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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 posting

TO:
Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Joint Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Electronic Delivery Mechanisms (EDM) Subcommittee and Retail Electric/Gas Quadrant (RXQ) Technical Electronic Implementation Subcommittee Conference Call Draft Minutes – October 22, 2010
DATE:

October 22, 2010
JOINT WGQ EDM and RXQ TEIS 

CONFERENCE CALL

October 22, 2010 – 10:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central 
Draft MINUTES

1.
Welcome & Administrative Items

Mr. Burden opened the meeting and welcomed the conference call participants.  Mr. Culliton provided antitrust guidance and the participants on the phone introduced themselves.  Mr. Burden reviewed the agenda; Mr. Spangler made a motion, seconded by Mr. Sappenfield, to adopt the agenda as drafted; the motion passed without opposition. After receiving permission fro the RXQ members on the call, the EDM attendees reviewed the draft minutes from their August 12, 2010 conference call. After a motion by Mr. Sappenfield, seconded by Mr. Thomas, the minutes were unanimously approved as drafted. 
2. Discuss, create a recommendation and possibly vote on NAESB WGQ minor correction number MC10035, submitted by Tony Roza with GXS.   
Mr. Burden opened the minor correction request submitted by Mr. Roza, found at http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_retail_mc10035.doc. 
In regards to the first listed issue on the request, Mr. Burden asked Mr. Roza whether he had ever tried to use certain data elements to correlate the error messages. Mr. Spangler added that the server-id was not originally intended to link back to the send message, although he noted that ambiguity existed in the final wording. Mr. Burden clarified that his goal was to determine, if possible, how entities around the country are currently implementing this procedure. He expressed a concern with impacting current implementation methodologies. Mr. Roza stated that his organization used server-id, time-c, and trans-id to accomplish the task. Mr. Burden stated that his organization used to-from and trans-id to do the same. After some discussion, the group agreed that it would be advisable to add examples to the standards that would help clarify what types of implementations are typically used in current practice. Attendees also recognized that such a change likely went beyond the scope of a minor correction. 
Regarding the second listed issue, Mr. Burden asked whether the contemplated situation involved an entity resending information, or whether it involved an entity sending information. Mr. Roza confirmed that it was the former situation; attendees also looked at the example print-out Mr. Roza had provided in the request. Mr. Spangler suggested adding the phrase “or does not receive an intelligible response” to clarify what the proper response should be when a message is actually received, but its content is nonsensical. The group agreed to this proposal. 

The group opened a draft recommendation that Mr. Burden had prepared prior to the meeting and inserted Mr. Spangler’s additional wording, before adding several clarifying items. The changes were captured on the Revised Recommendation MC 10035 document. 

After reviewing and approving items 3 and 4 without much comment, the group turned to item 5. Mr. Roza clarified that his suggestion was the insertion of a clarifying cross-reference to page 32. After brief discussion, the group agreed that this item was best handled outside the minor correction process.  The following statement was added to the recommendation:

The WGQ EDM and RXQ TEIS subcommittees recommend that numbers 1 and 5 from MC 10035 are beyond the scope of a Minor Correction; the requestor has agreed to submit a standards request to address the issue.
Upon a motion by Mr. Spangler, seconded by Mr. Schisler, the group voted unanimously to approve the revised recommendation, subject to minor corrections to be performed offline by Mr. Burden, for submission to the Executive Committees. 
3.
Adjourn                                                                    
The meeting was adjourned by consensus at 11:15 am Central. 
4.
Attendance
	Name – First
	Name – Last
	Organization
	Segment

	Christopher
	Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Julie
	Compton-Pellizzi
	AGL Resources
	Pipeline

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB
	N/A

	Tony
	Roza
	GXS 
	Services

	Keith
	Sappenfield
	EnCana 
	Services

	Mike
	Schisler
	Kinder Morgan
	Pipeline

	Leigh 
	Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	Services

	Mike
	Stender
	El Paso 
	Pipeline

	Stan
	Thomas
	Kinder Morgan
	Pipeline
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