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NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

October 26-27, 2005 – 8:30 – 4:00 p.m. (Mountain Time)

Salt Lake City, Utah

Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission 


FINAL MINUTES
1.
Introductions – participants introduced themselves
2.
Housekeeping – Dale Davis provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The revised agenda was adopted with no opposition.

5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· August 24, 2005 - The draft minutes and the two attachments as posted were adopted as final with no opposition.

6.
Address Current Requests for Initiation or Enhancement of NAESB Standards and items transferred from other NAESB subcommittees 

· Implementation Development Adopted by IR but Needs Additional Review for New Issues identified:


R98081 / R98082
Williams Gas Pipe Line - Measurement Events & Alarms
R98081 Request:
 Develop a means of requesting and sending RTU alarm data. 

R98082 Request: 
Develop a means of requesting and sending RTU event data. 

(Relevant Minutes: EIITF 12/2/98; IR 9/00, 10/01, 4/16/02, 8/20/02; BPS 10/9/02, IR 10/15/02, 12/10/02)  

IR Discussion:

The chair reported that at the August 26, 2005 Technical Subcommittee meeting, it was identified that in the Sample Paper for the Measurement Events & Alarms, the following edits were needed:

· Delete the times for the ‘Report Beginning Date’ and ‘Report Ending Date’

· Add the D-U-N-S® number for the ’Preparer’ and ‘Statement Recipient’

It has also been identified that the data dictionary does not have and needs abbreviations for the following data elements:
Activity Type

Report Beginning Date

Report Ending Date

Motion:
Add the following changes to the proposed implementation adopted by the WGQ IR on March 15, 2005:

· On the Sample Paper delete the times for the ‘Report Beginning Date’ and ‘Report Ending Date’

· On the Sample Paper add the D-U-N-S® number for the ’Preparer’ and ‘Statement Recipient’

· Add the following abbreviations:

· Activity Type – (Act Type)

· Report Beginning Date – (Rpt Beg Date)

· Report Ending Date – (Rpt End Date)

	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


Motion Passes

R98047
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone

Request:
A new dataset, called "Supported Code Value Information," and the code value addition to the Data Sets Requested data element in the Upload of Request for Download dataset to support NAESB WGQ Standard. 4.3.53
(Relevant Minutes: EIITF 11/4/98 – IR Instruction 8; IR - 12/10/02, 1/14/03, 2/18/03, 4/2/03, 5/6/03, 6/3/03, 7/10/03; 3/31/04; BPS - 7/22/03, 7/30/03, 3/31/04; IR - 7/13/05, 8/24/05)

IR Discussion:

The chair reviewed the changes made at the previous meeting.  The posted work paper was reviewed.  It was noted that the following items from the adopted March 2004 work paper were inadvertently left off the adopted August 24, 2005 work paper and that error was carried forward to the work paper for this meeting. The following omissions were added back to the proposed implementation:
· In the TIBP for WGQ Standard 2.4.7 – Supported Code Values the following were added – 

· Addition of paragraph 5 after item 4 (adding the new data set to the list of available data sets)

· Addition of the quick reference guide to the data elements at the end.
Motion:

· Replace the proposed implementation adopted by IR on August 24, 2005 for R98047 with the proposed implementation as reflected on the attached work paper (Attachment 1) 
· Adopt the work paper reflecting the revised levels for the data elements as posted for the October 26-27, 2005 IR meeting (Attachment 2).

	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


Motion Passes

R03011
El Paso Corporation

Request:
Add 6 data elements to Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation (NAESB WGQ 5.4.21)

(Relevant Minutes – BPS - 8/28/03; IR – 7/13/05, 8/24/05)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the proposed implementation (Attachment 3) and added code values for the new data element Capacity Type Indicator.  The IR chair will contact the chair of the Technical Subcommittee to determine if levels for the additional data elements need to be identified by IR. 
R00006
El Paso Eastern (Southern Natural)
Request:
Add 12 new code values for data element Transaction Type in the nomination, flowing gas (as appropriate) and invoicing (as appropriate) related data sets.  (Note: a revised request was submitted with revision to the code values requested)

(Relevant Minutes:
EC - 4/13/00; BPS - 6/22/00, 6/29/00, 8/3/00; IR - 7/14/04, 8/25/04, 10/13/04, 11/17/04; Technical – 6/26/05; EC 8/25/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the proposed implementation for R00006 adopted at the November 17, 2004 meeting wherein 18 code values for the data element Transaction Type were added to the following data sets:
Nomination 




WGQ Standard 1.4.1

Allocation 




WGQ Standard 2.4.3

Shipper Imbalance 



WGQ Standard 2.4.4

Transportation / Sales Invoice
WGQ Standard 3.4.1
Upon further review the requester has indicated the need to add the same code values to the Scheduled Quantity documents.

