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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

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

Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
Final Minutes from the NERC/NAESB JESS Meeting – September 1-2, 2009
DATE:
January 22, 2010
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

NERC/NAESB JOINT ELECTRIC SCHEDULING SUBCOMMITTEE (“JESS”)

Meeting

September 1, 2009 – 10:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central

September 2, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Harshbarger welcomed the participants to the meeting and the participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Cummings provided the antitrust guidance.   Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Aymond moved to adopt the agenda as drafted and Mr. Vandervort seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  The group reviewed the July 15-16 draft minutes and made minor corrections.  Mr. Vandervort moved to approve the minutes and Mr. Skiba seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.
2. Coordinate and Unify JESS Name, currently it is NAESB Joint Electric Scheduling Subcommittee and NERC Joint Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee
In review of the NAESB WEQ Executive Committee meeting and the NERC Interchange meetings it was discovered that there was a discrepancy in the meaning of JESS between NERC and NAESB.  NAESB approved the term Joint Electric Scheduling Subcommittee and NERC approved the Joint Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee.  A motion to recommend the NERC Interchange Subcommittee change the term to Joint Electric Scheduling Subcommittee was made by Mr. Skiba and seconded by Mr. Aymond.  The motion passed unanimously.  
3. Discuss the Next Steps for all e-Tag Vendors to Implement Secure e-Tags (https)
Earlier this year, the subcommittee sent a letter to the industry through the NERC exploder requesting entities currently in the TSIN registry to revise their URLs from http to https.  The deadline to change their URLs was today and there are still some entities that have not done so.  The question for the subcommittee was whether to re-issue the letter with another request to change it.  At some point, those non-secure URLs may be removed.  Mr. Vandervort noted that NERC created the current ability to use both http and https to allow companies time to make the change.  Mr. Harshbarger said it was not known if the entities that did not make the change were still active.  It was agreed that another letter would be sent to the industry to urge registrants to change their registry to https with a given date after which the non-secure URLs will no longer be supported.  Mr. Harshbarger drafted the letter following the conclusion of the subcommittee meeting.
4. Develop Industry Implementation Plan for Meeting PKI Standards Requirements for e-Tagging
At the last JESS meeting the status for e-Tag implementation was underway.  The annual plan should be updated to make the target deadline November, 2009.  The annual plan item is linked to the EIR implementation and the development of the certification program for e-Tag and OASIS by the board certification committee.  
5. e-Tag 1.8.1 Implementation

