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NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

June 30, 2005 – 8:00 – 3:00 p.m. (Central Time)

Omaha, NE

Host:
Northern Natural Gas


FINAL MINUTES
1.
Introductions – participants introduced themselves
2.
Housekeeping – Micki Schmitz provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The second revised agenda, as further revised to add one item (R99013 Pre-approved Bidders List) as the first item after the adoption of the draft minutes, was adopted with no opposition.
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· May 13, 2005 – The minutes as posted were adopted with no objection.
· June 7, 2005 Joint IR / Technical conference call - The minutes as revised and the attachment as posted were adopted with no objection.
6.
Address Current Requests for Initiation or Enhancement of NAESB Standards and items transferred from other NAESB subcommittees -- Discussion, Q&A and a balanced vote for each item.  (The items will be addressed in the order listed.  The time allotted for the work of the subcommittee will be divided between the new data sets and the routine maintenance items.)

Implementation Development in Progress:
Capacity Release Related Requests
R99013 
Williams

Request:
Accommodate the mutually agreeable capacity release related business practice of downloads of approved bidders list and the associated request for approved bidders list download.
(Relevant Minutes: EIITF 2/25/99 – IR Instruction 43; IR 9/10/02, 11/13/02; Technical 10/06/03, 2/2/05; 6/28/05)

IR Discussion:

The chair reported that during the Technical Subcommittee’s meeting on June 29-30, 2005, it was discovered that there was an inconsistency on the use of the apostrophe in the term ‘Pre-approved Bidders’ and whether it should be a singular or plural throughout the new data set.  The Technical Subcommittee suggested that IR review this and use the following convention – when referring to the data set it will be called “Pre-approved Bidders List” and in data elements referring to the data associated with a particular entity it will be referred to as “Pre-approved Bidder”.  The data set will communicate a list of one or more bidders where as the individual data on a party listed in the data set is for each individual entity.  The following motion was made:

Motion:

Based on the proposed implementation adopted by IR at its meeting of November 13, 2002, the following modifications should be made:

· For the data element “Pre-approved Bidder’s Data” and the corresponding indented data elements, the name should be changed to “Pre-approved Bidder” (no apostrophe ‘s’); and
· Code Values Log for the following two data sets, the code value description should be changed from ‘Pre-approved Bidder’s List’ to ‘Pre-approved Bidders List’:

· NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.14
Upload of Request for Download of Posted Datasets 

· NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.15
Response to Upload of Request for Download of Posted Datasets

	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R01003
Enron (Northern Natural)

Request:
Add a new data element ‘System Management Service Quantity’ (BC / C) to the sub-detail level of the following data sets: 
Offer Upload 



NAESB WGQ Std.5.4.7
Offer Upload Notification
NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.9
Offer Download 


NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.1
Bid Upload 



NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.18
Bid Download 



NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.2
Award Download


NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.3 
Also add Validation Codes to the Offer Upload Quick Response (NAESB WGQ Std.5.4.8) and Bid Upload Quick Response (NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.19)
(Relevant Minutes - BPS - 3/15/01, 3/29/01, 4/12/01; IR - 3/17/05, 4/13/05, 5/13/05)

IR Discussion:

From the May 13, 2005 meeting, IR discussed the following questions that had been posed to the requester (some answers were provided at the May 13, 2005 meeting):

Q1.
Do all firm shippers have this SMS service?

A1.
No

Q2.
Do you need to add a data element that indicates the corresponding firm contract?

A2.
Northern Natural does not need a second contract data element.

Q3.
Please provide more information on the nature of the service to ensure better understanding of the request.

A3.
The releasing shipper has a firm contract with Northern Natural with a secondary type of agreement (SMS) that provides for Northern Natural to assist the shipper in minimizing the costs associated with the variance between scheduled and actual at delivery points.
Motion:

· Add the following data element at the sub-detail level in the data sets as indicated below:
Document:

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.7 – Offer Upload

	Business Name (Abbreviation)
	Definition
	EBB Usage
	EDI/FF Usage
	Condition

	System Management Service Quantity
(Sys Mgmt Svc Qty)
	The system management service quantity being offered for release.
	BC
	BC
	May be used only when system management service is provided by the transportation service provider.


Document:

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.9 – Offer Upload Notification

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.1 – Offer Download

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.18 – Bid Upload
	Business Name (Abbreviation)
	Definition
	EBB Usage
	EDI/FF Usage
	Condition

	System Management Service Quantity
(Sys Mgmt Svc Qty)
	The system management service quantity being offered for release.
	C
	C
	Mandatory when present and processed in the original Offer Upload


Document:

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.2 –Bid Download
	Business Name (Abbreviation)
	Definition
	EBB Usage
	EDI/FF Usage
	Condition

	System Management Service Quantity
(Sys Mgmt Svc Qty)
	The system management service quantity being offered for release.
	C
	C
	Mandatory when present and processed in the Bid Upload.


Document:

NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.3 - Award Download
	Business Name (Abbreviation)
	Definition
	EBB Usage
	EDI/FF Usage
	Condition

	System Management Service Quantity
(Sys Mgmt Svc Qty)
	The system management service quantity being offered for release.
	C
	C
	Mandatory when present and processed earlier in the process.


· Add the following code values:
Code Values Dictionary

Document:
NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.8 - Offer Upload Quick Response
Data Element:

Validation Code (Sub-detail)


	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	E
	Invalid System Management Service Quantity 
	[no definition necessary]

	W
	System Management Service Quantity not processed
	[no definition necessary]


Document:
NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.19 - Bid Upload Quick Response
Data Element:

Validation Code (Sub-detail)


	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	E
	Invalid System Management Service Quantity
	[no definition necessary]


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R01004
Enron (Northern Natural)

Request: Add a new data element ‘Storage Cycle Indicator’ to the header level of the following data sets:

Offer Upload 



NAESB WGQ Std.5.4.7
Offer Upload Notification
NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.9
Offer Download 


NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.1
Bid Upload 



NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.18
Bid Download 



NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.2
Award Download


NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.3 
Also add the corresponding code values for such indicator. Additionally, add Validation Codes to the Offer Upload Quick Response (NAESB WGQ Std.5.4.8) and Bid Upload Quick Response (NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.19).

