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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

January 26, 2008
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee, Alternates, and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Cory Galik, Staff Attorney
RE:
WGQ Executive Committee Conference Call Draft Minutes
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD 

Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Executive Committee Single Topic Conference Call
Tuesday, January 6 from 1:00 pm to 3:00 pm C

(fully justify)
1. Welcome

Mr. Buccigross called the meeting to order and welcomed the Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Executive Committee (EC) members and other participants.  Ms. Galik gave the antitrust guidance and called the roll of the WGQ EC members.  Quorum was established.  The other participants introduced themselves.  Mr. Buccigross reviewed the agenda.  Ms. Van Pelt made a motion to adopt the agenda and Mr. Young seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition.

2. Discussion of Recommendation and Comments
Ms. Van Pelt moved to adopt recommendation (http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/r08026_rec.doc) as drafted.  Mr. Young seconded the motion.  Mr. Shepard reviewed the comments submitted by Mewbourne Oil Company.  He urged deferral of the passage of this standard until FERC releases its Order on the Merits of Rehearing.  He noted that the FERC might restore parts of Order 2004, which would result in NAESB re-addressing this standard.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that the FERC Order that the recommendation follows is unambiguous.  In the past, NAESB has begun work on items while they were still a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR).  There are clear requirements in the FERC Order and there was no reason to delay passing the recommendation.  Mr. Shepard noted paragraphs 249 and 210 of Order 717 as examples of the ambiguity he described.  Ms. Van Pelt said that the recommendation under consideration responded only to unambiguous sections of the Order.  The sections Mr. Shepard referred to did not have any bearing on the passage of this recommendation because all of the non-discrimination requirements were eliminated, modified or addressed with the new standard of conduct links.  Mr. Griffith stated that paragraph 249 notes that if there is any disparity between the Order and the current NAESB standard that results in a requirement to post the same information twice, they are not required to do so.  For this standard, the group tried to develop a new format in which to show the information that is currently required that was similar among companies in an effort to avoid confusion.  
Mr. Petersen addressed the comments submitted by Mr. Novak on behalf of National Fuel Gas Distribution.  Mr. Petersen agreed with Mr. Shepard but was also sympathetic that much of the recommendation contained valuable work.  Mr. Novak’s comments were an attempt to find a middle ground.  Ms. Van Pelt noted that the language additions that were suggested by Mr. Novak had been added to the recommendation.
Mr. Frost clarified a comment made by Mr. Griffith.  He heard Mr. Griffith say that regardless of the standards developed by NAESB, the pipelines are going to abide by the FERC’s Order and provide only the information that is required regardless of the NAESB format.  Mr. Griffith agreed.  The way the Order is written, the paragraph that states that a difference between the requirements and the NAESB standards provides guidance that double posting is not required.  Mr. Frost asked if that paragraph moots whether or not to adopt the recommendation, as the pipelines will provide the information they consider to be required under the Order regardless of the NAESB standard.  They can provide the information in the current format or they do not have to provide the information, based on this paragraph of the Order, if they do not consider it to be required information.  Mr. Griffith stated that would depend on the way in which the pipelines interpret the requirements.  With this recommendation, NAESB is attempting to provide common ground on the way in which the information should be posted in an effort to provide consistency as the pipelines determine the best way to respond to the Order.  If the recommendation does not obtain EC approval then every company could provide different answers on their websites.  Mr. Buccigross noted that if the recommendation passes today’s vote the standards would be included as part of Version 1.9 to be filed in the second quarter of 2009.
Mr. Buccigross commented that FERC determines the information that the pipelines will be required to post and NAESB determines the way in which that information will be posted.  He wanted to see the standard passed so that the industry would know the format in which to post the required information.  He encouraged EC members to pass the recommendation because a delay would prevent its inclusion in Version 1.9.  Several EC members agreed with Mr. Buccigross’ comments.  Mr. Frost asked how NAESB would address the standard if the FERC decided to reverse its Order.  Mr. Buccigross stated that if FERC made changes to the Order the pipelines would be required to follow it.  NAESB would then standardize the way in which the information would be displayed on the website.  He encouraged meeting participants to avoid if/then scenarios as NAESB has faced these challenges in the past and the NAESB process worked.  If FERC does make change to the requirements, NAESB will react and address those changes.
The motion passed a super majority roll call vote. 

3. Other Business

No other business was discussed.

4. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 2:03 PM Central.

5. WGQ EC Attendance and Voting Record

	
	Present
	Vote 1

	Producers Segment
	
	

	Jim Busch
	BP Energy Company
	
	

	Pete Frost
	ConocoPhillips Gas and Power Marketing
	Phone
	S

	Chuck Cook
	ChevronTexaco
	
	

	Richard Smith
	Noble Energy
	Phone
	S

	Mike Shepard
	Mewbourne Oil Company
	Phone
	S

	Pipeline Segment
	Present
	

	Bill Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas Company
	Phone
	S

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	Phone
	S

	Christopher Burden for Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Phone
	S

	Randy Young
	Boardwalk Pipeline
	Phone
	S

	Kim Van Pelt
	Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America
	Phone
	S

	Local Distribution Company (LDC) Segment
	Present
	

	Phil Precht for Rodger Schwecke
	Southern California Gas
	Phone
	S

	Paul Buckley
	Washington Gas
	Phone
	S

	Donald Petersen for Mike Novak
	Pacific Gas & Electric Company
	Phone
	S

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	Phone
	S

	End Users Segment
	Present
	

	Kelly Daly
	Arizona Public Service Company
	
	

	Valerie Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Phone
	S

	Lori Lynn Pennock 
	Salt River Project
	
	

	Art Morris for Dona Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	Phone
	S

	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company
	Phone
	S

	Services Segment
	Present
	

	Keith Sappenfield for Steve Abbey
	Anadarko Petroleum Corporation 
	Phone
	S

	Lisa Simpkins
	Constellation Energy Commodities Group
	
	

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	
	

	Jim Buccigross
	8760 Inc. 
	Phone
	S

	Jeff Jarvis
	EnCana Marketing (USA) Inc.
	Phone
	S

	
	Super Majority Vote Result:
	Supported
	18

	
	
	Opposed
	0


S = Support; O = Opposed; A = Abstain
6. Other Participants

	Name
	Organization

	Dona Gussow
	Florida Power and Light

	Cory Galik
	NAESB

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company

	Richard Ishikawa
	Southern California Gas Company

	Joe Kardas
	National Fuel Gas Supply

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission

	Paul Love
	NGPL

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Dorothy Rull
	Preferred Legal Services, Inc.

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
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