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North American Energy Standards Board

1100 Louisiana, Suite 3625, Houston, Texas 77002

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

Home Page: www.naesb.org

TO:

NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Participants

Posting for Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 

Rae McQuade, Executive Director

Dale Davis, Chairman, NAESB Information Requirements Subcommittee

RE:
Final Minutes for NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting – January 16, 2008
DATE:

March 27, 2008
NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

January 16, 2008
9:00a.m. - 4:00 p.m. (Mountain Time)
Salt Lake City, UT
Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission
FINAL MINUTES
1.
Welcome and Introductions – Participants introduced themselves.
2.
Housekeeping – Brenda Horton provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines - Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The agenda as posted was unanimously adopted. 
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· December 10, 2007 – The minutes and attachment as posted were adopted 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.)

· R06023
Texas Gas Transmission

Request:
Add 20 new Reduction Reason code values for Scheduled Quantity, Scheduled Quantity for Operator and any other applicable NAESB datasets.

(Relevant Minutes
Triage – 10/23/06; IR - 06/20/07, 07/10/07, 8/15/07, 9/26/07, 10/16/07)

IR Discussion:

Set forth below are the questions for the requester from the previous meetings, the answers and the resulting proposed code values and follow-up questions, if any.

Data Sets Name & Number:

Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ 1.4.6
Data Element:
Reduction Reason
	Description pre request
	Code Value Description Proposed
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value per request ( proposed

	Contracting exceeding daily path rights 

See follow-up question #1
	Exceeded Contract MDQ Path Rights
	Nominations exceeded the contractual daily path rights.
	CED (

	Contract exceeding original daily path rights

See follow-up question #1
	Exceeded Family of Contracts MDQ Path Rights.
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the contractual daily path rights of the original contract.
	CEO ( 

	Contracting exceeding hourly path rights

See follow-up question #1
	Exceeded Contract MHQ Path Rights
	Nominations exceeded the hourly contractual path rights.
	CEC (

	Contract exceeding original hourly path rights
	Exceeded Family of Contracts MHQ Path Rights
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the hourly contractual path rights of the original contract.
	CEH (

	Contract exceeding original OFIB/LUQ
	Exceeded Family of Contracts OFIB/LUQ
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the OFIB/LUQ (One Foot in Bounds / Lowest Used Quantity) segmentation rights of the original contract.
	CEL (

	Contract exceeds OFIB/LUQ
	Exceeded Contract OFIB/LUQ
	Nominations on the contract have exceeded the OFIB/LUQ (One Foot in Bounds / Lowest Used Quantity) segmentation rights of the contract.
	CEB (

	Contract Not Active
	Service Requester Contract Inactive
	Reduction due to contract not being active not as a result of the contract being terminated.
	CNA (

	Displacement reduced due to insufficient  nominations
	Excessive Displacement Quantity
	Displacement nominations exceed nominations in normal direction of flow.
	DIS (

	EPSQ Override
	EPSQ Override
	Nominations cut below EPSQ
	EOV (

	Exceeded hourly contract demand

See follow-up question #12
	Exceeded Contract MHQ
	Nominations exceeded the hourly contractual.
	ECH (

	Force Majeure - Delivery Location
	Force Majeure at Delivery Location
	[no definition necessary]
	FMD (

	Force Majeure - Receipt Location
	Force Majeure at Receipt Location
	[no definition necessary]
	FMR (

	Fuel Adjustment
	Fuel Adjustment
	Adjustment due to fuel calculation errors
	ZZF (

	Fuel Percent Change
	Fuel Percent Change
	Adjusted fuel percent not reflected in original nomination.
	FPC (

	Imbalance payback quantity exceeded
	Imbalance payback quantity exceeded
	[no definition necessary]
	IMB (

	Park and Loan contract limit exceeded
	Exceeded Park and Loan Capacity
	[no definition necessary]
	PAL (

	Reinstatement of reduced quantity
	Reinstatement of reduced quantity
	[no definition necessary]
	REI (

	Segment or line Capacity Constraint - Delivery Location

See follow-up question #9
	Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Delivery
	[no definition necessary]
	SLD (

	Segment or line Capacity Constraint - Receipt Location

See follow-up question #9
	Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Receipt.
	[no definition necessary]
	SLR (

	Storage Maximum Capacity

See follow-up question #10
	Exceeded Storage Maximum Capacity
	[no definition necessary]
	SMQ (


Questions to the requester; answers from requester, IR action and follow-up questions:

1.
For the requested codes ‘Contract exceeding original daily path rights’ and ‘Contract exceeding original hourly path rights’ – please explain the proposed definition.

