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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

TO:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Interpretation Subcommittee and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Jonathan Booe, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:
WGQ Interpretation Subcommittee Conference Call Draft Minutes – November 9, 2011
DATE:
November 9, 2011
WGQ Interpretation Subcommittee 
Conference Call
November 9, 2011 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central
Draft Minutes 
1.
 Welcome
Mr. Love opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. Mr. Booe provided the antitrust guidelines and called the roll of the Interpretation Subcommittee (ISC) members.  A quorum was not established and the meeting was deemed a working session.  The additional attendees on the phone introduced themselves.  Mr. Love reviewed the agenda and recommended that agenda item 3 be modified to properly reference clarification request C11005.  Ms. Crockett moved to adopt the agenda as revised and Mr. Sappenfield seconded the motion. The motion passed without opposition.  
Mr. Love reviewed the July 14, 2011 draft minutes as redlined by Ms. Davis and posted as a work paper for the conference call.  Mr. Sappenfield moved to adopt the minutes as redlined by Ms. Davis and Ms. Crockett seconded the motion. The motion passed without opposition.  The final minutes can be found through the following hyperlink:  http://www.naesb.org/wgq/inter.asp 
2.
Discussion on Proposed Modifications in Response to WGQ 2010 Annual Plan Item 7.a – Location Codes
Mr. Love reviewed the proposed modifications to NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 7.3.27 and 7.3.16 developed in response to WGQ 2010 Annual Plan Item 7.a – Location Codes and opened the floor for discussion.  Ms. Davis offered a few capitalization and reference corrections to the interpretation request for NAESB WGQ Standard No. 7.3.27.  Mr. Gwilliam verified that parts one and two of NAESB WGQ Standard No. 7.3.16 were being deleted because they are an extraneous repetition of the information contained in the related standard.  Mr. Love asked the participants if they would like to offer any additional modifications or comments.  None were offered. Mr. Sappenfield made a motion to adopt the proposed modified interpretations and Ms. Crockett seconded the motion.  Those ISC members on the phone voted in favor.  Due to a lack of quorum the proposed interpretations will be sent out to the remainder of the ISC for a notational ballot period.  Mr. Booe confirmed that one week would be a sufficient amount of time for the balloting period.  The proposed interpretations as modified by the subcommittee can be found through the following hyperlink:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_interpretations110911a1.doc.  Mr. Love suggested that the recommend modifications be included in the recommendation that the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittees are working on which will be reviewed by the WGQ EC.  Mr. Booe said he would send the ISC voting results to Ms. Davis for incorporation into such recommendation.  
3.
Discussion on Interpretation Request for C11005
Mr. Love and Mr. Buccigross reviewed interpretation request C11005.  Mr. Buccigross noted that the proposed interpretation could reference NAESB WGQ Standard No. 7.3.15 as identified by Mr. Love prior to the meeting.  Mr. Love stated that NAESB WGQ Standard No. 7.3.15 addresses the request as it states that an open season ends at 1:00 pm on a Business Day (central clock time).  Ms. Davis questioned whether a second interpretation was needed if the intent is clear in existing NAESB WGQ Standard No. 7.3.15.  Mr. Buccigross stated that subcommittee is following the direction of the WGQ EC and that he would prefer that a separate interpretation be submitted in response to the request.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that ISC should draft a recommendation for the request as a matter of process and that a comment could be submitted during the formal comment period recognizing that an interpretation has already been adopted related to the issue and that a request has been submitted for Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) action.  The participants supported Mr. Sappenfield’s recommendation.  

The participants collaborated to draft a proposed interpretation in response to the request that will be reviewed and voted on during a subsequent ISC meeting.  The proposed interpretation can be found through the following hyperlink:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_interpretations110911a2.doc.   Mr. Buccigross confirmed that the ISC is comfortable with him submitting the request for BPS action.  Mr. Love recommended that the next meeting be held the week after Thanksgiving. 
4.
Other Business

No new business was discussed.
5.
Adjourn
Ms. Crockett moved to adjourn the meeting and Mr. Sappenfield seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 9:50 AM Central by consensus.
6.

Interpretation Subcommittee Member Attendance

	INTERPRETATION SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS

	Segment
	Name
	Organization 
	Attendance

	End Users
	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company
	Phone

	
	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	Phone

	LDCs
	Craig Columbo
	Dominion Resources
	--

	
	Vacancy
	
	

	Pipelines
	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
	--

	
	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America
	Phone

	Producers
	Catherine Abercrombie
	Conoco Phillips
	--

	
	Richard Smith
	Noble Energy
	--

	Services
	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana Corporation
	Phone

	
	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	--


7.
Other Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB

	Jim Buccigross
	8760, Inc. 

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy

	Kelly Brooks
	Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline 

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Belinda Friis
	Vector Pipeline

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System, L.P.

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission Company

	Debbie Kupczyk
	National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipeline
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