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TO:
Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
James Culliton, NAESB Counsel
RE:
WGQ BPS Conference Call Draft Minutes – June 11, 2010
DATE:

June 30, 2010
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT
Business Practices Subcommittee Conference Call

June 11, 2010 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central
DRAFT MINUTES
1.
Administrative
Participants were welcomed to the conference call by Mr. Novak and introduced themselves.  Mr. Culliton provided the antitrust guidance.  The motion to adopt the agenda passed without opposition.  The group reviewed the revised draft minutes from May 19, 2010 prepared by Ms. Davis prior to the meeting.  This revised version was unanimously adopted as final after minor changes were made.  The group reviewed the revised draft minutes from the May 28, 2010 Joint BPS/EDM/Interpretations (ISC) meeting.  After minor changes were made, these minutes were unanimously adopted as final per the BPS.  The subcommittee took note that the Joint BPS/EDM/ISC meeting minutes will not be fully finalized until each subcommittee approves the same version of the minutes. 
2.
NAESB WGQ 2010 Annual Plan Item #4 / R08008 – Customer Security Administration 
This request was initially discussed on May 12, 2010 and May 19, 2010.  Participants continued the discussion of the above request, initially submitted by Florida Power & Light to review and develop standards as appropriate to support customer security administration.  At the May 19, 2010 meeting, the following draft standard was proposed:

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z1

The Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide the Service Requester (SR) information regarding users who have been granted access to the TSP Customer Activities Web site on behalf of the Service Requester (SR).  
The 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 such designation.  
The SR should manage its own internal review and validation of users that have been identified
Mr. Young suggested adding “user name and security privileges” for clarification regarding the type of information that is provided..  Ms. Gussow expressed concern that some pipelines may not segregate job functions by levels of privilege.  She noted that operationally, there might be distinctions drawn between viewing privileges and executing privileges.  She added that she would prefer more granularity than less.  Mr. Kardas stated that in his opinion it may prove impossible to standardize a format, but that it may be possible to require information to be provided back to the requester at the same level of detail that the Service Requester (SR) had initially given to the TSP. 
The group engaged in a discussion of the varying levels of security privileges implemented by pipelines around the country and the corresponding need for flexibility to accommodate these various security models.  Ms. Gussow noted that precision and certainty surrounding affiliate names and business entities was also an important consideration. 

Mr. Gwilliam suggested that the Transportation Service Provider (TSP) provide such reports “upon request,” as opposed to at set intervals.  Ms. Gussow stated that this practice would be acceptable but for the uncertainty on how long the TSP has to provide the SR  the requested report.  Mr. Young agreed that a timely response was important, adding that a week or two turn-around time deadline might be adequate.  He added that in his experience such requests are submitted once or twice per year.  Ms. Gussow replied that in her experience a monthly request is not unusual. 
Mr. Novak stated that if the group was to pursue the issuance of a report only upon request, then a response time requirement was a needed counter-balance.  After brief discussion of appropriate response times, the subcommittee drafted the following proposed standard: 
Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z1

Within five business days of a Service Requester’s (SR) request, the Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide the SR with information, such as the user name and the security privileges, regarding users who have been granted access to the TSP’s Customer Activities Web site on behalf of the SR.

The 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 such designation. 

The SR should manage its own internal review and validation of users who have been identified.
Upon a motion by Ms. Gussow, as seconded by Ms. Abercrombie, the draft proposed standard was unanimously adopted and sent to the Information Requirements subcommittee for full staffing.

3.
R10003 – Add Discount Begin Date and Discount End Date to Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release and Transactional Reporting - Firm Transportation
Ms Davis summarized this request for the addition of two new data elements “Discount Begin Date” and “Discount End Date” in the Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release Data Set (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.20) and Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation Data Set (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.21).  Mr. Novak asked whether the sender’s option requirement had been requested since some parties do not have a Discount Begin (or End) Date.  Ms. Davis replied that had indeed been the reasoning.  Ms. Davis asked for further questions; when none were forthcoming, the subcommittee drafted the following draft instruction:
The WGQ BPS instructs the IR subcommittee to accommodate the sender’s option of sending Discount Begin Date and Discount End Date in NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.20 and 5.4.21.

4.
Next Meeting(s) and Agenda
Attendees set the next subcommittee meeting for July 1, 2010 from 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central. 
5.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 10:20 AM Central. 

6. 
Attendees

	Name – First
	Name – Last
	Organization
	Segment

	Rebecca 
	Collier
	Florida Power and Light
	End User

	Dona
	Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	End User

	Craig
	Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	LDC

	Rick 
	Ishikawa
	Southern California Gas 
	LDC

	Mike
	Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	LDC

	James
	Culliton
	NAESB
	N/A

	Kathryn
	Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Pipeline

	Dale
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Doug
	Field
	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline

	Tom 
	Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	Pipeline

	Rachel
	Hogge
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline 

	
	
	
	

	Joe
	Kardas
	National Fuel Gas Supply
	Pipeline

	Deborah
	Kupczyk
	National Fuel Gas Supply
	Pipeline

	Micki
	Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	Pipeline

	Kathy
	Thornton
	Enbridge Offshore Gas Transmission
	Pipeline 

	Ron
	Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission
	Pipeline

	Randy
	Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	Pipeline 

	Catherine
	Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips Company
	Producer

	Rhonda
	Denton
	BP Energy
	Producer

	Richard
	Smith
	Noble Energy
	Producer
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