Answer 7/10/07:

During scheduling, after checking the individual contracts against their path limits, Texas Gas takes all of the replacement contracts and the original contract and put them back together to check against the original contract’s path (Tennessee Order).  It is possible to use the existing code Exceeded Family of Contracts (EFC) for the daily but the one for the hourly rights is still needed and could be named Exceeded Family of Contracts MHQ for the hourly.

IR Action from 7/10/.07 meeting:

The requested code “Contract exceeding original daily path rights” will be dropped as the requester has acknowledge it can use the existing code “Exceeded Family of Contracts MDQ” (EFC).
The requester code “Contract exceeding original hourly path rights’ will be replaced with “Exceeded Family of Contracts MHQ”

IR Follow-up question from 7/10/07 meeting:

For the requested code values “Contracting exceeding daily path rights” and “Contract exceeding daily hourly path rights”, how are they different than the requested codes “Contract Exceeding original daily path rights” and “Contract original hourly path rights”?  (i.e. what distinction is being drawn with the addition of the word ‘original’?)

Answer 8/15/07:

The proposed codes that describe exceeding the daily / hourly rights is used for the individual replacement contracts where as the requested codes that use the word “original”, they are referring to the original releasing contract and all of the associated replacement contracts (i.e. the family of contracts). 

IR Action 8/15/07

Upon further discussion, it was determined that there is a difference for Texas Gas between a contract MDQ and the contract daily path rights.  Therefore, changed proposed codes to: 

Exceeded Contract MDQ Path Rights
Exceeded Family of Contracts MDQ Path Rights  

Exceeded Contract MHQ Path Rights

Exceeded Family of Contracts MHQ Path Rights

2.
For the requested codes ‘Contract exceeding original OFIB/LUQ’ and ‘Contract exceeds OFIB/LUQ’ – please explain “OFIB/LUQ”.

Answer 7/10/07:

“OFIB/LUQ” means ‘One Foot in Bounds and Lowest Used Quantity’ is a tariff requirement that Texas gas has on Market laterals.  It is a way that FERC allowed Texas Gas to limit segmentation on these laterals.  It could be renamed to Exceeded Original Contract OFIB/LUQ.
IR Action from 7/10/07 meeting:


According to one of the IR participants, the term “OFIB/LUQ” is a term used by other pipelines so it is not limited to Texas Gas’ business.
IR Follow-up question from 7/10/07 meeting
What is the difference between the ‘Contract exceeding original OFIB/LUQ’ and ‘Contract exceeds OFIB/LUQ’?
Answer 8/15/07:

See the answer for the Follow-up question #1 from the 7/10/07 meeting 

3.
For the requested code ‘Contract not active’, how is this different than the existing code ‘Service Requester Contract Terminated’?  Is this code necessary because the contract is seasonal and only in effect during certain times of the year so at the time of the nomination the contract is not ‘terminated’ but it is not available (i.e. not active)?

Answer 7/10/07:

Texas Gas has contracts that can become inactive for seasonal or credit reasons and a code is needed to indicate that the contract is no longer active, but it is not terminated.  Texas Gas suggested that it could be renamed to ‘Service Requester Contract Inactive’.

IR Action from the 7/10/07 meeting:

Modified the proposed code value description to “Service Requester Contract Inactive”.

4.
For the requested code ‘Displacement reduced due to insufficient nominations’ - currently there is an existing code ‘Insufficient Backhaul Quantity’ that is defined as ‘Reduction due to insufficient backhaul quantities scheduled to offset the related forward haul nomination.’.  Is the requested code similar?  Would the request be satisfied with the addition of a code of “Insufficient Forward haul Quantity’ and define it as ‘Reduction due to insufficient forward haul quantities scheduled to offset the related backhaul nomination.’? 

