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NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

November 15, 2006 – 9:00a.m. – 3:00 p.m. (Central Time)

Dallas TX 

Host:
TXU 


FINAL MINUTES
1.
Introductions – The participants introduced themselves.
2.
Housekeeping –Stephanie Dyer provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The agenda as posted was adopted unanimously. 
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· October 19, 2006 - The minutes and attachment as posted for the October 19, 2006 meeting were approved unanimously.
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.)

R06014
Duke Energy Gas Transmission

Request:

Add 6 code values for the Rate Identification Code data element in the Transactional Reporting datasets (NAESB WGQ Standards 5.4.20, 5.4.21 and 5.4.22)

(Relevant Minutes
Triage – 8/25/06: IR - 9/14/06, 10/19/06)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the proposed implementation from the October 19, 2006 meeting.  The requester reported that the proposed implementation satisfies the request.  
Motion:
Add the following code values for the data element Rate Identification Code in the Transactional Reporting data sets as indicated below:
Document Name and No.:
Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release 

NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.20


Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation 

NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.21


Data Element:
Rate Identification Code

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Storage Charge - Injection Overrun
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Withdrawal
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Withdrawal Overrun
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Injection 
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Reservation Charge - Injection
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Reservation Charge - Withdrawal
	[no definition necessary]
	


Document Name and No.:
Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation
NAESB WGQ Std. 5.4.22

Data Element:
Rate Identification Code
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Loan Charge - Balance
	A charge applicable to a loan service balance.
	

	Park Charge - Balance
	A charge applicable to a park service balance. 
	

	Storage Charge - Capacity 
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Injection Overrun
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Withdrawal
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge - Withdrawal Overrun
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage Charge -Injection 
	[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


Motion Passes

· R98048
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone - Fuel Information 

Request:

A new dataset, called "Fuel Matrix 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. 1.3.30
(Relevant Minutes: EIITF 11/4/98 – IR Instruction 9; IR 12/10/02, 1/14/03, 4/2/03, 5/6/03, 6/3/03, 8/5/03, 9/4/03, 10/7/03, 11/13/03, 12/9/03, 5/5/04 and 6/24/06, Technical 10/17/06)
· – Issues from WGQ Technical Subcommittee meeting 10/18/06

IR Discussion:
Currently the proposed implementation includes the following in the TIBP:

The Fuel Information document allows parties to obtain, from the transportation service provider, the fuel percentage(s) for the applicable rate schedule as reflected in the TSP’s fuel matrix, if applicable.  The applicable rate schedule is a text field that may reference a single rate schedule, multiple rate schedules or all rate schedules (‘All’). The fuel information is expressed in percent format (e.g. 1.3 % and not .013).

The issue is whether the technical mapping can accommodate the fuel percentage as proposed by IR.  The chair of the Technical Subcommittee reported that they will review whether there is a segment that can accommodate the proposed implementation.  If not, they will send the issue back to IR. 
· Operationally Available Capacity and R99033
Dynegy

Request:
Implementation of standards adopted by the EC on 2/10/00 re Location Operationally Available Capacity (LOAC), Location Operating Capacity (LOPC) and Location Scheduled Quantity (LSQ)

(Relevant Minutes:
EIITF - 4/29/99; EC - 5/20/99; EIITF/BPS - 6/23/99; - EC 2/10/00, 8/24/00)

AND

· R96018
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone

Request:
Real time capacity info 

Note:
Per requester: most of the request was covered by R99033 with the exception of one standard adopted at 2/3/00 BPS meeting.

(Relevant Minutes:
BPS - 1/13/00, 1/20/00, 1/27/00, 2/3/00, and 2/17/00)

(Relevant Minutes for all 3 requests above:
IR 5/6/03, 5/5/04, 6/24/04, 7/14/04, 8/25/06; Technical - 10/6/03, 6/30/05 and 9/15/06; IR 10/19/06)

· Review and modify, as necessary, the proposed implementation adopted by IR at its August 25, 2004 meeting.
IR Discussion:
Questions raised in the previous IR meeting about the currently proposed implementation.  
1.
Why are some of the data elements at multiple levels?

Answer:

a.
As proposed, the report is for a single day/cycle but the Location Quantity Type is for a segment defined by two points, therefore the location purpose, location data and location zone have to be at the next level; and it also accommodates:
b.
Multiple days/cycles and none of the Location Quantity Types are for a segment defined by two points.
2.
Why is the Location Quantity Type Indicator Data not at the same level as the Location Data, Location Purpose and Location Zone? 
Answer:

Some participants thought it is structured this way to accommodate Location Quantity Type as a Segment defined by two points. 
3.
Should the Location Data, Location Purpose and Location Zone also be in the Detail?  
Answer:

Depends on if the answer in 1 above is correct.

4.
Does the proposed implementation accommodate pipelines that offer more cycles than those defined by the NAESB timeline (i.e. level of the Effective Begin/End Date/Time)?
Answer:

yet to be determined
5.
Can / should the following data elements be moved to the Header in addition to or in lieu of the Detail level?

· Measurement Basis Data 

· Pressure Base Data

· Pressure Base Indicator

Answer:
As currently proposed, they may not necessarily be at the header level because all locations may not have the same measurement basis and pressure base information.  An alternative implementation to be discussed further is to have the information at both the header and the location level.  This would accommodate sending the info one time in the header for the all points and provide, at the lower level, the ability to change the information for those locations that do not follow the same measurement / pressure base info. Effectively the lower level info would replace the header level info at those locations. 
After extensive discussion, the group decided to re-think the need to use all three of the following proposed data elements:

Flow Indicator

Location Purpose

Location / Quantity Type Indicator

When the proposed implementation was developed in 2004, the intent was to make as few changes to the existing structure.  In an effort to develop the best possible implementation, the group decided to start over on what data elements are subordinate to others regardless of whether it uses the same structure. 
There was also discussion on whether this data set needs to be moved to Additional Standards.  Most parties felt that it needs to be moved as it is not necessarily limited to capacity release and now that we have the Additional Standards section for more generic issues, that this is more appropriately placed there. 
Attached is a work paper setting forth the various types of reports indicating data elements possibly needing to be at multiple levels.  Additional questions are reflected on this work paper for consideration at the next IR meeting. 

7.
Other Business - 
The group reviewed a proposed 2007 calendar of meeting dates for IR and Technical.  After verifying the dates with the hosts, the schedule will be submitted to the NAESB office for posting.

8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location

December 13, 2006
Houston, TX

Host:
Panhandle Energy Pipelines
January 17, 2007

Salt Lake City, UT

Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission

9.
Adjourn
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	Attendee
	Organization
	11/15/06

	Pipelines:
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(

	Bill Griffith
	Colorado Interstate Gas
	(

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	(

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company LP
	(

	Kim Van Pelt 
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	(
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	Producers:
	
	

	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	

	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	

	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	

	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
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