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PRELIMINARY REC FORM 


IR/Technical 2012 0110-0112 ATT3 -  AP2011-7 / AP2012-8 Rec Loc Data Dwnld
RECOMMENDATION TO NAESB WGQ EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Request No.:
2011 Annual Plan Item 7 / 

2012 Annual Plan Item 8


1.  RECOMMENDED ACTION:
EFFECT OF EC VOTE TO ACCEPT RECOMMENDED ACTION:

	
	Accept as requested
	X
	Change to Existing Practice

	X
	Accept as modified below
	
	Status Quo

	
	Decline
	
	


2.  TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT/MAINTENANCE

	Per Request:
	Per Recommendation:

	
	Initiation
	
	Initiation

	X
	Modification
	X
	Modification

	
	Interpretation
	
	Interpretation

	
	Withdrawal
	
	Withdrawal

	
	
	
	

	
	Principle (x.1.z)
	
	Principle (x.1.z)

	
	Definition (x.2.z)
	
	Definition (x.2.z)

	
	Business Practice Standard (x.3.z)
	X
	Business Practice Standard (x.3.z)

	X
	Document (x.4.z)
	X
	Document (x.4.z)

	X
	Data Element (x.4.z)
	X
	Data Element (x.4.z)

	X
	Code Value (x.4.z)
	X
	Code Value (x.4.z)

	X
	X12 Implementation Guide
	X
	X12 Implementation Guide

	X
	Business Process Documentation
	X
	Business Process Documentation


3.  RECOMMENDATION

This recommendation is based on the recommendation adopted by the WGQ Executive Committee on October 19, 2011 - http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ec101911w1.doc 

SUMMARY:


· Modify NAESB WGQ Model No. 6.5.2 - Model Operational Agreement Exhibit 1

· Modify NAESB WGQ Interpretation Nos. 7.3.16 and 7.3.27
· Modify the Related Standards Section of all the Implementation Manuals
· Modify the Executive Summary in the Capcaity Release Related Standards Manual

· Modify the Technical Implementation of Business Process (TIBP) for the data sets as reflected in Column 5 of the table below 
· Modify the Sample Paper for the data sets as reflected in Column 6 of the table below

· Modify the Data Dictionary for the data sets as reflected in Column 7 of the table below 
· Modify the Code Values Dictionary for the data sets as reflected in Column 8 of the table below 
· Modify the Data Element Cross Reference to ASC X12 for the data sets as reflected in Column 9 of the table below
· Modify the Sample ASC X12 Transaction for the data sets as reflected in Column 10 of the table below

· Modify the ANSI X12 Mapping Guidelines (EDISM), for the data sets as reflected in Column 11 of the table below

· Modify the Transaction Set Tables in the data set as reflected in Column 12 of the table below.

	
	
	
	
	Location of Modifications 

	Std.
	Data Set Name
	EDI Data Set
	Rec Att
	TIBP
	Sample Paper
	Data Dict
	Code Values
	X-12 XRef
	Sample X12
	EDISIM
	Trans. Tables

	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)
	(9)
	(10)
	(11)
	(12)

	0.4.1
	Storage Information
	G873STOR
	1
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--

	0.4.2
	Operational Capacity
	G873OACY
	1
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	0.4.3
	Unsubscribed Capacity
	G873UNSC
	1
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	0.4.z
	Location Data Download
	N/A
	2
	X
	X
	X
	X
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	1.4.1 
	Nomination
	G873NMST
	3
	--
	X
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	1.4.2 
	Nomination Quick Response
	G874NMQR
	3
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	1.4.3 
	Request for Confirmation
	G873RQCF
	3
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	1.4.4 
	Confirmation Response
	G873RRFC
	3
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	1.4.5 
	Scheduled Quantity
	G873SQTS
	3
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	1.4.6 
	Scheduled Quantity for Operator
	G873SQOP
	3
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	1.4.7 
	Confirmation Response Quick Response
	G874CRQR
	3
	--
	--
	X
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X

	2.4.1 
	Pre-determined Allocation
	G860PDAL
	4
	--
	--
	X 1
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	2.4.2 
	Pre-determined Allocation – Quick Response 
	G865PDQR
	4
	--
	--
	--
	X
	--
	--
	--
	X