Answer 7/10/07:

According to Texas Gas, this has nothing to do with the direction of the haul.  It is limited to the activity of at a location.  If a location is a receipt location, but there is a greater quantity of deliveries nominated, the deliveries need to be reduced to match the receipts.  By sending the proposed reduction reason to the operator, it is clearer to relate it to the location by saying displacement.  Texas Gas suggested that the code could be renamed to ‘Insufficient Displacement Quantity’.

IR Action 7/10/07:
Based on the explanation, it appears that the displacement quantity is what is being reduced and therefore is proposing the code value description to be “Excessive Displacement Quantity”.

5
For the requested code ‘EPSQ Override’, the proposed definition is ‘Nominations cut below EPSQ in ID1 or ID2’.  Would this ever occur at any time other than the ID1 and ID2 cycle?  To make this code more generic, would it be incorrect to define it as ‘Nominations cut below EPSQ’?

Answer 7/10/07:

Currently Texas Gas stated that It only can happen in ID1 or ID2 but recognized that if another intraday cycle is added in the future, it would be better to be generic, therefore define it as ‘Nominations cut below EPSQ” is okay.

IR Action 7/10/07:

Modified the proposed code value definition to “Nominations cut below EPSQ”.

6.
For the requested codes ‘Fuel Adjustment’ and ‘Fuel Percent Change’ – please explain the proposed definition.

Answer 7/10/07:

Fuel Adjustment is used if Texas Gas’ scheduling engine finds that there is a mathematical error between the receipt, delivery and fuel quantities for a transaction.  It was noted that this rarely happens.  Fuel Percent Change is when there is a change in the tariff rate and the shipper’s submitted their nominations prior to the effective rate change and Texas Gas needs to change it during scheduling.

IR Action 7/10/07:

Modified the proposed code value definitions. 

7.
For the requested code ‘Park and Loan contract limit exceeded’ – Is the nomination on a Park and Loan contract?  If so, please explain the difference with using the existing code ‘Exceeded Contract MDQ’.

Answer 7/10/07:

This is a reduction that keeps the PAL from exceeding the contract capacity and it may not be tied to a MDQ.  It could be renamed to Exceeded Park and Loan Capacity

IR Action 7/10/07:

Modified code value description to “Exceeded Park and Loan Capacity”
8.
For the requested code ‘Reinstatement of reduced quantity’ the proposed definition is ‘Nomination reduction reinstated due to other transaction’.  There appears to be a conflict between the code value description and proposed definition.  Is the nomination being reinstated or the reduction being reinstated?  Please explain.

Answer 7/10/07:

According to Texas gas, part or all of the reduction could be given back (i.e. reinstated).

IR Action 7/10/07:

Modified code value definition to be more generic. 

9.
For the requested codes ‘Segment or line Capacity Constraint at Delivery Location’ and ‘Segment or line Capacity Constraint at Receipt Location’ – please explain how these are different than the existing codes ‘Pipeline Capacity Constraint at Delivery Location’ and ‘Pipeline Capacity Constraint at Receipt Location’.

Answer 7/10/07:

According to Texas Gas, these constraints are not actually at the locations but at the segments or lines and then pushed back to reduce the quantity at either the receipt or delivery location.

IR:
Follow up question from 8/15/07:

If the constraint is in a segment between the receipt and the delivery location and the impact of the constraint is pushed to either the receipt and/or the delivery ends of the transaction, why wouldn’t the existing code of “Pipeline Capacity Constraint” (Code PCC) (definition: A constraint on the Transportation Service Provider's system) work?
Answer 9/26/07:

The requester indicated that they use the code “PCC” for constraints at a throughput location.  The purpose of the two requested codes is to identify situations when the constraint is in the ability to receive from or delivery gas into a segment.  

IR action:

Proposed code value descriptions of Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Delivery and Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Receipt.
10.
For the requested code ‘Storage Maximum Quantity’ – please explain if this is the maximum withdrawal rights, injection rights and / or capacity that is being exceeded?  Does the requester need that level of specificity (i.e. one for injection, one for withdrawal and one for capacity)?  Would it be correct to name this code as ‘Exceeded Contract MDQ – Storage’ and then if the specificity discussed above is needed, append the words “injection’, ‘withdrawal’ or ‘capacity’?

