Minor Correction approved by the WGQ EC and Retail ECs by 
Notational Ballot on August 6, 2010

MC10025
North American Energy Standards Board

Request for Minor Correction/Clarification of a 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@naesb.org
Once received, the request will be routed to the appropriate subcommittees for review.

NAESB Correction/Clarification Procedure

Minor Clarifications and Corrections to Standards

Minor clarifications and corrections to existing standards include: (a) clarifications or corrections made by a regulatory agency to standards that are of a jurisdictional nature, or by the American National Standards Institute or its successor; (b) clarifications or corrections to the format, appearance, or descriptions of standards in standards documentation; (c) clarifications or corrections to add code values to tables; and (d) clarifications and corrections that do not materially change a standard.   Any request for a minor clarification or correction to an existing standard should be submitted in writing to the executive director. This request shall include a description of the minor clarification or correction and the reason the clarification or correction should be implemented.

1. Processing of Requests

The executive director shall promptly notify the EC and any appropriate subcommittee(s) of the receipt of the request. The members of the applicable quadrant’s EC shall promptly determine whether the request meets the definition of a minor clarification or correction. Through the decision of the vice chair of the applicable quadrant, this determination may be delegated to one of the quadrant’s subcommittees, with the concurrence of the subcommittee chair, in which case the subcommittee shall make a prompt decision.

If the request is determined to meet the definition of minor clarification or correction, the applicable quadrant’s EC, with input from any subcommittee(s) to which the request has been forwarded, shall act on the request within one month of its receipt. A meeting to discuss the request is not required; the decision may be made by notational vote. A simple majority of the votes received shall determine the outcome. The members of the applicable quadrant’s EC shall be given at least three working days to consider and vote on the request.

2. Public Notice

The results of the vote on the request for a minor clarification or correction shall be posted on the NAESB website and the members of the applicable quadrant shall be notified of the request by e-mail. If the request has been approved by the applicable quadrant’s EC, the notification shall include a brief description of the request, the contact name and number of the requester so that further information can be obtained, and the proposed effective date of the clarification or correction. The proposed effective date of the minor clarification or correction shall normally be one month from the date of the public notice. Any interested party shall have an opportunity to comment on the request, and the comments shall be posted on the NAESB website.  The comment period is two weeks.

3. Final Disposition of Approved Requests

If no comments are received on an approved request, the standard shall be clarified or corrected as specified in the approved request on the effective date proposed. If comments are received, they shall be forwarded to the members of the applicable quadrant’s EC for consideration. Each comment requires a public written response from the applicable quadrant’s EC. The applicable quadrant’s EC shall determine whether changes are necessary as a result of the comments. Members of the applicable quadrant’s EC shall be given three working days to consider the comments and determine the outcome, which shall be decided by a simple majority of the votes received. A meeting to discuss the request is not required; the decision may be made by notational vote. The standard shall be clarified or corrected in accordance with the outcome of the vote, effective with the completion of voting, and notice thereof shall be posted on the NAESB website.
Date of Request:   __07/01/2010_________

1.  Submitting Entity & Address:

Joint WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittee
2.  Contact Person, Phone #, Fax #, Electronic Mailing Address:





Name 
:     
___Christopher Burden




Title 
:     
___Industry Standards Consultant






Phone :  
___713.215.4322




Fax 
:
___713.215.4595




E‑mail
:
___christopher.burden@williams.com
3.  Version and Standard Number(s) suggested for correction or clarification: 

Errata for NAESB WGQ Internet Electronic Transport (Internet ET) Manual, Version 1.9 and NAESB RXQ Internet ET Manual Version 1.2.
4.  Description of Minor Correction/Clarification including redlined standards corrections:

The following language is in error (all modifications are highlighted, strikeout for deletions, underline for additions):

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 17) 
To establish an Internet ET trading partnership with another company, a company needs to exchange technical information about their Internet ET implementation.  This may include:

· Contact information

· Public Keys, including key exchange and update policies

· Test URLs

· Production URLs, including alternative paths if available

· Common Code Identifiers (e.g. DUNS number)

· Use of ‘time-c-qualifier’ if in REQ or RGQ

This may be exchanged using a Technical Exchange Trading Partner Worksheet (TEWTPW).  A sample TEW is in Appendix C.  In some cases, this information may be exchanged with a Trading Partner Agreement.
NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 36) 


The important characteristics of the form within the HTML document are:

· ENCTYPE= specifies the encoding type.  The ‘multipart/form-data’ encoding type is identified as the standard encoding methodology.

· ACTION= specifies the URL that will receive the uploaded data.  The TPEW or TPA identifies the URLs for both parties.

· METHOD= specifies the HTTP protocol method.  ‘POST’ has been defined as the Internet ET standard method.

· <INPUT ...>.  HTML INPUT elements include the required data elements such as ‘from’, ‘to’, and ‘input-format’.  Refer to the data dictionary for the complete list of required data elements.

NAESB WGQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 62-63)
Q2: Do I send my ‘gisb-acknowledgement-receipt’ before or after I decrypt the Internet ET package?

A: Either.  If you decrypt packages after you have sent the ‘gisb-acknowledgement-receipt’, errors found must be communicated to your trading partners using the Error Notification transaction.  You should indicate in your TPEW when you will decrypt packages.

Regardless of when you decrypt, the ‘time-c’ timestamp does not change.  It is always the time the last byte was received by the Server from the Sender.

NAESB RXQ Internet ET Standards Manual (PDF page 58) 
Q2: Do I send my ‘gisb-acknowledgement-receipt’ before or after I decrypt the Internet ET package?

A: Either.  If you decrypt packages after you have sent the ‘gisb-acknowledgement-receipt’, errors found must be communicated to your trading partners using the Error Notification transaction.  You should indicate in your TPEW when you will decrypt packages.

Regardless of when you decrypt, the ‘time-c’ timestamp does not change.  It is always the time the last byte was received by the Server from the Sender.

5.  Reason for of Minor Correction/Clarification:

During my review of the NAESB WGQ Version 1.9 and NAESB RXQ Internet ET standards manuals, I discovered some errant references to the TEW.  Since NAESB WGQ and RXQ removed the TEW and created a document that was similar, the TPW, references to the TEW need to be updated.