MOTION:


In addition to the proposed implementation for R00006 adopted by IR at its November 17, 2004 meeting, add the following to the Code Values Dictionary for the following data sets:
Document Name and No.:


Scheduled Quantity




WGQ Standard 1.4.5
Scheduled Quantity for Operator


WGQ Standard 1.4.6
Data Element:

Transaction Type

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	No Notice – Small Shipper
	Allocated No Notice transportation for a small shipper.
	

	Nominated No Notice
	Nominated No Notice transportation.
	

	Nominated No Notice – Small Shipper
	Nominated No Notice transportation for a small shipper.
	

	Nominated No Notice – Small Shipper / Firm Storage
	Nominated no notice transportation for a small shipper that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Nominated No Notice – Small Shipper / Interruptible Storage
	Nominated no notice transportation for a small shipper that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	

	Nominated No Notice / Firm Storage
	Nominated no notice transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Nominated No Notice / Interruptible Storage
	Nominated no notice transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	

	Reservation / Firm Storage
	Nominated reservation transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Reservation / Interruptible Storage
	Nominated reservation transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	

	Segmented
	Segmented transportation.
	

	Segmented - Volumetric
	Segmented volumetric transportation.
	

	Segmented - Volumetric / Firm Storage
	Segmented volumetric transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Segmented – Volumetric / Interruptible Storage
	Segmented volumetric transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	

	Segmented / Firm Storage
	Segmented transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Segmented / Interruptible Storage
	Segmented transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	

	Volumetric
	Volumetric Transportation.
	

	Volumetric / Firm Storage
	Nominated volumetric transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing firm storage service.
	

	Volumetric / Interruptible Storage
	Nominated volumetric transportation that is received or delivered to a storage location utilizing interruptible storage service.
	


	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


Motion Passes

R03028
Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add a new code value for the data element ‘Reduction Reason’ in the following data sets: 
Confirmation Response



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

(Relevant Minutes – EC -10/09/03; IR - 4/13/05, 5/13/05, 7/13/05, 8/24/05)
IR Discussion:

The request and previous discussions were reviewed.  The following questions were asked to the requester:
1.
Please provide a definition for the code.

Answer:
The definition for the existing code value “storage ratchet provision” would work if it is limited to physical constraints. 
2.
Can the existing code “Storage Ratchet Provision” be used in place of the requested code? 

Answer:
no because this is a constraint due to field physical limitations and not due to contractual ratchets. 

The group discussed the existing code value and definition and determined that in addition to adding the requested code value, modifications were needed to the existing code value to clarify whether the reduction is based off of contractual or physical limits.

Motion:

· Add a new code value for the data element ‘Reduction Reason’ in the following data sets: 
Confirmation Response



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Reduction Reason

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Storage Capacity Constraint
	A decrease in quantity due to storage physical inventory level.
	


· Modify the definition for the existing code value ‘Storage Ratchet Provision’ for the data element ‘Reduction Reason’ in the following data sets: 
Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Reduction Reason

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Storage Ratchet Provision
	A decrease in quantity due to storage inventory level contractual limits. 
	SRP


	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


Motion Passes

· Implementation Development in Progress:
Capacity Release Related Requests

R03016
Williams Gas Pipeline

Request:
Add a new code value ‘Corrected / Updated’ for the data element ‘Contract Status’ in the Transactional Reporting related data sets (NAESB WGQ Standards 5.4.20, 5.4.21, and 5.4.22
(Relevant Minutes – EC - 8/5/03; IR – 7/13/05, 8/24/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the work from the previous meeting and discussed the following three options for implementation:

1)
Revising the data element “Amendment Reporting Data” to be “Amendment / Modification Reporting Data’.  