Answer 7/10/07:
This is not MDQ or daily, it is seasonal.  Texas Gas suggests changing it to “Exceeded Contract MSQ – Storage”.

IR Follow up question from 7/10/07:

Is the “S” in ‘MSQ’ mean seasonal or storage?  Is this the storage capacity for the seasonal storage service?  If so, would it be incorrect to call it “Exceeded Storage Maximum Capacity”?
Answer 8/15/07
The “S” means ‘storage’.  The storage capacity is for the seasonal service.  The proposed code “Exceeded Storage Maximum Capacity” is fine with the requester. 

IR Follow up question from 8/15/07:

Is this code for the maximum withdrawal rights, injection rights and / or capacity that is being exceeded?  Does the requester need that level of specificity (i.e. one for injection, one for withdrawal and one for capacity)?

Answer 9/26/07:

No – just need the “Exceeded Storage Maximum Capacity

11.
Because there is no official ‘Request for Confirmation Quick Response’, if we are adding Reduction Reason Codes in the Scheduled Quantity for Operator – OR - errors/warnings in the Confirmation Response Quick Response, it needs to be determined if the Reduction Reason Codes or errors/warnings need to be added in the Confirmation Response.  This means it needs to be determined whether the confirming (responding) party ever needs to send these codes in the Confirmation Response as an error/warning when being used effectively as a QR.  Please explain whether comparable error / warning codes need to be added to the Confirmation Response Quick Response.  If so, are they errors / warnings or both?

Answer 7/10/07:

According to Texas Gas, these are Reduction Reasons that would only apply to Scheduled Quantity or Scheduled Quantity for Operator so nothing needs to be added to the Confirmation Response Quick Response.

12.
For the requested code value “Exceeded hourly contract demand”, how is this different than the requested code of ‘Contract exceeding hourly path rights’?
Answer 8/17/07:

There is a difference for Texas Gas between hourly contract and hourly contract path rights.

IR Action 8/17/07:

Added proposed code Exceeded Contract MHQ.
The group reviewed the proposed implementation.  The requester is asked if the requested code values are needed as error codes in the Confirmation Response when it is used as a “quick response”.  

The requester indicated that they do not need the requested Reduction Reason Codes as error codes in the Confirmation Response when it is used as a “quick response”.

Motion:
Add the following codes as indicated below.

Document Sets Name & Number:
Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ 1.4.6
Data Element:
Reduction Reason
	Code Value Description Proposed
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value per request ( proposed

	EPSQ Override
	Nominations cut below EPSQ.
	EOV (

	Exceeded Contract MDQ Path Rights
	Nominations exceeded the contractual daily path rights.
	CED (

	Exceeded Contract MHQ
	Nominations exceeded the hourly contractual.
	ECH (

	Exceeded Contract MHQ Path Rights
	Nominations exceeded the hourly contractual path rights.
	CEC (

	Exceeded Contract OFIB/LUQ
	Nominations on the contract have exceeded the OFIB/LUQ (One Foot in Bounds / Lowest Used Quantity) segmentation rights of the contract.
	CEB (

	Exceeded Family of Contracts MDQ Path Rights.
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the contractual daily path rights of the original contract.
	CEO ( 

	Exceeded Family of Contracts MHQ Path Rights
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the hourly contractual path rights of the original contract.
	CEH (

	Exceeded Family of Contracts OFIB/LUQ
	Nominations on the original contract and all related capacity released contracts have exceeded the OFIB/LUQ (One Foot in Bounds / Lowest Used Quantity) segmentation rights of the original contract.
	CEL (

	Exceeded Park and Loan Capacity
	[no definition necessary]
	PAL (

	Exceeded Storage Maximum Capacity
	[no definition necessary]
	SMQ (

	Excessive Displacement Quantity
	Displacement nominations exceed nominations in normal direction of flow.
	DIS (

	Force Majeure at Delivery Location
	[no definition necessary]
	FMD (

	Force Majeure at Receipt Location
	[no definition necessary]
	FMR (

	Fuel Adjustment
	Adjustment due to fuel calculation errors.
	ZZF (

	Fuel Percent Change
	Adjusted fuel percent not reflected in original nomination.
	FPC (

