R04030

Request for Initiation of a NAESB Standard for Electronic Business Transactions or

Request for Enhancement of a NAESB Standard for Electronic Business Transactions

Page 1

North American Energy Standards Board

Request for Initiation of a NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction

or 

Enhancement of an Existing NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction
Instructions:


1.
Please fill out as much of the requested information as possible.  It is mandatory to provide a contact name, phone number and fax number to which questions can be directed.  If you have an electronic mailing address, please make that available as well.


2.
Attach any information you believe is related to the request.  The more complete your request is, the less time is required to review it.


3.
Once completed, send your request to:




Rae McQuade




NAESB, Executive Director




1301 Fannin, Suite 2350




Houston, TX  77002




Phone:  713‑356‑0060



Fax:      713‑356‑0067



by either mail, fax, or to NAESB’s email address, naesb@aol.com.

Once received, the request will be routed to the appropriate subcommittees for review.

Please note that submitters should provide the requests to the NAESB office in sufficient time so that the NAESB Triage Subcommittee may fully consider the request prior to taking action on it.  It is preferable that the request be submitted a minimum of 3 business days prior to the Triage Subcommittee meetings.  Those meeting schedules are posted on the NAESB web site at http://www.naesb.org/monthly_calendar.asp.

North American Energy Standards Board

Request for Initiation of a NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction

or 

Enhancement of an Existing NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction
   Date of Request:   __10-13-2004________

1.  Submitting Entity & Address:




    
_TDTWG  - ERCOT_Working Group_________________________




_2705 West Lake Drive__________________________________





_Taylor, TX 76574______________________________________





______________________________________________________

2.  Contact Person, Phone #, Fax #, Electronic Mailing Address:





Name 
:     
_Clayton Katskee_____________________





Title 
:     
_Sr. Middleware Application Analyst______





Phone :  
_512-248-6770______________________





Fax 
:
_512-248-3072______________________





E‑mail
:
_ckatskee@ercot.com_________________

3.  Description of Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

Addition of one new data element to the MIME content header of the NAESB EDM POST request. 
The new data elements would be for transaction tracking or duplicate detection and would be used in conjunction with the existing refnum data element.. The new 


     data element is as follows:


refnum-orig

      The “refnum” data element would contain a transaction identifier from the senders system

      (transaction id/number). This data element is already defined within the NAESB guidelines. Usage is mutually agreed. Data type defined as Integer 40 characters maximum.
     The “refnum-orig” data element would contain a transaction identifier from the senders 

     system (transaction id/number) that referenced the refnum of an original attempt to exchange 

     when an exchange failure was received or no response was received  for a previous transmission.

     This is a new data element. Usage would be mutually agreed upon, but would be required when the parties have agreed to use the refnum data element. Data type is defined as Integer 40 character maximum.

     The “refnum-orig” data element would always have a value. On an original POST or it would match the refnum data element (both numbers are equal; meaning this is the original)
Additional warning and error messages have been considered. (description and codes under construction).

WEDM1XX – refnum-orig received but not expected

WEDM1XX – duplicate received

EEDM1XX – refnum-orig not received but expected

4.  Use of Proposed Standard or Enhancement (include how the standard will be used, documentation on the description of the proposed standard, any existing documentation of the proposed standard and required communication protocols): 

As with any Internet transmission there can be issues and challenges with the routing and exchange of data unrelated to the sending and receiving parties. One such issue is the successful send request without a return receipt. When this occurs, a retransmission of the data will occur (3 tries according to NAESB standards (Section: KEY ASSUMPTIONS, Business Process Considerations/Exchange Failures). Retransmissions of data due to exchange failures may cause issues with trading partners’ back-end systems causing potential financial and/or resource impacts. 
The proposed solution would give the recipient the ability to build a process to prevent the processing of the retransmitted data. This could be done by matching the “refnum-orig” transaction number to an id in their systems to determine if the file is needed to be processed or simply archived as received data but then not processed.

5.  Description of Any Tangible or Intangible Benefits to the Use of the Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

The proposed change would give the ability to build a process to prevent the processing of the retransmitted data which will prevent the potential overload on the backend system. With the proposed change the NAESB request has enough information to detect retransmission and can be prevented from processing the data before looking into the data. This could be done by matching the “refnum-orig” transaction number to an id that was received in the initial transmission to determine if the file needs to be processed or simply archive as received data but then not process it.

6.  Estimate of Incremental Specific Costs to Implement Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

Actual cost of implementation of the proposed changes depends on the various software packages and or systems in which the changes would be implemented. The best estimate would be similar to the costs of the changes implemented from v1.4 to 1.5. 
7.  Description of Any Specific Legal or Other Considerations:

N/A

8.  If This Proposed Standard or Enhancement Is Not Tested Yet, List Trading Partners Willing to Test Standard or Enhancement (Corporations and contacts):

The proposed standard enhancement has not been implemented; however, ERCOT and Group 8760 would be willing to be involved in testing. 
9.  If This Proposed Standard or Enhancement Is In Use, Who are the Trading Partners:
N/A
10.  Attachments (such as : further detailed proposals, transaction data descriptions, information flows, implementation guides, business process descriptions, examples of ASC ANSI X12 mapped transactions):

See draft proposal documents