Work was completed earlier this year on the e-Tag transition from NERC to NAESB.  The former JISWG submitted its recommendation to the Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee (WEQ EC) to adopt the specs and schema.  However, the subcommittee did not believe the document should be submitted to the FERC with the other WEQ standards.  A question arose as to how the EC would adopt the specs and schema if it was not included as a business practice.  Ms. McQuade answered that the EC adopts work papers and guidelines with a simple majority vote.  It will not go out for membership ratification and will be posted on the NAESB website without password protection.  The JESS would be responsible for developing the instructions on how to maintain the document, which would also require EC approval via a simple majority vote.   
At the last JESS meeting, participants identified items requiring interoperability testing.  In order to conduct the testing, test plans are needed.  Volunteers were requested at the last meeting to create these test plans, but nobody volunteered.  This issue was addressed at the August 18 WEQ EC meeting and Ms. McQuade stated that if there were no volunteers, she would look for one.  Mr. Harshbarger once again asked for volunteers and noted that if the test plans are not written, the interoperability testing will not occur and the group could not proceed with the functional changes.  Mr. Stone volunteered to create a first draft.  Participants reviewed the document titled 7/17/09 Requires InOp Testing.
Concern was raised at the last meeting regarding the forwarding URL.  This discussion went on for some time at the last meeting and the motion to remove this item from the spec did not pass.  Discussion ended when the subcommittee agreed to continue the discussion online via the email exploders.  Mr. Harshbarger sent out an email and to his knowledge there was no discussion on the issue.  Mr. Vandervort noted that while the vote to eliminate the forwarding URL failed, a motion to purge all of the current listings did pass.  During industry comment, several comments stated that the commenter was unfamiliar with the forwarding URL and did not object to purging it.  The purge date is scheduled for October 1, 2009.  Mr. Stone had volunteered to draft the spec language on this issue and sent it to Mr. Harshbarger in an email.  Participants discussed whether or not to keep the forwarding URL language in the spec and consider it in the future.  Mr. Dempsey noted two issues he had with the forwarding URL.  The first issue is technical, which Mr. Vandervort and Mr. Stone were attempting to address; the second was the concern that at the last meeting there was only one industry participant involved in the discussion.  The other participants were e-Tag vendors.  Mr. Vandervort disagreed.  He stated that most customers do not attend these meetings and rely on the vendors to express their viewpoint.  Several customers have asked about the forwarding URL in an effort to better understand it.  It was suggested that a white paper be created to explain its functionality.  The subcommittee reviewed the email discussion and the e-tag 1.8.1 spec changes.  Mr. Stone noted that the authority service will only send a message to the entities on the distribution list to primary and forwarding URLs.  It is up to them to register those URLs so that an entity has control over where a URL is sent.  Mr. Dempsey said the spec, as written, allows a message to be sent to one URL.  Mr. Stone answered that the URL has to be prepared to receive it as the entity in the tag and act upon it as the entity in the tag.  The spec does not restrict where the message can be sent from, only on where they can be received.  It was suggested that the items be included in the spec and ensure it is accounted for in the test plan development; it is easier to remove it from the spec than to add it in the future.  The EC has the ability to strike or modify documents that are before them for approval.  Mr. Skiba noted that the JESS meeting was scheduled for October 20 to review comments prior to the EC meeting.   The subcommittee worked to revise the 1.8.1 spec.  
Next, the subcommittee revised the 1.8.1 Implementation Announcement.  They also discussed whether or not they were on target to reach the December 8 deadline.   They created a 1.8.1 Timeline Development document.  The 1.8.1 Cutover Plan document was reviewed.  
Mr. Skiba moved, seconded by Ms. Wesley, to approve the 1.8.1 spec as modified for a 30 day formal comment period, to be considered by the WEQ EC at their next meeting.  
6. Review Comments Submitted on revised WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standard

First, the subcommittee reviewed Midwest ISO’s comments, which were minor editorial comments.  All revisions proposed by Midwest ISO were accepted.
Next, the subcommittee reviewed SMUD’s comments.  Participants discussed SMUD’s recommendation to strike the last sentence in WEQ-004.6.1.2.  It was understandable that this sentence appeared to be unnecessary but it described the situation when a submitter of the tag is also exercising optional approval rights, which was documented in the functional spec.  The sentence was revised to add more clarity.  Finally, SRP’s comments were addressed and clarifying language was added to WEQ-004.2.1.2.4.  

Mr. Skiba moved, seconded by Mr. Aymond, to approve for posting for formal comments the recommendation for WEQ Annual Plan Items 1.a and 3.a.vii as finalized and cleaned up by NAESB staff.  The motion passed unanimously.  
7. Review Comments Submitted on the NAESB Non-Disclosure Agreement

The subcommittee reviewed Entergy’s redlined edits to the Non-Disclosure Agreement.
Next, the subcommittee reviewed Midwest ISO’s comments that request another NDA be created for third parties.  Should third parties be required to sign the NDA and does NAESB want to take on the responsibility of tracking down all of those entities that sign?  Mr. Skiba stated that he approved of Entergy’s comments.  Discussion continued with Alabama Municipal Electric Authority’s comments.  The intent of the document is for it to be a bilateral contract between NAESB and a company.  The subcommittee agreed that Mr. Boswell should review the document to see if he has any additional changes prior to posting.  This will be discussed at the November JESS meeting.  
8. Adjourn

Ms. Wesley moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion passed unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 11:51 am Central.
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