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NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee

Conference Call

January 21, 2010 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central

FINAL MINUTES

1.
Administrative

Participants were welcomed to the conference call and introduced themselves.  Ms. Van Pelt provided the antitrust guidance and called roll.  The review of meeting minutes from January 7, 2010 was removed from the proposed agenda.  The motion to adopt the agenda as revised passed without opposition. 
2.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for discussion and possible vote:
R09010

The group resumed the discussion on Boardwalk Pipelines’ request to add the data elements ‘Location Term Start Date’ and ‘Location Term End Date’ with BC usage for the EBB for the following data sets: NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.1 - Offer Download, 5.4.7 - Offer Upload, and 5.4.9 - Offer Upload Notification.  He explained the contents of the work paper..  Mr. Love asked whether the quantity must be related to a particular date range.  Mr. Whitehead answered that the point of this request is to be able to tie different quantities to specific date ranges.  Mr. Griffith asked whether, within a biddable release context, people can bid different rates for different periods or not bid for some time periods and bid during others.  Mr. Whitehead responded that you can’t bid on the individual pieces of the offer; the bidder has to bid on the entire offer.  Mr. Young stated that he is asking that this request be a business conditional business practice, and that Texas Gas will work closely with the IR subcommittee on implementation. 
Mr. Love asked whether Texas Gas provides for bids at the release level and/or the location level.  Mr. Young stated that bids have to be at the total offer level.  The question was asked whether bids based on volume at a location would be welcomed in this scenario.  Mr. Young responded that no, bids have to be based on the entire offer.  Mr. Wilke observed that in a seasonal release context with minimums, customers may wish to bid against those minimums.  Mr. Whitehead suggested that the Transactional Reporting-Capacity Release data set should also accommodate different quantities across a release.  Mr. Young agreed and made a motion to adopt the following draft instruction:

The WGQ BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the business conditional business practice of sending location term start date and location term end date information in the appropriate capacity release upload and download data sets.  Additionally, this information should be accommodated in the Transactional Reporting-Capacity Release data set.

The motion carried without opposition. 

3.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for Discussion Only:

R09016

Ms. Schmitz introduced the request to add a Rate Schedule data element to the Bid Upload and Bid Download datasets with a usage of business conditional.  She emphasized that it was definitely needed in the download data set to further delineate the types of bids being created in the offers.  She explained that NNG has contracts that permit shippers to release  contract quantities for different times within one release, each with a different rate schedule.  For example, 5-month and 12-month service, under the same contract but with different rate schedule.  More specifically, she referenced a situation where an MDQ exists for 10,000, with 7,000 for 12 months and 3,000 for 7 months (a seasonal structured contract) with each piece having different rates.  She needs to identify which portion of the contract is being bid upon in order to determine the corresponding applicable tariff rate..  The question was posed whether the rate schedule was already mandatory in the offer.  It was determined that it is Business Conditional in the Offer Upload and mandatory in the Offer Download.  Mr. Love asked whether the context being discussed was either 1) there is a contract being released and under that contract there are different rate schedules; or, 2) there is one offer number and multiple rate schedules under a single offer number.  Ms. Schmitz responded that it was the first scenario.  Mr. Love asked whether the data element Rate Schedule was in the Award Download.  Ms. Schmitz answered in the affirmative and stated that she was interested in receiving rate schedule information in the bid process as well.  The group drafted the following instruction to be considered at the next meeting: 
The WGQ BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the business conditional business practice of sending rate schedule information in the bid process of capacity release. 

R09018

Mr. Schisler explained the request to add a new MA data element to the Nominations dataset for the nomination Model Type ‘Pathed Non-Threaded – Threaded Segment’ (AKA “T” nom) called “Path Rank.”  He stated that he wanted to add this data element for use with the “T” nom because the existing ranks are used for point constraints as opposed to segment constraints.  Mr. Young asked for an example of how the new data element would work.  Mr. Schisler provided the following example:

There are 3 contracts flowing through the same segment, sourced from the same receipt point, all going to different delivery points.  In the event of a segment constraint along the common path, this new data element would assign the prioritization for the three transactions through the segment constraint. 
Mr. Young asked about implementation, wondering how one can rank something that is already ranked.  Mr. Schisler reiterated that the existing ranks are used for point constraints as opposed to segment constraints.  Mr. Whitehead commented that the request is in effect asking for cross-contract ranking.  Mr. Schisler acknowledged that this is the intent, and that it is being requested as MA for Pathed Non-Threaded only so as to avoid discussions of the merits of cross contract ranking.  Mr. Love observed that if this practice is not permitted, the tariff would serve as the default order processing mechanism.  He expressed support for a mutually agreeable usage.  The group created the following draft instruction to be considered at the next meeting: 
The WGQ BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the mutually-agreed business practice of sending path rank information in the NAESB WGQ 1.4.1 Nomination data sets for the “T” portion of the pathed non-threaded nomination model. 
5.
Next Meeting and Agenda

Mr. Culliton agreed to post any motions and draft instructions on the current meeting’s agenda column on the NAESB WGQ BPS webpage.  The participants set the provisional agenda and time for the next conference call.  It was agreed to hold this call in early February, possibly on February 11, 2010.
6.
Adjourn

Mr. Love moved to adjourn; there was no opposition.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 a.m. Central.  

7.
Attendance 
	Name - First
	Name - Last
	Organization

	Catherine
	Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips

	Katherine
	Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission

	Valerie 
	Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB

	Mary 
	Darveaux
	Northern Natural Gas Corporation

	Rae
	Davis
	Carolina Gas Transmission

	Rhonda
	Denton
	BP Energy

	Doug
	Field
	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline

	Mark
	Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company

	Bill
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas

	Tom 
	Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System

	Iris
	King
	Dominion Transmission

	Paul
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America

	Denise
	Rager
	NAESB

	Keith 
	Sappenfield
	EnCana Oil and Gas

	Mike 
	Schisler
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America

	Micki
	Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas

	Michael 
	Stender
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline

	Ronald
	Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission

	Kim
	Van Pelt
	PEPL

	Mitch
	Whitehead
	Texas Gas - Boardwalk Pipelines

	Mark
	Wilke
	Columbia Gulf Transmission

	Randy
	Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
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