

· Bob Harshbarger will review FERC orders for ruling regarding registry funding mechanism.
· Paul Sorenson will draft language regarding a generic deletion of the deactivation notification scheme of the revised EIR System Requirements.
· Jim Hansen will draft language clarifying the NERC functional model entities to be included in Section 1 of the revised EIR System Requirements.
· JISWG will notify NAESB and NERC of the need for roles and responsibilities to be defined respective of both organizations.
· Jim Hansen will draft a definition for Local Balancing Authority to be included in the revised EIR System Requirements.
· A request for informal comments will be posted on both NAESB and NERC websites.  The responses to the comments will be due May 20, 2008.

· Review and complete EIR RFP.

· Review and provide final version of Confidentiality Agreement.

8. Agenda Items for May 21-22, 2008 JISWG Meeting

· Mandatory conversion to TLS (transport layers security)
· Develop PKI standards for e-Tag
· Review comments from proposed 1.8.1 e-Tag revisions

· Continue revisions to e-Tag 1.8.1 specifications 
· Possible review of EIR Systems Requirements 
9. Adjourn
Mr. Hansen moved to adjourn and Mr. Tricht seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:59 a.m. Central on March 20, 2008.

10. Attendance 
	Name:
	Organization:
	March 19
	March 20

	Kristy Humphrey
	BPA
	Phone
	Phone

	Troy Simpson
	BPA
	Phone
	

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	

	Clint Aymond
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person

	Jim Cyruleswki
	JDRJC Associates
	Phone
	Phone

	Tim Kannel
	MCG
	Phone
	Phone

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	

	Deonne Cunningham
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Cory Galik
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Tom Vandervort
	NERC
	In Person
	In Person

	Jenella Battles 
	Nevada Power
	Phone 
	Phone

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	In Person
	In Person

	Robert Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Electric
	In Person
	In Person

	Jim Hansen
	Seattle City Light
	In Person
	In Person

	Mark Sundsten
	SunGard
	In Person
	

	Andy Tritch
	Sungard
	In Person
	In Person


� Comment 6:  The reader seems to get a little lost when it comes to whether NERC or NAESB have control/final authority over certain functionality.  (E.g. Section 3.6 Display Consistency refers to NERC; Section 4.3 Disaster Recovery refers to NAESB; 4.4 Structured and Coordinated Upgrades refer to NERC).  Are there defined roles of NERC and NAESB in the implementation and general administration of the EIR? 


� Comment 10:  General Comment:  Any restrictions on access to the EIR should not impact the ability of a transmission customer to transact business on OASIS as reflected in the  following FERC language, found in 18 CFR Part 37, [Docket No. RM95-9-003; Order No. 638] Open Access Same-Time Information System and Standards of Conduct (Issued February 25, 2000).
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