(Relevant Minutes - BPS - 3/15/01, 3/29/01; IR - 3/17/05, 4/13/05, 5/13/05)

IR Discussion:

The requester indicated that the request is no longer needed and is therefore withdrawing it.
Implementation Development in Progress:
Nominations Related Requests 

R03001
El Paso Western Pipelines 

Request:
Add two new data elements in the following data sets: 
Request for Confirmation


NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.3

Confirmation Response



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

(Relevant Minutes – BPS – 7/14/03, 7/30/03; IR 4/13/05)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the work from the April 13, 2005 meeting and developed the proposed implementation and additional questions for the requester.
Proposed Implementation

· Add the following data elements to the detail level of the data sets as indicated below.
Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.3

Request for Confirmation 

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Confirmation Response

	Business Name
(Abbreviation)
	Definition
	Data
Group
	EBB Pathed
	EBB Non-Pathed
	EBB
PNT -
“T”
	EBB PNT -
“U”
	EDI / FF Usage
	Condition

	Delivery Location Capacity Quantity
(Del Loc Cap Qty)
	Net delivery capacity available at location.
	LDG
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	

	Receipt Location Capacity Quantity
(Rec Loc Cap Qty)
	Net receipt capacity available at location.
	LDG
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	


Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Scheduled Quantity for Operator

	Business Name
(Abbreviation)
	Definition
	Data
Group
	EBB Pathed
	EBB Non-Pathed
	EBB
PNT -
“T”
	EBB PNT -
“U”
	EDI / FF Usage
	Condition

	Delivery Location Capacity Quantity
(Del Loc Cap Qty)
	Net delivery capacity available at location.
	DelDG
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	

	Receipt Location Capacity Quantity
(Rec Loc Cap Qty)
	Net receipt capacity available at location.
	RecDG
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	


Code Values Dictionary

Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Scheduled Quantity for Operator

Data Element:
Reduction Reason
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Capacity Quantity Limit - Delivery Location
	Reduction due to net delivery capacity available at location.
	

	Capacity Quantity Limit – Receipt Location
	Reduction due to net receipt capacity available at location.
	


Document Set:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.7 – Confirmation Response Quick Response
Data Element

Validation Code (Sub-detail)
	Code Value
	Code Value Description 
	Code Value Definition

	ECRQR
	Invalid Capacity Quantity Limit - Delivery Location
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Invalid Capacity Quantity Limit - Receipt Location
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Missing Capacity Quantity Limit - Delivery Location
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Missing Capacity Quantity Limit - Receipt Location
	[no definition necessary]


· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.60 to insert the new data elements in the Location Data Group as reflected below.  The remainder of the standard is unchanged.

On the confirmation data entry screen, fields in the data groups should appear in the following order:

*

*

*

Location Data Group:

Location

Confirmation Role
Delivery Location Capacity Quantity Limit
Receipt Location Capacity Quantity Limit
*

*

*

· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.63 to insert the new data element in the Transaction Specific Data Group as reflected below. The remainder of the standard is unchanged
On the scheduled quantity for operator Web page, fields in the data groups should appear in the following order *

*

* 
Location Data Group:



Location



Estimated BTU
Delivery Location Capacity Quantity Limit
Receipt Location Capacity Quantity Limit
*

*

*
Questions for the requester:
1. In the Scheduled Quantity for Operator there are three ways to implement it. 

(a) two separate data elements – one each for delivery location and receipt location

(b) One data element ‘Location Capacity Constraint’ and then let the existing ‘Contractual Flow Indicator’ communicate whether the location is a delivery or a receipt.

(c)
set it up similar to (b) but there would be one data element “Location Capacity Constraint’ and then create another new data element that indicates whether it is a receipt or delivery.

The issue in using (b) is that in the definition for the data element ‘Contractual Flow Indicator’ it says it may not be the same as the physical flow.  Can that indicator then be used to reflect a contractual flow of one direction with a physical flow of another? The group is leaning toward using (a) or (c) but wanted to pose the question to the requester for his input.
2. Do you need error and / or warning validation codes in the Confirmation Response Quick Response?

3. Do you need error/warning codes for ‘invalid’ and / or ‘missing’ validation codes in the Confirmation Response Quick Response?
7.
Other Business 


None
8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location
July 13-14, 2005

Shelton, CT



Host:
Iroquois Gas Transmission System

August 24, 2005

Colorado Springs, CO

Host:
El Paso Western Pipes 
NOTE: this is a change in the date (previously scheduled for August 26, 2005)

September 29, 2005
Salt Lake City, UT


Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission

October 26-27, 2005
Houston, TX



Host:
TBD

December 2, 2005

Washington, D.C.


Host:
Williams Gas Pipeline

9.
Adjourn

Meeting Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization
	6/30/05
	NAESB Member?

	Pipelines:
	
	
	

	Aaron Astle
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	( (nv)
	(

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy – Texas Eastern Transmission
	(
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	( (nv)
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gs Pipeline
	(
	(

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	(
	(

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	(
	(

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipeline
	(
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company LP
	(
	(

	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	

	Scott Gerstenberger
	Mid American Energy
	(
	(

	Hemant Patel
	Mid American Energy
	(
	(

	Gordon Sparks
	Mid American Energy
	(
	(

	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
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