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WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT
BPS Conference Call

December 13, 2011 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central
DRAFT MINUTES
1. Administrative
Participants were welcomed to the conference call and introduced themselves.  Ms. Cummings provided the antitrust guidance.  The agenda was reviewed and modified to add an item to correct the November 3, 2011 meeting minutes.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Abercrombie, to adopt the modified agenda.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes for the November 3, 2011 meeting were revised to correct the list of attendees.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Love, to approve the revised final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The November 22, 2011 minutes, as redlined by Ms. Davis, were reviewed.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Spangler, to approve the redlined minutes.  The motion passed unanimously
2. 
Information Requirements Question to the Business Practice Subcommittee (BPS) regarding the BPS instructions from 9/29/2011 for R11008, the BPS instructions from 10/13/2011 for R11011, and the 2011 Annual Plan Item 11-Investigate and determine if the designation of “sender’s business conditional” usage for data and the use of defaults for mandatory usage would be appropriate on a prospective basis.

Ms. Davis noted that at its November meeting, the Joint IR / Technical Subcommittees reviewed the instructions from BPS regarding requests R11008 and R11011.  During that discussion a variety of options were reviewed, one of which did not include the creation of sender’s business conditional data elements.  The instructions from the BPS for these requests did not give IR the leeway to not create the new usage.  The following instructions were created to give the IR  Subcommittee the ability to us its discretion in the implementation developed, including not create data element with the new usage:  
Previously, BPS instructed IR to accommodate R11008 and R11011 (instructions dated 9/29/11 and 10/13/11, respectively) utilizing a sender’s business conditional usage concept.  BPS clarifies that IR may use its discretion in developing implementations for R11008 and R11011 utilizing existing usages, if appropriate.

Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Gwilliam, to approve the above instructions.  The motion passed unanimously.
3.
Review of the following Items for Discussion and Possible Vote:
R11012
Spectra Energy: 
At the last BPS Subcommittee meeting, Ms. Burch was requested to inquire with the proper people at Spectra Energy as to whether or not the company needed the requested new data elements to be added to the nomination key in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.3.27.  Ms. Burch reported back that the requested new data elements do not need to be added to the nomination key, as they do not describe any uniqueness of a particular nomination.  Based on this response, the group discussed how to move forward.  It was determined that the group should move to adopt the following BPS Instruction to IR which was drafted at the November 3, 2011 BPS Meeting: 

The Business Practice Subcommittee instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the mutually agreed business practice of sending Upstream Activity Code, Downstream Activity Code, Upstream Transaction Type and Downstream Transaction Type in the Nomination and Scheduled Quantity Data Sets.

Mr. Gwilliam moved, seconded by Mr. Young, to adopt the instruction.  The motion passed unanimously.
During the discussion, Mr. Spangler suggested that R11012 is an example of the type of request that could have attracted more attention and participation if it had been labeled in such a way as to reflect the business discussion behind adding four additional data elements.
R11013 Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
Ms. Brooks informed the subcommittee that after the discussion on November 3, 2011 regarding R11013, it was determined by Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline that they no longer needed two of the requested data elements: Associated Receipt Contract and Associated Delivery Contract because they can use the existing data elements Upstream Contract Identifier and Downstream Contract Identifier instead.  
The group then began discussion of the next set of requested data elements, Receipt Transaction Type and Delivery Transaction Type.  Mr. Tomlinson informed the group that after the November 3, 2011 BPS Subcommittee meeting, he had submitted a request, on behalf of Dominion, to NAESB to be added as a co-sponsor of this request for these particular data elements as Dominion is in a similar situation.  Ms. Davis suggested that instead of adding additional data elements, the subcommittee might try to work within the existing structure to accommodate the request.  After discussion on the issue, the subcommittee decided on three possibilities for handling the request for Receipt Transaction Type and Delivery Transaction Type:
1. Add requested data elements and associated code values,

2. Add combination transaction type code values (such as ‘receipt to delivery meter bounce’) to the existing single transaction type, OR

3. Add ability to send multiple transaction types.

Mr. Tomlinson and Ms Brooks indicated that any of those options would work.  Mr. Young stated that he preferred moving forward with Option 1 with the data elements having a business conditional usage. 

The group decided that before adopting any instruction to IR regarding a particular element contained within the request, BPS should evaluate each element to determine if one instruction for all the requested data elements can be used instead of a single instruction for each requested additional data element.  
After looking at the remaining requested additional data elements, the group determined that Associated Receipt Location Proprietary Code and Associated Delivery Proprietary Code are no longer needed per 2011 AP Item 7. 
Due to time constraints,  the discussion will continue at the next meeting..  A possible issue was raised about maintaining compliance with FERC while the BPS Subcommittee continued to evaluate the request.  Mr. Griffith said that the discussions taking place could serve as documentation of proof to FERC that Williston was in compliance with their tariff and that the group should continue their discussion of the request. 
4.
Review of the following Annual Plan Items for Discussion Only:

Due to time constraints, R11016, R11017 and R11018 will be discussed as the next meeting.
5.
Next Meeting(s) and Agenda

The next meeting is scheduled for Thursday, January 5, 2012 from 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central.

6.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 11:05 AM Central.
7. 
Attendees
	Name – First
	Name – Last
	Organization
	Segment

	Catherine 
	Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips
	Producers

	Kelly 
	Brooks
	Williston Basin
	Pipeline

	Kathryn
	Burch
	Spectra Energy
	Pipeline

	Pete
	Connor
	AGA
	Associations

	Valerie
	Crockett
	TVA
	End User

	Cory
	Cummings
	NAESB
	N/A

	Dale 
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Rhonda
	Denton
	BP Energy Company
	Producer

	Megan
	Doss
	Spectra Energy
	Pipeline

	Doug
	Field
	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Bill
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Paul
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America
	Pipeline

	Kristin
	Martian
	Williston Basin
	Pipeline

	Lori Lynn
	Pennock
	Salt River Project
	End User

	Deborah
	Plattsmier
	Chevron Pipeline Company
	Pipeline

	Leigh
	Spangler
	Latitude Technologies, Inc.
	Services

	Ron
	Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline

	Caroline
	Trum
	NAESB
	N/A

	Kim 
	Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	Pipeline

	Randy
	Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	Pipeline
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