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At the December 2, 2005 WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) meeting, the group reviewed the request, the previous discussions and determined that the record from the Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) is unclear as to what the usage of the business practice should be which are the subject of its instructions to IR.  The following motion was made and passed unanimously:

MOTION:

Question to BPS:

By motion dated December 16, 2003, BPS sent the following instructions to IR:

Instruct the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the business practice of sending an indication in the Offer and Award related data sets of how the nominated quantities are to be processed in the event that the total of the releasing shipper and replacement shipper(s) submitted nominations exceed the original contract demand.  This business practice does not address non-primary overlapping nominations between other replacement shippers.

Issue:

The requester asked that the business practice be mutually agreeable and yet the instructions to IR do not say.  The record of BPS is also unclear, however, it is IR’s belief that the instructions should have read:

Instruct the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the business conditional business practice of sending an indication in the Offer and Award related data sets of how the nominated quantities are to be processed in the event that the total of the releasing shipper and replacement shipper(s) submitted nominations exceed the original contract demand. This business practice does not address non-primary overlapping nominations between other replacement shippers.

Please clarify that the business practice is business conditional versus mutually agreed.

