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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

October 6, 2007
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Gas and Electric Quadrants and all Interested Industry Participants 

FROM:

Jonathan Booe, NAESB Project/Meeting Manager
RE:
Final Minutes from the WGQ Business Practice Subcommittee – Order 698 Meeting – September 19, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ Business Practice Subcommittee Order 698
Hosted by Dominion– Glen Allen, Virginia
September 19, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 3:00 PM Eastern
Final Minutes

1. Administrative 

Ms. Van Pelt welcomed the attendees to the second day of the meeting.  Mr. Booe read the antitrust guidelines.  All of the participants in attendance and on the phone introduced themselves.  Ms. Davis made a motion to adopt the agenda as modified to adopt the minutes from the August 30-31,007 meeting, and Ms. Crockett seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  Ms. Davis reviewed the minutes from the August 30-31, 2007 meeting with her proposed redlined changes.  Mr. Novak gave a minor correction.  Ms. Davis made a motion to adopt the redlined minutes as modified.  Mr. Novak seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  Ms. Van Pelt requested that the next set of minutes be separated by day.
2. WGQ Annual Plan Item 7c (Nomination Timeline)
Ms. Van Pelt directed the group to Annual Plan Item 7c and opened the floor for discussion.  Mr. Novak stated that within the past year the FERC opened several dockets asking the RTOs and ISOs about gas electric coordination, and they replied that no change was needed to the timeline.  He asked what does that mean to us.  Ms. Crockett stated that the organized markets responded that they would not make any changes to the current schedule.  Mr. Rudd stated that the electric industry will not want to change, and his company would probably oppose any change to the gas nomination timeline.  He stated that if a change was made he would like for it to be non-bumpable cycle so that they don’t loose their opportunity to cure any imbalances that result.  Ms. Davis clarified that an ID3 cycle would be non-bumpable.  Mr. Rudd stated that he would like the ID1 cycle to be the last bumpable cycle.  

Ms. Chezar stated that she read the order differently than Ms. Crockett.  Ms. Crockett responded that she wanted to stress that the dockets were only open to ISOs and RTOs, and they do not represent the entire electric industry.  She also stated that ISOs and RTOs did not want to make any changes to their own timeline, but did not oppose all changes.  Mr. Novak stated that he agreed with Mr. Rudd and that he was unsure about the value of opening a new late cycle, because it would not be used much.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that her company was also hesitant to make wholesale changes to the current timeline.
Mr. Petersen stated that his electric people were not looking to make big changes but maybe just making minor modifications.  He also noted how changes in the timeline vary based upon time zones.  Ms. McVicker stated that she agreed with Ms. Crockett, that the entire electric industry is not comprised of ISOs and RTOs and that modifying the nomination timeline could be beneficial.  Ms. Davis echoed Mr. Petersen’s statement by stating that adding an additional cycle to the timeline in the early morning may not be practical for everyone due to regional time differences.  Mr. Novak added that an additional early morning cycle could be good for him on the east coast, but the group should communicate with Mr. Petersen and others on the west coast to find out what would be good for them.  Ms. Chezar stated that changes to the Timely cycle do not have much value for her but she would like to see an early morning nomination cycle to capture the last few hours of the gas day.  Mr. Ishikawa stated that there are some practical considerations we have to keep in mind if we add an ID3 cycle.  He expressed concern that it would mean having to have man power in the middle of the night and that is adding more people and someone is going to have to pay for that.
Ms. Van Pelt noted that she had not heard an overwhelming response to making whole sale changes to the current nomination timeline.  Ms. Chezar stated that at the last meeting there were a few suggestions, but she thinks that the group should continue to talk more generally until someone brings in a specific proposal or work paper.  Mr. Petersen stated that there are competing interests in play and that they really need to bring proposals for the next meeting.  Mr. Novak stated that he would like to see a simplified nomination that maybe could be handled by dispatchers just to get the gas flowing and doing away with the ‘lesser of’ rule and force explicit confirmations for this cycle.  Mr. Love stated that both increases and decreases would have to be confirmed and physically practical.  Further, he stated that it can not be handled by dispatchers.  Mr. Novak stated that flow-day diversions being discussed under Annual Plan Item 7b may also address the issues for this item.  Ms. McVicker said that the best use of our time would be to get a proposal on the table.  The group discussed the need to see specific proposals at the next meeting.  Mr. Oberski noted that the group should not put limits on the proposals.   
3. Next Meeting for WGQ Annual Plan Item 7c
The group determined to modify the agenda for the next meeting.  The group will discuss Annual Plan Items 7b and 7c on the first day and discuss Annual Plan Item 7a on the second day.
4. Adjournment
Mr. Young made a motion to adjourn, and Ms. McVicker seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:24 a.m.
5. Attendance
	Name:
	Organization:
	September 19

	Mariam Arnaout
	American Gas Association
	In Person

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	In Person

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Trans
	In Person 

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Phone

	Dolores Chezar
	KeySpan
	In Person

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	In Person

	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	In Person

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Rhonda Denton
	BP Energy 
	Phone

	Pete Frost
	Conoco Phillips
	In Person

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Donna Gussow
	Florida Power & Light
	Phone

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	Phone

	David Huffman
	NAESB
	Phone

	Richard Ishikawa
	Southern California Gas Company
	In Person

	Veronica Jones
	Defense Energy Support Center
	In Person

	Joe Kardas
	National Fuel Supply
	In Person

	Drake Kijowski
	PSE&G
	Phone

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission
	In Person

	Bill Lohrman
	FERC
	Phone

	Paul Love
	NGPL
	In Person

	Marcy McCain
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Phone

	Diane McVicker
	SRP
	In Person

	Richard Moreno
	Sea Robin Pipeline
	In Person

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	In Person

	Lou Oberski
	Dominion
	In Person

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	Phone

	Don Petersen
	PG&E
	Phone

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	Phone

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	In Person

	Douglas Rudd
	New Jersey Natural Gas
	In Person

	Mike Shepard
	Mewbourne Oil Company
	Phone

	Lisa Simpkins
	Constellation Energy
	In Person

	Richard Smith
	ExxonMobil
	In Person

	Darren Taylor
	Calpine
	Phone

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	In Person

	Mark Wilke
	Trunkline Gas
	In Person

	Shyletha Williams
	Defense Energy Support Center
	In Person

	Randy Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	In Person
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