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DRAFT MINUTES

1.
Administrative

Participants were welcomed to the conference call and introduced themselves.  Mr. Culliton provided the antitrust guidance.  The group decided to add to the agenda the review of the Joint WGQ Electronic Data Mechanisms (EDM)/BPS minutes from May 12, 2010.  A motion to adopt the agenda as modified passed without opposition.  The group reviewed the above joint subcommittee meeting minutes, as revised by Ms. Davis prior to the meeting.  Participants made several minor corrections before a motion was made to adopt them as final per the BPS.  The motion passed unanimously.  Mr. Culliton agreed that the NAESB office would post these BPS-approved minutes to the EDM webpage to allow that subcommittee the opportunity to vote to adopt them before they become final meeting minutes for each subcommittee.  The group reviewed the May 12, 2010 BPS revised draft BPS minutes as prepared by Ms. Davis in advance of the meeting.  After making several minor corrections, attendees unanimously adopted these redlined revised draft minutes as final minutes. 
2. Review of Business Practices Requests for Discussion and Possible Vote:
R10004 - Change the usage of the element Ending Time in various dataset

This request was discussed at the May 19, 2010 BPS meeting.  Mr. Love summarized R10004, which requests modification of the usage of Beginning Time (or equivalent element for the specific document provided in the request) and Ending Time (or equivalent element for the specific document provided in the request) from Mandatory to Senders Option in various Flowing Gas and Invoicing data sets.  He noted that because the actual requirements are unclear in the data sets, the intent underlying the request was to set forth the appropriate conditionality of each data set so that all parties involved understand the requirements for beginning and end time.  There was no further discussion forthcoming.  Ms. Davis drafted the following instruction to the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR): 

BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to modify the usage of Beginning Time (or equivalent element for the specific document below) and Ending Time (or equivalent element for the specific document below) from Mandatory to Sender’s Option in the Scheduled Quantity, Scheduled Quantity for Operator, Allocation, Shipper Imbalance, Measurement Information, Measured Volume Audit Statement, and Transportation / Sales Invoice data sets.  Also, the usage for comparable data elements in the Request for Confirmation and Confirmation Response data sets should be modified from Mandatory to Business Conditional.  IR should make comparable changes to the remaining data sets, as appropriate. Additionally, IR should use its discretion in determining the appropriate data element usages, as necessary. 

Ms. Davis moved that the BPS adopt these instructions and forward them to the IR.  After a second from Mr. Love, the motion was adopted unanimously. 
3.
Review of the following Business Practices Requests for Discussion Only:

NAESB WGQ 2010 Annual Plan Item #4/R09008 - Review and develop standards, as appropriate, to support customer security administration standards
Ms. Gussow summarized NAESB WGQ 2010 Annual Plan Item #4/R09008.   Ms. Davis stated that the request seems to assume that a pipeline has a security administrator in place.  Ms. Davis stated, and Mr. Love confirmed, that not all pipelines have such an employee designated for its customers. 

Ms. Gussow asked how such pipelines determine who has appropriate permissions.  She added that she had assumed that some process existed for access to be gained to proprietary aspects of the pipeline’s website.  She clarified that her assumption had been that, even if the job title did not exist, the job function existed at every pipeline.  Ms. Davis stated that this may be accurate, but that the function is not necessarily performed by one individual.  Ms. Gussow agreed that whether the authority is consolidated, delegated, or divided, the counterparty security function existed at each pipeline.

A discussion ensued relating to the challenges in tracking personnel changes in this context.  Ms. Van Pelt stated her opinion that the primary responsibility should fall to the customer, but expressed understanding that coordination and communication are needed.  Ms. Gussow agreed, stating that she was unable to independently audit who has access to a pipeline’s proprietary information.  After Ms. Van Pelt suggested sending notices as an information-sharing mechanism, Ms. Hogge stated that her organization used such a process.  Ms. Hetrick added that her organization provides a report containing this information upon customer request.  Mr. Love expressed support for a standard that required a pipeline to provide a report upon customer request.  Mr. Griffith stated that this approach seemed reasonable.
Attendees began drafting a standard to this effect. The working version drafted during the meeting is as follows:

The Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide the Service Requester (SR) with information regarding users who have been granted access to the TSP’s Customer Activities Web site on behalf of the SR.

The Service Requester (SR) should designate to the TSP up to two representatives who are authorized to receive such information and the obligation of the TSP to provide the information is waived until the TSP has received the designation. 

The SR should manage its own internal review and validation of users that have been identified.

Participants agreed to review the above draft before the next BPS meeting.  The group was asked to pay particular attention to clarifying what information was to be contained in such a communication (such as name, business function, and privileges granted).  Attendees agreed to put this item on the following meeting agenda for discussion and possible vote.
4. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 11:05am Central after an unopposed motion to adjourn. 

5. 
Attendance
	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization
	Segment

	Rebecca 
	Collier
	Florida Power and Light
	End User

	Dona
	Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	End User

	Art
	Morris
	Florida Power and Light
	End User

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB
	N/A

	Kathryn
	Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Pipeline

	Christopher
	Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline 

	Amy 
	Burden
	Enbridge Energy
	Pipeline

	Kelly
	Brooks
	Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Dale
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Bill
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Mark
	Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Rachel
	Hogge
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline 

	Paul
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America
	Pipeline 

	Ron
	Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline

	Deborah
	Plattsmier
	Chevron Pipe Line Company
	Pipeline

	Rachel
	Hogge
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline

	Kim
	Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	Pipeline

	Tom 
	Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System
	Pipeline

	Mark
	Wilke
	Columbia Gulf Transmission
	Pipeline 

	Nancy
	Hetrick
	Northern Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Deborah
	Kupzzyk
	National Fuel Supply
	Pipeline

	Joe 
	Kardas
	National Fuel Supply
	Pipeline

	Catherine
	Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips Company
	Producer

	Keith
	Sappenfield
	EnCana Oil and Gas
	Services
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