2)
Add some kind of data element that indicates that the contract/amendment has been ‘modified’ but for the purposes of reporting it’ll be treated like an amendment; and 

3)
Use the existing data element “Special Terms /. Miscellaneous Notes” (text field) to communicate that there is a modification but it is being reported as an amendment. 

The first option, to modify the data element Amendment Reporting Data, to include modifications of any kind, was discussed.  There was a question as to whether the data element was supposed to indicate the filing of an amended report for the posting of changes to information previously posted (whether it is due to an amendment to the contract and / or a modification of the information) or whether it was for the sole reporting of contract amendments.  If the answer to this question is the former, than the definition for the data element might need to be revised for clarification as follows:

Specifies whether data contained in the amended report reported for an amendment to a contract contains all applicable contract data or only changes to the previous contract data.
Before taking further action, the group reviewed the origin and discussion from the meeting minutes when this data element was added to the 3 transactional data sets to determine if there is guidance on this issue.  After reviewing the BPS minutes from the May 10, 2001, it appears that the use of this data element was initially based on the contract being amended and not the report being amended.  There is no mention of how to handle the situation where a modification needs to be made to previously reported data, however this modification may not require an amendment to the contract.  

Options 2 and 3 were discussed and determined to not be the best solution. A 4th option, to add clarification to the definition of Amendment Reporting to provide for modifications was determined at this time, to be the best solution. In order to provide for modifications to be reported, IR determined that the following items need to be completed:
IR To Do – actions to be taken for all three transactional reporting data sets (5.4.20, 5.4.21 and 5.4.22) – Note – these changes are subsequent to the processing of R03010, R03011, R03012 and R03032:
· Modify the definition for the data element ‘Amendment Reporting’ as indicated below:
Specifies whether data reported for an amendment to a contract contains all applicable contract data or only changes to the previous contract data.  Data reported may also include modifications to information previously reported, not necessarily resulting in an amendment to the contract.
· Add the following code value for the data element “Contract Status”:
Data Element Name:
Contract Status
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Corrected / Updated
	Data for the contract has been corrected or updated (not requiring an amendment to the contract).
	


· Modify the condition of all the conditional data elements to include a Contract Status of ‘modified’ similar to the following example based on the data element “Affiliate Indicator”
Mandatory when one of the following conditions is met:

· Contract Status is ‘New’, or

· Contract Status is ‘Amended’ and Amendment Reporting is ‘All Data’ or

· Contract Status is ‘Corrected / Updated’ and Amendment Reporting is ‘All Data’ 
For EBB, when one of these conditions is met, at least one of Affiliate Indicator or Affiliate Indicator Description is required.
· Review the TIBP to acknowledge that the amendment reporting might include modifications not requiring an amendment.
The work papers will be posted as attachments to the minutes (Attachments 4, 5, and 6) in order to give interested parties an opportunity to review the proposed changes.  

· Capacity Release Related Requests

(IR Log Round 4)
R03025
El Paso Eastern Pipelines
Request:
El Paso Eastern pipelines would like to request a new “Notice Type”- Rates and Charges - for inclusion in NAESB Standard 4.3.29. This request, if adopted, would also impact NAESB Standard 5.4.16 – System Wide Notices with the addition of an additional code value for Notice Type.
(Relevant Minutes – BPS - 10/24/03, 11/6/03)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the minutes from the BPS meetings where this request was discussed.  The following proposed standard was adopted by BPS at it November 6, 2003 meeting:
Proposed Revised WGQ Standard 4.3.29:

For notices posted by the Transportation Service Provider, the The words or labels that should appear, if applicable, in the "Notice Type" column in NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.28 should be:

Words 






Labels

Capacity Constraint 



Cap. Constraint

Capacity Discount 



Cap. Discount

Curtailment 





Curtailment


Force Majeure 




Force Majeure

Intraday Bump 




Bump

Maintenance 




Maintenance

Operational Flow Order 


OFO

Phone List 





Phone List

Press Release, Company News 

News

Rates and Charges



Rates and Charges

Other






Other

IR reviewed the codes values for the data element ‘Notice Type’ NAESB Standard 5.4.16 – System Wide Notices:

Motion:
Add the following code value as indicated below:

Document Name and No.:


System-Wide Notices


WGQ Standard 5.4.16
Data Element:

Notice Type

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Rates and Charges
	[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
	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


Motion Passes

R03026
SunGard Energy Systems

Request:
Add a Mutually Agreeable data element, Overlap Priority (OverlapPriority) in the Offer Upload, Offer Download, Notification and Award datasets.  This element will be used in EDI/EDM and WEB/EDM.  There will be three valid values for Overlap Priority:  Releasing Shipper’s Priority, Replacement Shipper’s Priority and None (resulting in Pro-Rata) with None being the default.  This will also cause corresponding error codes to be added to the Offer Upload Quick Response Dataset.
Note:
BPS’ instructions to IR were 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. 

