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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

TO:

NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Participants

NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee Participants

Posting for Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 

Rae McQuade, President
Dale Davis, Chair, NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee

Mike Stender, Chair, NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee 

Kim Van Pelt, EC Rep - NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee
RE:
Final Minutes January 12-14, 2010
DATE:

February 2, 2010 
Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees Meeting

Date:



January 12 – 14, 2010 

Location City:

Salt Lake City, UT
Host:



Kern River Gas Transmission
1.
Welcome and Introductions – Ms. Davis thanked Kern River Gas Transmission for hosting the meeting and welcomed everyone.  The participants in the room introduced themselves.
2.
Housekeeping – Ms. Horton provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Ms. Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The agenda as posted was adopted without objection. 
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes

The draft minutes and attachments for the December 8-9, 2009 Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees meeting were adopted as final without any objections.

6.
Minor Corrections – Technical Aspects 

· MC09019/R09019 – Natural Gas Pipe Line   [see note below for change of number to MC10002]
Request:
Add two Allocation Transaction Type code values to the Allocation – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.3

(Relevant Minutes:
EC 10/29/09; IR/Technical: 11/17-18/09, 12/7-8/09)

Discussion:

Prior to the meeting, the requester determined that the subject request is duplicative of the request R05028 that NGPL: previously filed.  That request was processed and resulted in the addition of Allocation Transaction Types 14R, !4D, and 15 on Version 1.9.  After discussion, it appears that by modifying these three existing Allocation Transaction Types, we do not need to additional ones.  The group determined that for consistency, it was better to split Allocation Transaction Type 15 into 15R and 15D.  Additionally, it was determined that for NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.7 – Request for Information, in the REF Segment (Detail) Position 0300, the implementation guide was missing local codes 14R and 14D.  Since NGPL was the original requester of Allocation Transaction Types 14R, 14D, and 15, it was not necessary to submit this as an errata for Version 1.9.  The working document is posted as Attachment 1 to these minutes.  .

Motion:

Adopt the proposed modifications to the Allocation – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.3 and Request for Information – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.7 as set forth on Attachment 1 to these minutes.   

Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	8
	0
	8
	3.00
	0.00
	3


Note:
Subsequent to the meeting, it was discovered that MC09019 had already been assigned to another request.  Therefore this request has been assigned the number MC10002.

· MC10001 - Indexed-Based Capacity Release Corrections 
Discussion:

Ms. Davis explained that prior to the meeting Mr. Stender submitted the request MC10001 as corrections (errata) to the Capacity Release Related Standards Version 1.9.  The initial corrections came to light by Ms. Schmitz during her review of Version 1.9.  She discovered the following corrections that need to be made as an errata to three capacity release data sets:
· Offer Download – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.1 – 
Data Element Cross Reference for Heading – LIN Segment, the data element ‘Market-Based Rate Indicator’ is missing. 
· Bid Download – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.2 – 
Transaction Set Table for the REF Segment (Heading) – the last data element name (second occurrence of ‘Special Terms and Miscellaneous Notes – AMA Obligation’ should be ‘Special Terms and Miscellaneous Notes – Storage Inventory Conditions’. 
· Note / Special Instruction – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.17 – 
ASX X12 Mapping Guidelines – MSG Segment – under the MSG01 the following data elements are missing:

· Special Terms and Miscellaneous Notes -Storage Inventory Conditions

· Special Terms and Miscellaneous Notes –AMA Obligations

· IBR Unique Formula Special Terms

During the discussion it was also discovered that additional corrections need to be made as follows:
· Offer Download – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.1

The code value ‘UP’ for the data element IBR Formula Identifier in the transaction set table for the REF Segments (Detail) should be ‘UF’.

· Offer Upload – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.7

In the Data Element Cross Reference, Detail SAC segment to correct the data element ‘Percentage of Maximum Rate Bid’ to be ‘Percentage of Maximum Tariff Rate Bid’
· Bid Upload – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.18 – 
For the data elements ‘IBR Bid Value – Differential Rate Floor’ and ‘IBR Bid Value – Percentage’, add the phrase “Otherwise not used.” to the end of the condition.
Through out the data set - correct the data element ‘Percentage of Maximum Rate Bid’ to be ‘Percentage of Maximum Tariff Rate Bid’.  This appears in the following:

TIBP paragraph six

Data Element Quick Guide

Data Dictionary

Data Element Cross Reference Table, Detail, SAC Segment

Transaction Set Table

ASC X12 Mapping Guidelines – SAC08

Replace the mapping guidelines (which are applicable to the Bid Upload Quick Response) with those applicable to this data set including the modifications applied from R01003.  During the course of the meeting, the NAESB Office was consulted to verify this error.  It was pointed out that this correction will include modifications to the Bid Upload Quick Response as more fully explained in the revised MC10001. 
The group reviewed the needed corrections and modified the request MC10001 as reflected in Attachment 2 to these minutes. 
Motion:

Adopt the proposed corrections to NAESB WGQ Version 1.9 Offer Download (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.1), Bid Download (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.2), Offer Upload (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.7), Note / Special Instruction (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.17), and Bid Upload (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.18) as set forth on Attachment 2 to these minutes.   

Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	10
	0
	10
	3.00
	0.00
	3


· MC draft request for Version 1.9 – Shipper Imbalance
Mr. Pulcini stated that during his review of Version 1.9, in the Shipper Imbalance (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.4) the EDI X12 Mapping Guidelines for the PER segment, position 1500 were incomplete.  Additionally, in the Data Element Cross Reference - Heading, the data element Contact Person (Phone) is missing.  The group developed a draft request for minor correction to be submitted to the NAESB Office.  See Attachment 3 to these minutes.
Motion:

Adopt proposed request MC1000X for NAESB WGQ Version 1.9, Standard No. 2.4.4 – Shipper Imbalance as reflected on Attachment 3 to these minutes.
Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	9
	0
	9
	3.00
	0.00
	3


· MC09033 – Northern Natural Gas
Request:
Add two Validation Code values (detail level) to the Transportation/Sales Invoice NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1

Discussion:

A proposed working document for this request was posted for the meeting as Work Paper 1.  Ms. Schmitz explained the request.  The working document is posted as Attachment 4 to these minutes.  

Motion:

Adopt the proposed modifications to the Transportation/Sales Invoice NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1 as set forth on Attachment 4 to these minutes.   

Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	10
	0
	10
	3.00
	0.00
	3


9. Data Maintenance Requests / Code Maintenance Requests Submitted to DISA X12 (time limit to 4 hours)

· Operationally Available Capacity and R99033
Dynegy

Request:
Implementation of standards adopted by the EC on 2/10/00 re Location Operationally Available Capacity (LOAC), Location Operating Ca
pacity (LOPC) and Location Scheduled Quantity (LSQ)

(Relevant Minutes:
EIITF – 4/29/99; EC – 5/20/99; EIITF/BPS – 6/23/99; - EC 2/10/00, 8/24/00)

AND

· R96018
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone

Request:
Real time capacity info 

Note:
Per requester: most of the request was covered by R99033 with the exception of one standard adopted at 2/3/00 BPS meeting.

(Relevant Minutes:
BPS – 1/13/00, 1/20/00, 1/27/00, 2/3/00, and 2/17/00)

AND
· R04038
Transwestern Pipeline Company, LLC

Request:

Operationally Available and Unsubscribed Capacity Data Set (5.4.13) – accommodate the senders option business practice of indicating whether authorized overrun has been scheduled

(Relevant Minutes:
BPS – 9/7/05 and 10/13/05)
(Relevant Minutes for all 3 requests above:
IR – 5/6/03, 5/5/04, 6/24/04, 7/14/04, 8/25/06; Technical – 10/6/03, 6/30/05 and 9/15/06; IR – 10/19/06, 11/15/06, 12/13/06, 1/17/07, 3/7/07, 4/3/07, 5/9/07, 6/20/07, and 7/10/07; BPS – 10/2/08; Joint IR/Technical 4/14-16/09, 5/12-13/09, 7/8-10/09, 9/22-24/09, 10/27-28/09)

Discussion:

Mr. Stender reported that DISA has not released the outcome of its vote on our request.  The ballots were due January 11, 2010.  Ms. Davis reminded the group that BPS is currently discussing NGPL’s request R09013 which, once it is finished in BPS, will probably be added to be processed with R99033, et al.
9. Address Current Requests for Initiation or Enhancement of NAESB Standards and items transferred from other NAESB subcommittees – Discussion, Q&A and a balanced vote for each item – as time permits and in the order that best utilizes the subcommittees’ time.
· R09006
Williams Gas Pipeline

Request:
Add a new data element “Contract” in the following Transaction Datasets for the NAESB WGQ Version 1.8 release: NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.2, Payment Remittance and NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.4, Service Requester / Charge Allowance Invoice

(Relevant Minutes
BPS – 4/30/09, 7/2/09, IR – 12/8-9/09)

Instruction from BPS:

BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to:

· Accommodate in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.2 – Payment Remittance the mutually agreed business practice of allowing a shipper to identify that it wishes to protest all the charges for a given contract rather than having to identify each line item individually; and

· Accommodate in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.4 – Service Requester/Charge Allowance Invoice, the sender’s option business practice of sending customer level charges on an administrative contract. 

Discussion:
Ms. Davis reported that based on the discussion from the previous meeting for the first part of the request, the requester has determined that the current implementation satisfies its request for the Payment Remittance (NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.2).  
For the second part of the request, the group reviewed the definition for the existing data element Service Requester Contract which is in the Transportation/Sales Invoice – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1.  The group determined that if the definition for the existing data element is modified to include administrative contracts, this same data element (as modified) can be added to the Service Requester/Charge Allowance Invoice - NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.4.

The working document for R09006 can be found as Attachment 5 to these minutes. 
Motion:
For R09006, modify the Transportation/Sales Invoice – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1 and the Service Requester/Charge Allowance Invoice – NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.4 as reflected on Attachment 5 to these minutes.
Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	9
	0
	9
	3.00
	0.00
	3


· 2008 Annual Plan Item 5 / 2009 Annual Plan Item 4 – Review capacity release transactions upload and related responses to determine suitability for EDI
(Relevant Minutes:
BPS – 10/2/08, 11/20/08, 12/10/08; