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NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ Business Practice Subcommittee
Conference Call Meeting

April 30, 2009 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1. Administrative
Participants were welcomed to the conference call and introduced themselves.  Ms. Cummings provided the antitrust guidance and reviewed the agenda.  The adoption of the April 21, 2009 draft minutes was removed from the agenda.  Ms. Davis moved to adopt the agenda as modified and Mr. Love seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition.
2. Review of the following Business Practices Requests for Discussion and Possible Vote:
R09004:  Ms. Van Pelt noted that a work paper with suggested modifications to WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23 was posted for this item.  The changes in the work paper were accepted into R09004.  Ms. Van Pelt reviewed the changes made to the document during the April 21 WGQ BPS meeting.  Ms. Davis made the motion to adopt the modifications  to NAESB WGQ Nos. 4.3.23, 4.3.26, 4.3.32, 4.3.33 and new NAESB WGQ Standard 43.xx.  Mr. Griffith seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously (vote below).  The EDM Subcommittee has completed the work on this request and it will now be sent to the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee for full staffing.  
	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	LDCs
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	Pipeline
	9
	0
	9
	2
	0
	2

	Producer
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	13
	0
	13
	6
	0
	6


3. Review of the following Business Practice Requests for Discussion only:
R08028:  El Paso submitted this request to eliminate WGQ Standard No. 5.4.4 (Replacement Capacity).  Mr. Griffith explained that El Paso was the only pipeline to use that data set.  This is even pointed out in the Technical Implementation of Business Process.  The underlying business reasons have changed; therefore, the data set is no longer needed.  This item will be voted on at the next WGQ BPS meeting.
R09001:  The purpose of this request by Natural Gas Pipeline is to add two data elements (a negotiated rate and an “all” points indicator) to the Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation data set (WGQ Standard No. 5.4.22).  This item will be voted on at the next WGQ BPS meeting.  Ms. Davis drafted the following instruction to the IR Subcommittee:  
BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the following two items in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.22 – Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation:
· the sender’s option business practice of communicating negotiated rates; and 

· the sending of an “All” points indicator.  The usage for this new data element would be mandatory and the sending of location information would need to be modified to be conditioned based upon this indicator. 
R09006:  Ms. Davis provided the review for this request.  Williams Gas Pipeline has requested to add a new data element “Contract” in NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 3.4.2 (Payment Remittance) and 3.4.4 (Service Requester / Charge Allowance Invoice).  This item will be voted on at the next WGQ BPS meeting.  Ms. Davis drafted the following instructions to the IR Subcommittee:  
BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to:

· Accommodate in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.2 – Payment Remittance - the mutually agreed business practice of allowing a shipper to identify that it wishes to protest all the charges for a given contract rather than having to identify each line item individually; and
· Accommodate in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.4 – Service Requester/Charge Allowance Invoice - the sender’s option business practice of sending customer level charges on an administrative contract. 
4. Other Business
The group discussed WGQ Standard No. 4.3.18 and the request for interpretation C09001.  At the last Interpretations Subcommittee meeting it was agreed that specifically mentioning the Central Address Repository in the standard was more appropriately addressed through a request for standards than an interpretation.  There was discussion regarding whether or not a business standard was needed for the creation of tags for internet searches.  Some participants thought it was a technical issue for the EDM Subcommittee to address.  Ms. Davis stated that when this item is triaged she would recommend it be addressed in a joint EDM/BPS Subcommittees meeting. Ms. Van Pelt disagreed stating that she felt the EDM Subcommittee could process the request.  
5. Adjourn
Ms. Davis moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting was adjourned at10.11 a.m. Central.  
6. Attendance 
	Name - First
	Name - Last
	Organization

	Catherine
	Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips

	Susan
	Braden
	Golden Pass Pipeline

	Christopher
	Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Tina
	Burnett
	Boeing Company

	Amy 
	Castronova
	Enbridge Energy Company

	Cory
	Cummings
	NAESB

	Dale
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Gene
	Fava
	Great Lakes Gas Transmission

	Doug
	Field
	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline

	Bill
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas

	Iris
	King
	Dominion Transmission

	Bill
	Lohrman
	FERC

	Paul
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America

	Micki
	Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas

	Richard
	Smith
	Noble Energy

	Don 
	Stead
	Southern Star

	Kim

	Van Pelt
	PEPL

	Randy

	Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
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