	Imbalance payback quantity exceeded
	[no definition necessary]
	IMB (

	Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Delivery
	[no definition necessary]
	SLD (

	Pipeline segment capacity constraint – Receipt.
	[no definition necessary]
	SLR (

	Reinstatement of reduced quantity
	[no definition necessary]
	REI (

	Service Requester Contract Inactive
	Reduction due to contract not being active not as a result of the contract being terminated.
	CNA (


	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


Vote passes

R05005
Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add new Transaction Type codes to the Nomination 1.4.1, Scheduled Quantity 1.4.5, and Transportation Sales Invoice 3.4.1 data sets.
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 4/20/05; IR – 3/16/06, 4/20/06, Technical 6/19/07, EC 11/8/07)

IR Discussion:

Issue:
The recommendation for this request was on the agenda for the November 8, 2007 EC meeting.  In response to a request for comments on this recommendation, Latitude Technologies posted comments.  The EC has sent this back to IR for additional review.  The group reviewed the comments from Latitude and the discussion from the previous IR meeting.
The comments from Latitude were:
This request would add 6 nomination transaction types, four of which involve storage nominations:

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Storage Injection – Firm 
	A quantity of gas for firm storage service injection.
	113

	Storage Injection – Interruptible
	A quantity of gas for interruptible storage service injection.
	114

	Storage Withdrawal – Firm
	A quantity of gas for firm storage service withdrawal.
	115

	Storage Withdrawal – Interruptible
	A quantity of gas for interruptible storage service withdrawal.
	116


The requester indicated that its customers have the ability to elect how to handle any transportation imbalances ahead of time.  The customer can take part of the imbalance to/from storage.  So, when the customer ends up with an imbalance, the requester’s system automatically generates a nomination to move the imbalance to/from storage.  Part of the election includes an indication of what storage contract to utilize.  Upon further investigation, the requester indicated that a storage contract can contain both firm and interruptible quantities.  Therefore, it is necessary to have the ‘firm’ / ‘interruptible’ designation on the transaction type. 

Motion:
Based on the review of the issue sent to IR from the Executive Committee, IR determined that the implementation for R05005 should remain as originally proposed.

	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


Vote passes

R07014
El Paso Natural Gas

Request:
Move the edit information – data errors and warnings from the Confirmation Response (WGQ Standard 1.4.4) to the Quick Response (WGQ Standard 1.4.7)

(Relevant Minutes
Triage / EC 9/24/07, 10/2/07)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the proposed implementation (attachment to the minutes) and made minor edits. 
Motion:

Adopt the proposed implementation for R07014 as set forth on the attached document.  In addition, the following should be sent to the WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee:

During the processing of R07014, IR determined that due to the proposed changes in WGQ Standard 1.4.7 – Confirmation Response Quick Response, the NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.45 needs to be modified and recommends to the WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee the following change.. 
1.3.45
When a Confirmation Requester receives a Confirmation Response document from a Confirming Party by the conclusion of a given quarter hour period, the Confirmation Requester will send to the Confirming Party’s designated site a corresponding Confirmation Response Quick Response document by the conclusion of the subsequent quarter hour period.


The quarter hour periods will be defined to begin on the hour and at 15, 30, and 45 minutes past the hour.  A given quarter hour will contain all transactions whose receipt time is less than the beginning of the subsequent quarter hour.

	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


Vote passes

R07012
Texas Gas Transmission
Request:
Add 4 new meter type code values to the Measurement Volume Audit Statement (WGQ Standard 2.4.6)
(Relevant Minutes
Triage / EC 9/24/07, 10/2/07)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.  After researching on the Internet, it was determined that “Venturi” is not a brand but a type of meter.
Motion:

Add the following code values as indicated below.
Document Set Name and Number:
Measurement Volume Audit Statement


NAESB WGQ Standard 2.4.6

Data Element:

Meter Type

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value
(per request)

	Venturi
	[no definition necessary]
	VM

	Ultransonic
	[no definition necessary]
	UM

	Rotary
	[no definition necessary]
	RM

	Turbine
	[no definition necessary]
	TM


	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


Vote passes

R07017
Spectra Energy
Request:
Add two warning messages to Nominations (WGQ Standard 1.4.1) and Nomination Quick Response (WGQ Standard 1.4.2) to describe a situation where the nomination is out of path and may lose discount, or the nomination exceeds MDTQ and may be assessed system fuel
(Relevant Minutes
Triage / EC 9/24/07, 10/2/07)

