Pipeline Segment eTariff Meeting Proposal
March 13, 2007 NAESB Meeting
The Pipeline segment proposes that the first NAESB eTariff meeting on March 13, 2007 be used to clarify the FERC Staff Proposed eTariff Framework, data elements and descriptions (Framework) in order to form a foundation for future discussions.  After this foundation is established, future NAESB meetings could be used to explore the web-based interface for transmission of the data elements to FERC.  The pipeline segment supports an effective, reasonably-developed and cost effective electronic tariff package.  Based on our current understanding of the Framework it appears to be consistent with the INGAA proposal made February 1, 2007, therefore the pipeline segment generally agrees with it subject to clarification.  The following initial questions should be clarified / answered in order to build a firm foundation from which to proceed. 
Filing Data

Internet Portal
1. Is FERC willing to provide an Internet portal, which either incorporates the electronic tariff as part of eFiling or as a separate, but similar, function which only accepts electronic tariff filing? 
2. Is FERC willing to configure the portal like the eTariff module with drop down menus that identify the data required for each filing type, buttons that identify the security and yes/no waiver buttons?
3. Could part of this section self-populate, for example, is there a profile (such as the FERC assigned Company Number) that a submitter could pull up on the FERC portal that would automatically have some of this information listed? 

Filing Identifier 
The Filing Identifier is provided as a means for a database to uniquely identify a filing
4. Please clarify Filing Identifier.  

5. Who assigns the Filing Identifier (FERC or the submitter)?  

6. Is it unique across a company or is it unique across each database (volume) for a company?

7. Could this be the docket number?  What happens with sub-docket numbers?  
8. Compliance filings already have a docket number.  Is additional data needed to support docket and sub-docket numbers? 

Database Identifier

9. Who assigns the Database Identifier (FERC or the submitter)?  

10. If a submitter wants to replace the whole tariff, would a new Database Identifier be necessary?

Type of filing / Filing reference code

11. Please clarify the use of this information and the need for such.
Point of Contact and Authorizing person

12. Please clarify the difference between ‘Point of Contact’ and ‘Authorizing person’. 

13. Does FERC need a Title field for the Point of Contact and / or the Authorizing person? 

14. Is the Point of Contact used to populate the service list?  If so, can the system allow for multiple Points of Contact? 

Associated Filing

15. Please clarify the use of this field – is it for identification of compliance filing or something else?  
16. Since the sheet-based tariff currently requires identification of the associated compliance filing in its footer is this data field necessary?
Miscellaneous Questions Related to Filing Data

17. Will the filing data also be identified with the tariff content data on a record basis?

18. Will FERC provide the attachment requirements for the complete filing in PDF that could be posted on eLibrary? 

19. Please clarify how FERC will accept/reject filings given that this process is automated.  
20. Will FERC use a filter program when uploading a tariff or a change to a tariff?

Filing Attachment Data

Document Security Level
21. Please clarify the use of the Document Security Level.
22. Would this just be for the attachments?

23. What content needs to be protected?  
Maps

24. Will maps be NIP (public non-Internet)?

25. If a pipeline files its tariff map as a public non-Internet record, should the pipeline file two tariff content data attachments (NIP for the map and another attachment for the public tariff records)?
26. How does this impact FERC’s pending NOPR (map)?  How does this coordinate with NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.23?

Supporting Document
27. Please explain the difference between ‘Supporting document’ and ‘Supporting document filename’.  Are they mutually exclusive?  Are both items needed?

Tariff Content Data

28. Because sheet-based tariffs contain associated documentation, it appears that ‘Associated Record Identifier’ and ‘Associated Option Designation’ are redundant.  Please clarify the need for both pieces of information.
29. On the FERC work paper, can the word “sheet” be replaced with the word “record”? While the majority of pipelines prefer a sheet based approach, using the term ‘record’ provides the flexibility to maintain either a sheet or section-based tariff?

Other Questions
Pro-forma Tariff Provisions
30. How will FERC treat pro-forma provisions?  
31. Will pro-forma provisions be a part of FERC’s database now or in the future?

Withdrawal / Cancellation of Tariff Records or Replacement of Entire Tariff
32. Using the data elements, please explain how to withdraw a tariff record.  
33. Please clarify how to cancel a tariff record.  
34. Would a reserved record be used for cancelled records?   
35. Can a series of records be cancelled, or is each record cancelled individually?  
36. How is a tariff record withdrawn without filing a tariff record? 

37. If a company is replacing an existing tariff volume, how is the new volume filed (just use a new Database Identifier)?  How do the superseded volume’s records get designated as ‘superseded’? 
Miscellaneous Other Questions

38. Clarification to “assemble” a tariff.  Gas tariffs are assembled in numerical page order.  Since gas tariff sheets currently reflect headers and footers with self-sufficient information, the “assembly” of a tariff that prints out data appears to be unnecessary – the information is already contained on the tariff sheet.  
39. Can the metadata that is currently captured in the pagination in the gas tariff sheet header be used to “assemble” a tariff?  . 

40. Will redline tariff records be a part of FERC's database?