(Relevant Minutes – BPS - 11/19/2003, 12/3/03, 12/16/03)

IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the minutes and instructions from the BPS meeting.  Following is a paragraph from the December 16, 2003 meeting minutes:

It was determined that, the Pre-determined Allocation data dictionary data elements Allocation Method, Allocation Rank Level, and Allocation Rank Indicator could possibly be used as a basis to create capacity release data elements that would convey the different ways that overlapping quantities could be handled. A methodology type indicator to describe which method is to be used and an additional data element to further break down how that would work could be developed; for example a percentage in the methodology data element and the other data element would contain the actual percentages.

In order to better understand the issue, the group reviewed Order 637A:
“…Segmentation would also permit the releasing and replacement shippers to use overlapping segments so long as their combined nominations in a segment do not exceed 10,000 Dth.  For instance, the releasing shipper could nominate and ship 5,000 Dth from point A to point Q, while the replacement shipper nominates and ships 5,000 Dth from point O to point B even though the segments overlap in segment O-Q.  Both nominations would be accepted because the combined nomination over segment O-Q would not exceed 10,000 Dth.  However, if both shippers sought to nominate the full 10,000 Dth in one or more pipeline segments, the pipeline could limit the nominations to 10,000 Dth in those segments.  The pipeline should have a default tariff provision detailing how nominations from releasing and replacement shippers will be handled in the event that they exceed the contract demand, and releasing shippers also can include provisions for handling overlapping nominations in their release conditions.
”
Upon reviewing the BPS instructions, it is unclear as to whether the business process is mutually agreed, as was indicated by the requester.  The group discussed ways in which a TSP could implement this. Discussions centered on the concept of having a new data element that is a methodology indicator and then provide for code values for the various methodologies.  By using an indicator and code values, there could be a wide variety of methodologies that TSPs may offer detailing how the portion of the secondary capacity should be allocated between the Releasing and the Replacement Shippers any time there is an overlap of nominated quantities.  Per the instructions from BPS, the group is not trying to deal with the issue of nominations that overlap between Replacement Shippers. Therefore, the group decided to approach the code values using the concept used in the recently adopted data element “Cycle Indicator” wherein the code values will be defined by the TSP (R99031 & R03008 adopted by the EC 8/24/05). See the concept example below:
Offer Upload – NAESB WGQ Standard 5.4.7

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

	Overlap Indicator 
(Over Ind)
	An indicator that specifies 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.
	BC or MA ?
	BC or MA ?
	Note: If BC and the TSP requires it, then need to explain that the default would apply if nothing is sent.

	Overlap Value
(Over Value)
	???
	C
	C
	Mandatory when Overlap Indicator is present and processed.
Note: what happens if Overlap Indicator ends up being the default because it is required by the TSP but not provided by the submitter?


Data Element:
Overlap Indicator
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	
	
	

	TSP Defined 1
	TSP defined cycle
	

	TSP Defined 2
	TSP defined cycle
	

	TSP Defined 3
	TSP defined cycle
	

	TSP Defined 4
	TSP defined cycle
	

	TSP Defined 5
	TSP defined cycle
	


7.
Other Business

None
8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location
December 2, 2005

Washington, DC

Host:
Williams Offices

1627 Eye Street NW

Suite 900.

Washington, DC 20006
9.
Adjourn
Meeting Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization
	10/26/05
	10/27/05
	NAESB Member?

	Pipelines:
	
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy – Texas Eastern Transmission
	(
	(
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	( (nv)
	( (nv)
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(
	(

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	(
	(
	(

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	(
	(
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company LP
	(
	(
	(

	
	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
� See Texas Gas Transmission Corporation, 89 FERC  61,096, at 61,274 (1999)
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