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FINAL MINUTES
1. 
Administrative

Ms. Van Pelt called the meeting to order.  Mr. Oncken gave the antitrust advice and took roll of participants.  The subcommittee reviewed the revised agenda that was posted prior to the meeting.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Scott, to adopt the revised agenda as posted.  The motion passed unanimously.  

The draft minutes from the October 6, 2005 conference call were reviewed and edits were offered.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Young, to adopt the October 6, 2005 draft minutes as revised.  The motion passed unanimously.  

2.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for discussion and possible vote:

R03035B Florida Power and Light:  Ms. Chezar stated concern that the language of the proposed standard, as developed during the October 6 meeting, was too limiting.  Ms. Chezar suggested that the standard should direct pipelines to include measurement calculations for the parameters where data is reported on the Informational Posting website pursuant to the NAESB WGQ Standards.  Ms. Chezar directed participants to the two proposed standards she submitted as work papers for the meeting.  
Ms. Van Pelt explained the proposed standard, noting it was based on the philosophy used to draft NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.89.  In NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.89, pipelines have the ability to provide natural gas quality information on the Informational Postings website by either 1) providing a link to existing tariff provisions containing the information, or 2) by creating and posting a simple reference guide containing the information for gas quality attributes that are included in tariff provisions.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that under the proposed standard pipelines would not be required to add measurement specifications into their tariffs if that information did not already exist.  
The subcommittee discussed whether there would be a direct correlation between the gas quality attributes reported on Informational Postings and the measurement calculations reported under the proposed standard.  Ms. Davis explained that measurement information for each component might not be available, because those individual calculations could be imbedded in the measurement standards (ex. AGA 3-1990) used by the pipelines.  Ms. Davis added that a reference to the applicable measurement standard could be provided in that instance.  

Mr. Novak stated the standards created pursuant to this request are reporting standards, so tariff changes to reflect information that is currently not included should not be required.  However, he opposed limiting the standard to only information that is currently contained in pipeline tariffs.  He added that any underlying assumptions should also be reported.  Mr. Novak stated the measurement methods, and any underlying assumptions that support those measurement methods, would help enable market participants to make informed decisions by providing tools to interpret the gas quality data already reported.  
Ms. Davis asked how the information would be reported when pipelines use a mixture of chromatographs, presumably with different measurement methods.  Mr. Novak said that if a mixture of chromatographs is used, the differences in measurement methods should be noted.  Ms. Davis expressed concern that point-specific information was being expected, for locations beyond that required under NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.90.  Mr. Novak agreed it would be appropriate to limit the standard to the representative mainline points selected under NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.90.  Ms. Gussow and Ms. Chezar concurred that information at the representative mainline points would be appropriate.  Ms. Van Pelt noted the information being discussed goes beyond the information currently available in tariffs.  
As an example of an underlying assumption, Ms. Gussow stated the GPA publishes periodic updates to the heating values of the individual gas quality components, and those heating values are inputs into the measurement calculations.  Accordingly, she reiterated that the version of the GPA standard was applicable information that should be reported.  Ms. Davis stated it was possible that a pipeline might not have the version information available for a number of reasons, including:  1) the pipeline might not have captured the version information when the chromatograph was installed; or 2) information on when a manufacturer might update a chromatograph might not be catalogued.  Ms. Gussow responded that while all parties within an organization might not have the version information available, it should be available at an organizational level as part of due diligence requirements for the calculation of heating value.
Ms. Van Pelt stated she could not support a proposal that contemplated a tariff change.  Ms. Chezar agreed that a tariff change, as proposed in her workpaper, was not required since the information could be provided through other means, as discussed during this meeting.  
Ms. Chezar stated the standard should provide the analytical test method, and underlying assumptions, for each of the gas quality attributes provided pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.90 for each of the mainline representative points.  Ms. Van Pelt indicated that providing that level of detail was a heavy reporting burden.  It was noted that there would probably not be a lot of variation across the representative points.  

Ms. Scott noted there are additional instances where a pipeline might not have access to the information contemplated by this request.  For example, she stated a pipeline might provide gas quality data for a representative mainline point, but not own the chromatograph that calculates that data.  In that case, she said information on the analytical test method and underlying assumptions might not be available.  Mr. Novak suggested it would be appropriate to indicate the source of information and reason the test method is not available.  

The subcommittee looked at the proposed standard developed during the last meeting and discussed how it could be modified to incorporate the concepts discussed during this meeting.  Numerous changes were discussed, but consensus was not reached on any changes.  It was noted that starting the drafting process over at the next meeting could provide better results.

In preparation for the next meeting, participants should discuss the feasibility of the concepts developed during this conference call with their organizations.  
3.
Next Meeting(s) and Agenda

A conference call with web conferencing was scheduled for November 17, 2005 from 10:00 a.m. to noon Central to continue discussions on Request R03035B. 
4.
Adjourn

The conference call adjourned at 11:30 a.m. Central.
5.
Participation

	Name
	Organization

	End Users:
	

	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company

	Kelly Daly
	Stinson Morrison Hecker

	Dona Gussow
	Florida Power and Light

	
	

	LDCs:
	

	Dolores Chezar
	KeySpan

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution

	
	

	Pipelines:
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline

	Bill Griffith
	El Paso Western Pipelines

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas

	Donna Scott
	Transwestern Pipeline Company

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline

	
	

	Producers:
	

	Bill Hebenstreit
	El Paso Production Company

	Richard Smith
	Exxon Mobil Gas & Power Marketing

	
	

	Services:
	

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies

	
	

	Administrative:
	

	Todd Oncken
	NAESB
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