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TO:
Posting for Interested Industry Parties 
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Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB Staff Attorney

RE:
WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee (“BPS”) – Draft Minutes – December 16, 2009

DATE: 
December 16, 2009

NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ Business Practice Subcommittee

Conference Call

December 16, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central

DRAFT MINUTES

1.
Administrative

Ms. Van Pelt welcomed participants to the conference call.  Ms. Cummings provided the antitrust guidance and called roll.  The agenda item to approve the December 2, 2009 meeting minutes was deleted.  Ms. Davis moved to adopt the agenda as modified and Mr. Young seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition. 

2.
Discussion and Possible Vote on WGQ IR/Technical Memo to BPS, dated 10/28/2009, re: Initial Analysis of Capacity Release Re-Design
This item was discussed at the December 2, 2009 WGQ BPS meeting.  The goal of today’s discussion was to draft instructions to the IR Subcommittee to proceed with the deletion of Capacity Release Upload via EPI and to combine the capacity release upload/download data sets.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Young, to delete the WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.7 (Offer Upload), 5.4.5 (Withdrawal Upload), and 5.4.18 (Bid Upload) transmitted via NAESB WGQ EDI/EDM.  The motion passed a balanced vote.
	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Pipeline
	12
	0
	12
	2
	0
	2

	Producer
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	14
	0
	14
	4
	0
	2


Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Young, the following:

The WGQ BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to proceed with the process of deleting the WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.7 (Offer Upload), 5.4.5 (Withdrawal Upload), and 5.4.18 (Bid Upload) transmitted via NAESB WGQ EDI/EDM and combining the current upload and download data sets (NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.7/5.4.1 (Offer); 5.4.6/5.4.5 (Withdrawal); and 5.4.18/5.4.2 (Bid), respectively).  Additional corresponding changes to the remaining Capacity Release data sets should also be completed.  
The motion passed a balanced vote. 

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Pipeline
	12
	0
	12
	2
	0
	2

	Producer
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	Total
	15
	0
	15
	5
	0
	5


3.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for Discussion and Possible Vote:
R09014

Tennessee Valley Authority

Ms. Crockett explained that she submitted this request to create a section/heading under Informational Postings called Regulatory to include all filings made to the FERC.  She wants a uniform location so that the casual user (not a full time regulatory employee) can easily find all FERC filings on a given TSP website, presented in a uniform manner.  She was willing to take small steps to accomplish this goal and hoped to appease those participants with concerns by requiring that at this time only the information that is posted today by the pipelines in various locations be included..  If a pipeline is not currently posting this information, this will not require them to start posting it.  Ms. Gussow supported this request and noted that some pipelines deliver filing notices by e-mail.  She asked if the regulatory information should also be sent to those e-mails or should a new e-mail be set up to distinguish the information.  Ms. Davis noted that the only required e-mails are those for Critical Notices and most tariff filings are not considered critical.  There are currently no standards on informational e-mails.  Ms. Crockett responded that e-mail notices were not part of her request and were not required.  
The timing of the postings was discussed.  Ms. Van Pelt noted that her company posts initial filings but not updates.  She supported Ms. Crockett’s suggestion to create a uniform location to post FERC filings, as long as it was only for the initial filings that are being posted by some pipelines today and not the updates.  Ms. Crockett agreed.  
Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Crockett, to adopt proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z.1 and modified NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23.  The motion passed a balanced vote.  
	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Pipeline
	12
	0
	12
	2
	0
	2

	Producer
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	Total
	17
	0
	17
	7
	0
	7


4.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for Discussion Only:


