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North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, Houston, Texas 77002

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


Home Page: www.naesb.org

October 19, 2010
TO:
NAESB Quadrant Executive Committee Members, Alternates and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Cory Galik Cummings, Staff Attorney
RE:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant Executive Committee Final Minutes
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD 
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING
FINAL MINUTES
OCTOBER 5, 2010
1:00 PM to 5:00 PM CENTRAL

1. Welcome
Mr. Buccigross opened the meeting and welcomed the Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Executive Committee (EC) members and other participants.  Ms. Cummings gave the antitrust guidance and called the roll of the WGQ EC members and alternates.  Quorum was established.  In reviewing the agenda, participants agreed to remove the adoption of the August 19, 2010 meeting minutes.  Ms. Van Pelt moved to adopt the agenda as revised.  Ms. Crockett seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.
2. Review of WGQ Draft Minutes
This item will be discussed at the October 28, 2010 WGQ EC meeting. 
3. Reconsider for Vote Recommendation R09014/2010 WGQ Annual Plan Item 6 - Create a section/heading under Informational Postings called Regulatory to include all filings made to the FERC
Mr. Smith moved to reconsider the recommendation and Mr. Novak seconded the motion.  The motion unanimously passed a simple majority vote.

Mr. Novak stated that regardless of the outcome of the Informational Postings section of the recommendation, he wanted to ensure that the Waste Heat portion passed as suggested as a subcategory under  the Notices category.  Ms. Van Pelt noted that the waste heat posting was applicable to all pipelines, and if a pipeline did not meet the requirements, then the posting would state that.  
Mr. Novak continued, stating that LDCs shared the end-users interest in passing the recommendation, but he did not believe that the language in proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z1 was sufficient to be a standard because if a pipeline is not currently posting regulatory filings, then this standard will not require them to do so.  Mr. Novak reviewed the revised LDC proposal in the LDC work paper.  At the last EC meeting, several changes were made to the standard in an effort to draft a standard that was acceptable to both the pipelines and the LDCs.  After the last EC meeting, Mr. Novak further refined the standards language and proposed the following: 
A Transportation Service Provider (TSP) classified as a Super TSP or Mega TSP should post a list (including an initial docket number and description) of its Federal Energy Regulatory Commission filings (concerning rate cases, certificate filings, abandonments, and tariff changes) on its Informational Postings Web site pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23.  
Ms. Van Pelt stated that the issue of the size of the pipeline (which is prompting the proposed Super TSP or Mega TSP) was not an overall pipeline segment issue and should therefore not be incorporated into the standard.  The standard should either apply to all pipelines or none of them.  Her main concern was with compliance.  She currently has an Informational Posting area titled ‘Recent Filings’ which she could easily change to Regulatory Filings.  She stated that she posts some things but there is no regulatory requirement to post other items or face punishment for inadvertently not posting something.  She is required to make filings with FERC on the deadline that is required, but not to post it on her website for others to find, which she does as a courtesy.  

Ms. Crockett noted the work paper submitted by the end-users, which stated that their goal was to see a uniform location for posting regulatory information.  They are willing to compromise with the pipelines because a uniform location is still a major step forward.  She did not think the Regulatory Filings category should be included in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23 if it did not have a corresponding standard explaining when it was applicable.  Mr. Buccigross stated that if it is placed after Transactional Reporting and prior to Downloads, it can be included.  Ms. D. Davis agreed and noted that although it would fall somewhere between these two categories, it would not necessarily be placed in a uniform location or given a uniform name.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that having a specified location through a standard, even if voluntary, would make it easier to find the information.
Mr. Buccigross pointed out that Mr. Gwilliam also submitted comments but was not on the call.  His comments were reviewed.
Mr. Novak suggested placing the descriptive language in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z1 as a principle and make the suggested change to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23, which would not disrupt the voluntary nature of the language.  Mr. Precht supported the creation of a principle to address the issue.  Ms. D. Davis stated that making it a principle would create more confusion because principles are not incorporated into tariffs and to have the basis for the ‘when applicable’ language in a standard dependent on a principle thereby effectively making the principal a standard.  Ms. Crockett suggested that the proposed principle language be added to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23.  Mr. Novak expressed concern with creating a standard that is not clear that it is to be followed at the TSP’s discretion, which could create problems for a pipeline that is being audited.  Mr. Kruse explained that his company posts some things but not all and it would be difficult for the pipeline to replicate FERC’s eLibrary.  
Mr. Novak moved, seconded by Mr. Precht to adopt the following language to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.z1:
When a Transportation Service Provider chooses, at its sole discretion, to post selected regulatory filings (concerning rate cases, certificate filings, abandonments, and tariff changes) on its Web site, such filings should be accessible from the Informational Postings Web site pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23.
EC participants worked through several language revisions to the recommendation and ultimately agreed upon to add the following language to the end of the proposed modifications to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23:

