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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

TO:
NAESB Energy Services Provider Interface Task Force Participants and Interested Industry Participants 

FROM:
Jonathan Booe, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:
NAESB Energy Services Provider Interface Task Force Conference Call Notes – June 14, 2011
Dear Energy Services Provider Interface Task Force Participants,

A conference call was held on June 14, 2011 to continue efforts to address request R10008 submitted by the Open ADE Task Force.  The conference call took place from 1:00 pm to 2:30 pm Central.  Mr. Booe served as counsel for the meeting.  The notes below and the attachments to these notes serve as the record for the meeting.
	June 14, 2011 NAESB Energy Services Provider Interface Task Force Conference Call

	Administrative
	Mr. Van Ausdall welcomed the participants on the phone.  Mr. Booe provided the antitrust guidance and Mr. Van Ausdall reviewed the agenda posted for the meeting.  Mr. Villarreal moved to adopt the agenda as drafted and Ms. Rodoni seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition. 

	Participants
	Jonathan Booe, NAESB
Richard Brent, FriiPwr Ltd.

Lydia Buffo, Dominion 
Martin Burns, Hypertek

Andre Cassulo, Florida Power & Light

James Bryce Clark, OASIS

Scott Crowder, NREL

Patrick Eynon, Ameren Services

Paul Kelso, San Diego Gas & Electric

Adam Langton, California PUC

Gary McNaughton, Cornice Engineering
	David Mollerstuen, Tendril

Shailendra Reddy, NRG Energy

Lynn Rodoni, San Diego Gas & Electric
Jeff Schoonover, Reliant Energy

Tom Simchak, Alliance to Save Energy 
John Teeter, People Power Company

Chuck Thomas, EPRI

Leonard Tillman, Southern Company
Steve Van Ausdall, Xtensible Solutions

Chris Villarreal, California PUC


	Informal Comment Review
	Mr. Van Ausdall asked the participants that submitted comments during the informal comment period to provide a high level overview of any major substantive issues they identified during their review so that subgroups addressing the comments will have context as the provide resolutions.  

Mr. Villarreal and Mr. Langton reviewed the California Public Utility Commission (CPUC) comments.  The CPUC comments provide some general recommended edits and requested clarity around some of the recommended definitions.  The comments also requested an additional use case to identify sub-meter data.  Mr. Langton explained that the data could be used to track the sub-data from electric vehicles or appliances.  The participants discussed the addition of a description to usagepoint to meet the requests of the CPUC but decided to revisit the issue during the comment resolution process.

Mr. Enyon reviewed his comment requesting that technical definitions be moved to the business definition section after review by the REQ Glossary Subcommittee.  Mr. Booe explained that the definitions must be first coordinated and synced with those included in the Data Privacy recommendation.  The participants agreed to send the identified business definitions to the Glossary Subcommittee after they coordination effort is complete.

Mr. Clark reviewed his comments and noted that they most identify definitional issues and the lack of guidance provided and limitations concerning conformance and extensions.  The participants agreed to provide some clarity to both the definitions and the extensibility issues.

Ms. Rodoni reviewed the San Diego Gas & Electric comments.  She stated that the comments are mostly non-substantive and are intended to add to the consistency of the recommendation.  She noted that recommendation uses “should” language rather than “shall” in many places and recommended making “shall” consistent throughout.  Mr. Booe explained that is NAESB’s policy to use “should” and “may” rather than “shall” and “must”, as NAESB is a voluntary standards organization and the mandatory nature of the standards does not take affect until regulatory bodies act upon the standards.  Mr. Clark stated that it is important to use firm language in the compliance section of the documents for it to have any meaning.  Mr. Booe volunteered to research the reasoning behind the policy and how such issues were addressed in the past.

Mr. Schoonover reviewed the Reliant comments.  He asked if there is a use case to support Third Parties seeking access to Customer data on behalf of the Customer.  The participants discussed the use case and agreed that the capability may need to be made available.  It will be addressed during the comment resolution process.

Mr. Tillman reviewed the Southern Company comments.  He stated that in addition to editorial corrections the comments also address the mandatory language issue presented by Ms. Rodoni.  Mr. Booe stated that he will work with the team addressing those comments and provide some feedback after he has conducted some research.

Mr. Van Ausdall reviewed his comments and then asked if any other participants had comments that they would like to address    

	Plan to Address Informal Comments
	The Task Force will develop a categorized list of the submitted comments and then ask for volunteers to break into teams over the week of June 20th and provide resolutions by category.  Mr. Van Ausdall will send out an announcement via the email exploder and request participation and create doodle polls to set the meetings the following week. 

	Other Business
	No other business was discussed

	Adjournment
	The meeting was adjourned at 2:45 pm Central

	Meeting Materials
	Announcement & Agenda: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/espi_task_force_061411a.doc 
Informal Comments Matrix:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/espi_task_force_061411w1.xls 
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