IR Discussion

The group reviewed the request and the requester indicated that the request should be limited to adding warnings in the Nomination Quick Response.  The requested code values were explained by the requester as follows:
Nomination out of Path – may lose Discount (nomination transaction level)
This warning is applicable to nomination transactions that have been discounted.  The message will be used to alert customers that while their nomination will be accepted by the system, the nomination is out of path and any discounts that have been assigned to the original path will be lost.  

Nomination exceeds MDTQ – may be assessed system fuel (contract or nomination transaction level – to be determined)
This warning is applicable to market based rate storage transactions where the fuel rate is for a specific daily quantity.  The market based rate is based on a total daily quantity.  Should the nomination exceed the total daily quantity, system fuel may be assessed on the additional quantity.  Example – 100,000 DT injection is assessed a market based rate which has the fuel imbedded in it.  If the service requester wants to inject 150,000 DT, the extra 50,000 DT would be assessed a fuel rate. 
Proposed implementation:
Document Set Name and Number:
Nomination Quick Response


NAESB WGQ Standard 1.4.2

Validation Code (Sub-detail)

	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	WNMQR
	Nomination out of path – may lose discount
	The nomination is out of path and any discounts assigned to the original path will be lost.

	WNMQR
	Nomination exceeds contract quantity - may be assessed system fuel on excess.
	[no definition necessary]


The requester indicated the desire to verify that the latter proposed code is at the nomination transaction level and finalize this request at the next IR meeting.  
R07018
Spectra Energy
Request:
Add code values to the maximum tariff rate reference data element (contained in Transactional Reporting Capacity Release (WGQ Standard 5.4.20), Transactional Reporting Firm Transportation (WGQ Standard 5.4.21), Transactional Reporting Interruptible Transportation (WGQ Standard 5.4.22)) and rate identification code description (contained in Transactional Reporting Interruptible Transportation (WGQ Standard 5.4.22)) to better support transactional reporting
(Relevant Minutes
Triage / EC 9/24/07, 10/2/07)
IR Discussion
The group reviewed the request.  The requester indicated that the requested code values for the data element Rate Identification Code need to be added to all three transactional reporting data sets.  It was noted that in the proposed implementation for R06014, code values were added for the data element Rate Identification Code related to storage injection / withdrawal overrun.  It was also noted that due to rate / service implications there is a difference between “overrun” and “excess”.
Motion:

Add the following code values as indicated below:

Document Set Name and Number:
Transactional Reporting Capacity Release



WGQ Standard 5.4.20
Transactional Reporting Firm Transportation


WGQ Standard 5.4.21
Transactional Reporting Interruptible Transportation

WGQ Standard 5.4.22
Data Element: 
Maximum Tariff Rate Reference 
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Not Applicable
	Tariff rates are not applicable – TSP has market based rate authority.
	


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

	Storage – Excess Injection
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Storage – Excess Withdrawal
	[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


Vote passes

7.
Other Business

The group completed its agenda therefore the meeting for January 17, 2008 was cancelled.  It was also determined that there are only two items left on IR’s agenda for the next meeting:
(1)
completion of R07017, and 

(2)
modifications for any proposed implementations that were contingent on the Supported Code Values data set that was declined by the EC at the November 8, 2007 – mainly Fuel Information.

Further, there are no BPS or Triage meetings prior to the next scheduled IR meeting on February 7, 2008.  Therefore, the February 7, 2008 meeting will be cancelled and the above two items and any other items that have been sent to IR will be addressed at the March 26, 2008, meeting.  

8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location

February 7, 2008


CANCELLED 
March 26, 2008


Houston, TX

TBD
April 16-17, 2008


Richmond, VA

DTI (meeting will end April 17, 2008 @ noon)
May 14, 2008



Washington, DC
Williams

June 19, 2007



Omaha, NE

Northern Natural Gas
** indicates revised dates.  

9.
Adjourn
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	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	nv
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	(
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	(
	(

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural Gas
	(
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline
	(
	(

	Services:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
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