A TSP that chooses, at its sole discretion, to make available selected regulatory filings (e.g., rate cases, certificate filings, abandonments, tariff changes) should make these available (including a docket number, if available) from the above Regulatory category.  
Mr. Novak withdrew his previous motion and moved, seconded by Ms. Crockett to make the above changes to the proposed modifications to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23.  The motion passed a super majority vote.
The recommendation can be found at the following links:

Clean: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ec100510a2.doc
Redlined: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ec100510a1.doc 

Should the standards adopted by the WGQ EC pass ratification, they will be published as part of Version 2.0.  
4. Other Business 
Ms. D. Davis noted that she would be sending three minor corrections for Version 2.0.
Mr. Novak inquired as to the status of the recommendation for R10004.  Ms. McQuade said that it will be going out for notational ballot.  
5. Adjourn
Mr. Smith moved, seconded by Ms. Burnett, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 2:31 PM Central. 
6.
Executive Committee Attendance and Voting Record

	Wholesale Gas Quadrant Executive Committee
	Attendance
	R09014/2010 WGQ Annual Plan Item 6

	Producers Segment
	
	

	R. Denton for Jim Busch
	BP Energy Company
	In Person
	In Favor

	C. Abercrombie for Pete Frost
	ConocoPhillips Gas and Power Marketing
	In Person
	In Favor

	Chuck Cook
	ChevronTexaco
	--
	--

	Richard Smith
	Noble Energy
	In Person
	In Favor

	Mike Shepard
	Mewbourne Oil Company
	Phone
	Opposed

	Pipeline Segment
	
	

	Bill Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas Company
	Phone
	In Favor

	P. Love for Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	In Person
	In Favor

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	In Favor

	R. Tomlinson for Randy Young
	Dominion Transmission
	Phone
	In Favor

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	In Person
	In Favor

	Local Distribution Company (LDC) Segment
	
	

	R. Ishikawa for Rodger Schwecke
	Southern California Gas
	Phone
	In Favor

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person
	In Favor

	Paul Buckley
	Washington Gas
	
	

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	In Person
	In Favor

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	Phone
	In Favor

	End Users Segment
	
	

	Norm Spooner
	Arizona Public Service Company
	Phone
	In Favor

	Valerie Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	In Person
	In Favor

	Lori Lynn Pennock 
	Salt River Project
	Phone
	In Favor

	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company
	In Person
	In Favor

	Services Segment
	
	

	James Goerig
	Sequent Energy Management
	
	

	Lisa Simpkins
	Constellation Energy Commodities Group
	Phone
	In Favor

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	Phone
	In Favor

	Jim Buccigross
	8760 Inc. 
	In Person
	In Favor

	K. Sappenfield for Jeff Jarvis
	EnCana Marketing (USA) Inc.
	In Person
	In Favor


	Vote #
	Votes possible
	Votes Cast

Super Majority

	Percentage Affirmative Votes Cast
	Reaching the 40% Segment Affirmative Vote Threshold?
	Motion Passing

	Vote 1
	24
	20affirmative
0 abstention 

1 opposed

	83%
	Y
	Passes Super Majority Vote
Passes Segment Threshold

PASSES


7.
Other Participants in Attendance 

	Participant
	Organization
	Attendance

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Phone

	Cory Galik Cummings
	NAESB
	In Person

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Richard Kruse
	Spectra Energy
	In Person

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	In Person

	Kathy Thornton
	Enbridge
	Phone
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