	2.4.3 
	Allocation
	G865ALLC
	4
	--
	--
	X 2
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	2.4.4 
	Shipper Imbalance
	G811IMBL
	4
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	X

	2.4.5 
	Measurement Information
	G867MSIN
	4
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	X

	2.4.6 
	Measured Volume Audit Statement
	G867MAUS
	4
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X

	2.4.7 
	Request for Information
	G814RQIN
	4
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X

	2.4.8 
	Response to Request for Information
	G814RRIN
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	2.4.9
	Authorization to Post Imbalances
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.10
	Posted Imbalances Download
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.11 
	Request for Imbalance Trade
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.12 
	Request for Imbalance Trade Quick Response
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.13
	Withdrawal of Request for Imbalance Trade
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.14
	Request for Confirmation of Imbalance Trade
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.15
	Imbalance Trade Confirmation
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.16
	Imbalance Trade Notification
	---
	4
	--
	--
	--
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	2.4.17
	Producer Imbalance Statement
	G811PIMB
	4
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	2.4.18
	Measurement Events/Alarms
	G814MEAA
	4
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--

	3.4.1
	Transportation/Sales Invoice
	G811TSIN
	5
	--
	--
	X
	--
	--
	X
	--
	X

	3.4.2
	Payment Remittance
	G820PYRM
	5
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	3.4.3
	Statement of Account
	G822STAC
	5
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	3.4.4
	Service Requester/Charge Allowance Invoice
	G811SRCA
	5
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	5.4.14
	Upload of Request for Download of Posted Datasets
	G846UPRD
	6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	5.4.15
	Response to Upload of Request for Download of Posted Datasets
	G846RURD
	6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	5.4.16
	System Wide Notices
	G864SWNT
	6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	5.4.17
	Note/Special Instruction
	G864CRNS
	6
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	--

	5.4.20
	Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release
	---
	6
	--
	X
	X
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	5.4.21
	Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation
	---
	6
	--
	X
	X
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	5.4.22
	Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation
	---
	6
	--
	X
	X
	--
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	5.4.23
	Pre-approved Bidders List
	G105PABL
	6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	5.4.24
	Offer
	G840CROF

EDI for Download only
	6
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	5.4.25
	Bid
	G843CRBR

EDI for Download only
	6
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	5.4.26
	Award Download
	G843CRAN
EDI for Download only
	6
	X
	--
	X
	--
	X
	X
	X
	--

	5.4.27
	Withdrawal Download
	G843CRWD

EDI for Download only
	6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	11.4.1
	eTariff
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--


STANDARDS LANGUAGE:
Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Model No. 6.5.2 – Model Operational Balancing Agreement

Exhibit 1

EXHIBIT 1

To the Operational Balancing Agreement

Between

_________________________________

and

_________________________________

Dated   ____________________
LOCATION(S)

	Party Name10
	D-U-N-S( Number  
	Proprietary Gas Transaction Point Code

Location Code
	DRN No.
	Description

Location Name
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Delete Column 

[Add any instructions or further provisions, if necessary.]

____________________________

(  A registered trademark of Dun and Bradstreet Corporation.
Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Interpretation No. 7.3.16

Which location code should be sent in a request to confirm and confirmation response? Sender's Code or Recipient's Code?

Interpretation:

As between the interconnected parties, and in the absence of agreement to the contrary,

(1)
The common code is the data reference number (DRN) in the Petroleum Information database. There is one DRN for every location nominatable on the facilities of a service provider. An Interconnect is two points. One, the point used by the contractually delivering party (operator or TSP) and the other one, the point used by the contractually receiving party (operator or TSP).

(2) 
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.20 states 'The receiver of a nomination initiates the confirmation process. The party that would receive a Request for Confirmation or an unsolicited Confirmation Response may waive the obligation of sender to send.’

(3)
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.4.3 - the dataset itself has the following definition of the data element 'Location*': 'The location where the quantity will be scheduled by the transportation service provider.' As to which Transportation Service Provider's (TSP) code is within the field 'Location' that is within the 1.4.3 dataset, the cContractual fFlow iIndicator indicates (as of January 9, 1997 vote of the EC) as follows: "Indicates the logical direction of flow at a point from the confirmation request originator's perspective". In order that the remainder of the document sent from the 27 delted oConfirmation Requester be interpreted unambiguously, the contents of the Location code data element in both the Request to Confirmfor Confirmation and Confirmation Response document should be the Location code of the party sending the Request tofor Confirmation.

Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Interpretation No. 7.3.27

Can a tTransportation sService pProvider (TSP1) require that a sService rRequester (aka shipper) provide to that TSP1 a DRN location code belonging to a different TSP (TSP2) in a nomination to TSP1? In other words, in a nomination from a shipper to TSP1, can TSP1 require that shipper to provide DRNs location codes for locations that belong to TSP2?

With respect to nominations by a Service Requester to a Transportation Service Provider (TSP1) which nominations reflect a transaction with respect to a receipt and/or delivery location(s) which location(s) are interconnections with other TSPs (i.e., a TSP2 and/or a TSP3 respectively), can TSP1 require that a Service Requester provide to that TSP1 a DRN location code associated with a different TSP (i.e., TSP2’s DRN location code at the receipt location interconnect and/or TSP3’s DRN location code at the delivery location interconnect, respectively) in a nomination to TSP1? In other words, in a nomination from a shipper to TSP1, can TSP1 require that shipper to provide DRNs location codes for the interconnect location(s) that are associated with TSP2’s and/or TSP3’s side of the interconnect?

Interpretation:

A Transportation Service Provider (TSP1) can not require that a Service Requester provide to that TSP1 a DRN location code belonging to a different Transportation Service Provider (TSP2) in a nomination for service with respect to receipts and/or deliveries on the system operated by TSP1. Nominations to TSP1 should involve TSP1’s locations and thus DRNs location codes associated with that TSP1 (as recorded in the PI Database and made available to the industry as the standard source for DRNs). There should be no case where a nomination to or from an interconnect with another Transportation Service Provider (TSP - i.e., TSP2 and/or TSP3) is rejected because that nomination did not contain a DRN location code for a TSP other than the TSP to whom the request for service(s) was directed.  With respect to the location Common Code assignment process, it is each TSP, who sends the nominatable points on their system or nominatable under their contracts (i.e., their proprietary points) into PI for a DRN to be assigned.  This response specifically does not address the issue of what DRN location code should be employed in those cases where TSP1's service requesters contracts' with TSP1 obtain rights at locations on the system of another TSP (TSP2).

DATA DICTIONARY (for new documents and addition, modification or deletion of data elements)

and
CODE VALUES LOG (for addition, modification or deletion of code values)

and
BUSINESS PROCESS DOCUMENTATION (for addition, modification or deletion of business process documentation language)

and
TECHNICAL CHANGE LOG (all instructions to accomplish the recommendation)

Standards Book:
Additional Standards Manual 
	See Attachment 1 for following data sets:
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.4.1 - Storage Information

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.4.2 – Operational Capacity

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.4.3 – Unsubscribed Capacity

	See Attachment 6 for data set:

NAESb WGQ Standard No. [0.4.z] – Location Data Download


Standards Book:
Nominations Related Standards Manual

	See Attachment 2


Standards Book:
Flowing Gas Related Standards Manual

	See Attachment 3


Standards Book:
Invoicing Related Standards Manual

	See Attachment 4


Standards Book:
Capacity Release Related Standards Manual
	See Attachment 5


BUSINESS PROCESS DOCUMENTATION (for addition, modification or deletion of business process documentation language)

Standards Book:
Additional Standards Manual

	Language:   Modify the Executive Summary as follows:

	Add the following at the end:

Location Data Download (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.4.z):

The Location Data Download is a report that is provided by a Transportation Service Provider (TSP) which contains location data for the TSP. 


	Language:   Modify the Business Process and Practices, Section A Overview as follows:

	Add the following at the end:

Location Data Download (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.4.z):

The Location Data Download is a report that is provided by a Transportation Service Provider (TSP) which contains information about each location at which transportation transactions may occur.  For each location, the report includes, but is not limited to, the name, code, and upstream/downstream information, as applicable.



Standards Book:
Capacity Release Related Standards Manual

	Language:   Modify the Executive Summary as follows:

	Section - The History of Capacity Release via EBB and EDI

Modify the last paragraph as indicated:

The Capacity Release datasets that were turned over to GISB were the output from the efforts of the Working Groups and GISB Business Practices Subcommittee - Market Initiation – Capacity Release Task Force.  The corresponding EDI requirements were also established by GISB, now NAESB (North American Energy Standards Board).  Over the years since the standard data sets were developed, the requirements have been modified as regulations have changed.  Additionally, modifications have been made to reflect the changes in the market place, including the elimination of the use of common codes to identify locations, and the EDI process for the uploads of offers, bids and withdrawal.




