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                                        North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org

Home Page: www.naesb.org


via email

TO:
Posting on the NAESB DSM-EE Page (http://www.naesb.org/dsm-ee.asp)
FROM: 
Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Notes from Board Certification Program Committee conference call – August 8, 2011 
DATE:

August 11, 2011
Dear NAESB Board Certification Program Committee and Interested Parties,
A Board Certification Program Committee (CPC) conference call was held on August 8, 2011.  The following notes resulted from the meeting.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 9:00 am Central on Monday, August 8, 2011.  The roll was taken, quorum established and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Jim Buccigross, 8760, Inc.

Leigh Spangler, Latitude Technology 
Michehl Gent, OATI

Christopher Burden, Williams Gas Pipeline


	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Rae McQuade, NAESB
Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO
Kirk Kubousek, OATI

Dick Brooks, ISO New England

	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Role Taken and Quorum Established, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda
· Discuss and possible vote on ACA requirements 
· Old/New Business

· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· The committee began with a review of the comments submitted by Capacity Center, which were mostly administrative in nature.  
· Next, the committee reviewed the revised preamble work paper.  First, participants reviewed the section on ACA certification.  Mr. Spangler noted that WEQ-012.1.19.8 stated, in part, “CA’s must be recertified by NAESB upon any of the following events: Purchase, Sale or Merger of the CA by/with another entity.”  This language was not anticipated in this section of the checklist.  He suggested that this section of WEQ-012.1.19.8 be deleted and maintained in this section of the checklist, to avoid duplicity.  It was added as section 1(f) and will be deleted from the standards by the new subcommittee.  Mr. Kirby asked to include language in this section to specify that an internal merger would not trigger recertification.  Mr. Gent stated that NAESB should not receive a full copy of an audit as stated in section 1(b), but rather an affidavit.  Ms. McQuade agreed and noted that an affidavit was all that NAESB received from the gas industry.  The word “complete” was removed from section 1(b).  
· Next, the committee reviewed section 2 of the revised preamble work paper, audit and renewal.  The language in this section was developed based on past conversations held by the committee regarding SOC 3 and WebTrust audits.  During discussion, to support transparency and address the differences of opinion on how restrictive the requirements should be, rather than make those audits a requirement, the group supported a significant change of  the concept -- that the ACA should indicate whether it has received the SOC 3audit report and/or WebTrust seal of assurance if such an audit was performed.  The companies would then determine whether or not they want to use an ACA and factor that information into their decisions.  The language in section 2 was revised to reflect this discussion.  
· Next, the committee discussed section 3, revocation.  Mr. Spangler noted that WEQ-012-1.19.8 stated, in part, “NAESB may rescind a CA’s certification for cause at any time by providing 30 days’ notice in writing to the CA. CA’s that receive a rescission notice from NAESB are required to notify all affected certificate holders within 5 days that their NAESB certification has been rescinded and their certificates will no longer be valid.”  Again, rather than have duplicative language in the checklist and the standards, the language was added to the checklist and will be deleted from the standards by the new subcommittee.
· The committee reviewed section 4, ACA notification requirements.  Mr. Brooks suggested that the checklist focus on local law in regards to the notification requirements.  Mr. Spangler responded that doing so would be overly burdensome for NAESB to maintain those requirements.  It was noted that the NERC EOP-00- 4 contains specific notifications requirements in the case of a disturbance.  The severity of the breach was also discussed.  The section was revised accordingly.  Participants discussed whether this language was more appropriate for the standards or the checklist.  It was determined that the new subcommittee would determine whether or not to include notification requirements in the standards, or keep them in the checklist.  If it is determined that this language is more appropriate in the standards, this section will be deleted.  The committee discussed section 4(c), and whether or not the appropriate length of time is 30 days, as noted in WEQ-012-1.19.8, or 90 days.  It was agreed that 90 days was a more reasonable length of time.  This change will either be made to the standard or deleted from the standard; this decision will be made by the new subcommittee.
· Lastly, the committee reviewed section 5, NAESB reports to WEQ members.  It was determined that section 5 was not necessary if the language from the first bullet in WEQ-012-1.19.8, “CA’s must be recertified by NAESB upon any of the following events: Purchase, Sale or Merger of the CA by/with another entity,” was added to section 1 of the checklist.  This change was made to the work paper.
· Ms. McQuade stated that the NAESB office would circulate the redlined document to committee members present with the changes from today’s meeting.  Further changes may be made after the new subcommittee reviews the PKI standards.  The vote on this prior to the subcommittee review would be held with the understanding that the document could have revisions once the PKI Subcommittee concluded its work.
· At the next committee meeting, participants will review the document a final time and vote on the checklist.  The first face-to-face PKI subcommittee meeting will be held on September 22, following the Board meeting in Houston, Texas. 

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 11:08 am Central.  The next meeting is August 29, from 9:00 am to 11:00 am Central.


Notes from Board Certification Program Committee – August 8, 2011
Page 2  of 2

