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DATE:

May 28, 2010
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT
Joint Business Practices Subcommittee / Electronic Delivery Mechanisms Subcommittee /

 Interpretations Subcommittee Conference Call

May 28, 2010 – 9:00 AM to 10:30 AM Central
FINAL MINUTES
1.
Administrative
Ms. Van Pelt welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Culliton provided the antitrust guidance.  The participants introduced themselves over the telephone.  Ms. Davis moved to approve the proposed agenda and Mr. Novak seconded the motion.  The agenda was unanimously adopted as written.
2.
Discussion and Possible Vote on WGQ IR/Technical Memo to BPS, dated 03/31/2010, re: 2010 WGQ Annual Plan Item 3 (Capacity Release Re-design). 
Ms. Davis introduced May 5, 2010 memorandum from the joint IR/Technical Subcommittees which was intended to capture all anticipated changes to the WGQ principles, standards, and interpretations necessitated by the proposed deletion of the EDI upload function.  In addition, there were changes in nomenclature from ‘Capacity Release Service Provider’ to ‘Transportation Service Provider”(TSP)  that had been previously agreed-upon.  She added that additional changes, found on the second work paper, came to light in a recent review.  She then led attendees through each proposed change.  The attachment to these minutes (include a link) reflects the final outcome of the discussion.  NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 4.3.52 and 4.3.67 were included in the memo from IR/Technical for discussion but it was determined that no changes were necessary.  Unless captured below, no discussion was held on a particular proposed modification.
Proposed Modification of WGQ Principle No. 4.1.32 

Mr. Spangler observed that a disconnect existed between, on the one hand, using “data” and “data sets” in the first part of the standard, and, on the other hand, using “function” in the third sentence.  After brief discussion, the group agreed to strike the proposed word “generally” in the first sentence and add “if available” at the end of the third sentence.  This change was made because not all data sets include the requirements for EDI..
Proposed Modification of WGQ Standard No. 5.3.10

Mr. Spangler observed that as drafted, the standard left open the issue of how the creation of a prearranged deal should be communicated to the TSP.  After brief discussion, the group agreed to add the words “on the TSP Customer Activities Web site.”
Proposed Deletion of WGQ Standard No. 5.3.61

Mr. Novak asked why the word “exclusively” had not been deleted, as opposed to the proposal to delete the entire standard.  Ms. Davis responded that the reason this standard had been created originally for Version 1.9 was to  make it clear that index-based capacity release was not available for EDI uploads.  Since EDI uploads will no longer  be used for capacity release offers, bids and withdrawals, there is no longer a reason to illustrate this nuance.  Mr. Novak asked what requirements existed that obligated upload to be made via a TSP’s EBB.  Ms. Davis stated that there were existing NAESB standards and data sets containing this requirement. Ms. Burch added that the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission has mandated that the pipelines have to support capacity release via its Web site.. The group agreed that the deletion of this standard is not intended to imply the deletion of this mandated functionality.  Mr. Novak was satisfied with the issue being noted in the minutes. 
Proposed WGQ Interpretation No. 7.3.1

Mr. Spangler asked why the offer upload data set had been changed to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.z1. Ms. Davis replied that with the re-design, the Offer data set will include not only the creation process via the EBB but will also include the download function via the EBB and EDI.  To avoid confusion with what was historically developed, it was determined to delete the existing upload and download sets in their entirety and create new data sets in their new structure. . The group agreed that this change would be clearer through the creation of a new standard number. 
Ms. Davis made the following joint BPS/EDM Subcommittees motion, as seconded by Ms. Plattsmier:
WGQ BPS/EDM Motion:

Modify NAESB WGQ Principle No. 4.1.32

Modify NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.3.1, 5.3.3, 5.3.4, 5.3.10, 5.3.24, 5.3.31, 5.3.32, 5.3.33, and 5.3.62a.

Delete NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.3.30, 5.3.43, and 5.3.61.
The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Love made the following motion for the Interpretations Subcommittee (ISC), as seconded by Mr. Novak. 

WGQ ISC Motion:

Modify NAESB Interpretation Nos. 7.3.1, 7.3.14, 7.3.15, 7.3.43, and 7.3.46.

The motion passed unanimously by the ISC members in attendance.  Since it was unclear whether there was a quorum for this subcommittee, Mr. Culliton said he would verify the process of ISC voting with Ms. McQuade and report back at the next meeting.  If it is necessary, this motion will be distributed via notational ballot to the ISC members unable to attend the meeting.  The NAESB office will record each vote and notify the WGQ of the voting results when the notational ballot period closes.  [Note subsequent to meeting:  Mr. Culliton verified that based on his discussion with Ms. McQuade after the conference call meeting, it was determined that a quorum was indeed reached at the meeting and as such, the motion passed.  A notational ballot will not be necessary.]
3.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 10:20 am.
4. 
Attendance
	First Name
	Last Name
	Organization
	Segment

	Valerie
	Crockett*
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	End User

	Mike 
	Novak*
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	LDC

	Kelly
	Brooks
	Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Kathryn
	Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Pipeline

	Dale
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Mark
	Gracey*
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Rachel
	Hogge
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline

	Paul
	Love*
	Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America
	Pipeline 

	Deborah
	Plattsmier
	Chevron Pipe Line Company
	Pipeline

	Kim
	Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	Pipeline

	Leigh 
	Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	Services

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB
	N/A


* Attendees indicated by an asterisk are members of the ISC. 
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