Standards Book:
Additional Standards Manual

Nominations Related Standard Manual

Flowing Gas Related Standard Manual

Invoicing Related Standard Manual

Quadrant Electronic Delivwery Mechanism Stanards 

Capacity Release Related Standard Manual

Contracts 

Interpretations
	Language:   Modify the Common Codes portion of the Related Standards Section

	Common Codes

A decision made in 1993 by a FERC-established standards development group (EBB Working Group 5) resulted in a location coding system which cross-references proprietary point codes to a common industry-supported location code.  This common location code, called the GRID Code, was developed based on the American Petroleum Institute (API) well code model.  The FERC, in Order 563-A, directed the industry to establish any necessary relationships and to proceed with the implementation of the GRID Code.  To achieve this implementation, in August 1994 trade associations representing three segments of the natural gas industry entered into an agreement with Petroleum Information Corporation (PI) to develop and maintain the PI GRID( Common Code database.  As GISB prepared standards for capacity release (July 1995) and nominations (September 1995), GISB fully endorsed the use of the PI GRID( common codes.

However, after extensive consideration by GISB’s Common Code Subcommittee, GISB adopted, on September 30, 1996, a new Common Code for Gas Transaction Points, the NAESB WGQ/PI Data Reference Number (generally referred to as “DRN”). The DRN is a one-to-nine digit, non-intelligent number also assigned by IHS (successor to PI), which has a one-to-one relationship with the PI GRID( Code. For more information, access the NAESB Web Page at www.naesb.org.

In keeping with the trends in other industries involved with EDI, EBB Working Group 5 recommended the acceptance of the D-U-N-S(
 Number as a common company identifier.  This recommendation was also adopted in In Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Order No. 563-A FERC adopted the use of a D-U-N-S( Numbers for entities communicated utilizing the NAESB WGQ Standards.  The D-U-N-S( Number is assigned to companies by the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation (D&B).  Similarly, as GISB prepared standards for capacity release (July 1995) and nominations (September 1995), GISB fully endorsed the use of the D-U-N-S( Number common code.  

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in Order No. 563-A adopted the use of a D-U-N-S( Number for the identification of entities in the NAESB WGQ Standards.  The D-U-N-S( Number is assigned to companies by the Dun & Bradstreet Corporation (D&B).  

For NAESB WGQ Ccommon Ccode purposes, an entity will use one and only one D-U-N-S( Number.  Entity common codes should be “legal entities,” that is, Ultimate Location, Headquarters Location, and/or Single Location (in Dun & Bradstreet Corporation (“D&B”) terms).  However, in the following situations, a Branch Location (in D&B terms) can also be an entity common code: 1. When the contracting party provides a D-U-N-S( Number at the Branch Location level; or 2. to accommodate accounting for an entity that is identified at the Branch Location level.  Since D&B offers customers the option of carrying more than one D-U-N-S( Number per entity, please refer to NAESB’s Web Page at www.naesb.org for directions on determining the one and only one D-U-N-S( Number constituting the NAESB WGQ entity Ccommon Ccode for entities.

In the NAESB datasets, an asterisk by a data element means that it is a "common code," so the field will reflect the industry-supported common code for location or a company.  In the event that a common code is not available for a company, parties should mutually agree to use the Transportation Service Provider’s proprietary code for that company.

It should be noted that in NAESB WGQ Versions 1.0 through 2.0 common codes were utilized for locations.  In NAESB WGQ Version 2.1, the industry decided to no longer support this concept.  As a result, Transportation Service Provider assigned codes will be utilized for the identification of locations in the NAESB WGQ Standards.




4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
a.  Description of Request:

AP2011 Item 7 and AP2012 Item 8:
Modify standards for the removal of location common code from NAESB WGQ standards.
Note:
The following is provided as background and not subject to vote at this time.  By notational vote of October 24, 2011, the WGQ Executive Committee adopted the following:

STANDARDS LANGUAGE:
Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z1 [formerly part of NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.56]

The industry should use codes assigned by the Transportation Service Provider for locations and common codes for legal entities when communicating via EDI/EDM, EBB/EDM, and/or FF/EDM. The corresponding code name should also be used in EBB/EDM.