R09008

NGPL

Mr. Love discussed this request to add two business conditional data elements to the Offer Upload, NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.7 for Responsibility for Out of Path Overrun and Out of Path Location Changes.  This will allow customers to indicate who is responsible for overruns if there is an overlap in use of secondary paths.  Ms. Davis noted that there are currently two existing data elements, Right to Amend Primary Points Indicator and Right to Appoint Primary Points Term.  Mr. Love stated that was a separate issue.  Based on his tariff the replacement shipper can do this without approval of the releasing shipper as long as they are within a path that has been released.  If they want to change points outside that path, the releasing shipper has to agree to that change.  Ms. Davis noted the purpose of the Right to Amend Primary Points Indicator was so that the primary point can be moved regardless if it was in or out of the path..  Mr. Love said he read it differently.  Ms. Davis will research this topic further, It will be discussed further it at the next BPS meeting.  
R09009

Kinder Morgan Energy Partners

Mr. Love discussed this request to add four business conditional data elements to the imbalance trading NAESB WGQ data set Standard Nos. 2.4.11 – 2.5.16.  These data elements will allow trades to be done at a location and on a production month basis within a given imbalance period.  Ms. Davis looked at the current data elements - Imbalance Period – Confirming Trader and Imbalance Period – Initiating trader.  She stated that she doesn’t understand why he can’t use those to identify multiple flow periods within a given imbalance period.  Mr. Love explained that the existing data elements indicate to him that it is for trades across imbalance periods and he needs to do trades from multiple flow periods within a single imbalance period.  .  Mr. Love noted that it was necessary to distinguish between the month that the imbalance appears and the month where it originated.
In regards to the data elements related to Location, Ms. Davis asked how two flow periods traded in a transaction are distinguished if there is no month associated with it.  Mr. Love answered that it is the production month tagged with an imbalance and it is tagged on a volumetric level.  Ms. Davis asked what would happen if there were two months tagged with equal imbalances.  This will be discussed further at the next BPS meeting. 
R09010

Boardwalk Pipeline

Mr. Young reviewed the request to add a location start and end date to allow a Releaser to have different dates within the Release Term in the offer process to accommodate differing location quantities.  Ms. Davis asked if it would be possible to have differing terms, some greater than a year and others less than a year, such that there are different rules applied.  Mr. Young said no, that it had to be within a set time frame associated with those releases and that this is not meant to circumvent any other rules fro processing the release.  Ms. Davis pointed out that there are existing data elements to indicate seasonal start/end dates and that it is structured such that they can be handled as a recurring season for multiple years or the same season for each year listed within the multiple year period.  Mr. Young indicated that the intent has to do with crossing seasons specific to a location and that he would have someone available to answer questions at the next BPS meeting.    

R09012
Boardwalk Pipeline

Discussion of this item was deferred to the following meeting.

R09013

NGPL

Discussion of this item was deferred to the following meeting.
5.
Next Meeting(s) and Agenda

The next conference call will be held on Thursday, January 7, 2010 from 9:00am to 11:00am Central. 

6.
Adjourn

Mr. Young moved to adjourn the meeting.  Ms. Burch seconded the motion. The meeting was adjourned at 10:58 a.m. Central.  

7.
Attendance 
	Name - First
	Name - Last
	Organization
	Segment

	Steve
	Abbey
	Anadarko Energy Services Company
	Producer

	Susan
	Braden
	Golden Pass Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Kelly 
	Brooks
	Williston Basin
	Pipeline

	Kathryn
	Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Pipeline

	Amy
	Burden
	Enbridge
	Pipeline

	Christopher
	Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Valerie 
	Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	End User

	Cory 
	Cummings
	NAESB
	N/A

	Dale
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Rhonda
	Denton
	BP Energy
	Producer

	Mary
	Draemer
	Transwestern Pipeline Company
	Pipeline

	Bill
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Dona 
	Gussow
	Florida Power & Light
	End User

	Tom 
	Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System
	Pipeline

	Brenda
	Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission Company
	Pipeline

	Joe
	Kardas
	National Fuel Gas Supply
	Pipeline

	Paul
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America
	Pipeline

	Micki
	Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Richard
	Smith
	Noble Energy, Inc.
	Producer

	Ronald
	Tomlinson
	Dominion
	Pipeline

	Kim
	Van Pelt
	PEPL
	Pipeline

	Randy
	Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	Pipeline
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