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z2

For NAESB WGQ, codes for locations are identifiers assigned by the Transportation Service Provider.  There are no industry common codes for locations.

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z3

The Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide on its Informational Postings Web Site location information, pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. [0.4.z1], for locations at which transportation transactions may occur.  The location information should be made available prior to a location’s initial use for NAESB WGQ reporting and transactional business purposes.  In addition to the data contained in NAESB WGQ Standard No. [0.4.z1], the TSP may provide additional data.

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z4
Data provided pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. [0.3.z3] should be provided in a comma separated value (CSV) downloadable file to be described by the Transportation Service Provider.  The format of this file should comply with NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 4.3.80 and 4.3.81.

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z5 [formerly part of NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.51]

Codes assigned by the Transportation Service Provider for locations should be available for data validation or selection (viewing) on a Customer Activities Web site.

Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z6 [formerly part of NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.51]

Common codes for entities should be available for data validation or selection (viewing) on a Customer Activities Web site and in a standardized downloadable format for use by customers and third party service providers. Cross-references to proprietary codes for entities may be provided on a mutually agreeable basis.

Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.3.55 

The Content Area of the nominations browser display should provide access to a query or listing of receipt and delivery point location codes/names/common codes from which to pick, in order to populate this data during transaction entry or selection.

Proposed Modified NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.3.73

Where a Transportation Service Provider (TSP) has decided to offer Title Transfer Tracking (TTT) service by means of an arrangement (including an agreement) with a party which will act as the TSP's designated party, and regardless of communication methodology between Account Holders and such designated party, the TSP should, upon request, identify the Title Transfer Tracking Service Provider(s) (TTTSPs) at a location which have established active TTT arrangements with the TSP. The relevant information to be provided should include the name of each TTTSP, the ID code for each TTTSP used by the TSP, the contract number for each TTTSP assigned by the TSP (where applicable), the location code(s) for each TTTSP assigned by the TSP (where applicable), and the location code(s) nominatable to the TSP for transportation service to or from the location associated with each TTTSP. If, in the future, the common code for locations central repository includes listing of TTTSPs by location, the requirements of this standard may be met.
Proposed Deleted NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.3.1

Electronic invoicing functions should use common codes as identified by the NAESB WGQ Common Codes Task Force.

Proposed Deleted NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.51

NAESB WGQ Common Codes for entity and location should be available for data validation or selection (viewing) on a Customer Activities Web site and in a standardized downloadable format for use by customers and third party service providers.  Cross-references to proprietary codes may be provided on a mutually agreeable basis.

Proposed Deleted NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.56

The industry should use common codes for location points and legal entities when communicating via EDI/EDM, EBB/EDM and/or FF/EDM.  The corresponding common code name should also be used in EBB/EDM.

b.  Description of Recommendation:

Interpretations Subcommittee
See the meeting minutes for the following WGQ Interpreations Subcommittee: 

November 9, 2011

Motion:

Adopt the proposed interpretation
Vote: 

Motion Passes

	INTERPRETATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERS

	Segment
	Name
	Organization 
	Vote

	Pipelines
	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America
	In Favor

	
	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
	In Favor (NB)

	LDCs
	Vacancy
	
	

	
	Craig Columbo
	Dominion Resources
	

	Producers
	Richard Smith
	Noble Energy
	

	
	Catherine Abercrombie
	ConocoPhillips

	In Favor (NB)

	Services
	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana Corporation
	In Favor

	
	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	In Favor (NB)

	End Users
	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company
	In Favor

	
	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	In Favor


NB = Notational Ballot

Contracts Subcommittee
See the meeting minutes for the following WGQ Contracts Subcommittee: 

December 5, 2011

Motion:
Adopt the IR/Technical Recommendation (proposed modifications to the Model OBA Exhibit 1)
Vote: Motion passed unanimously
Joint Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees
See the meeting minutes for the following WGQ Joint Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees: 

October 25-26, 2011

November 15-17, 2011

December 5, 2011

January 10-12, 2012

� D-U-N-S( is a registered trademark of Dun & Bradstreet, Inc.





3
Page 1 of 15

_1075620371.doc
[image: image1.png]|

Lo







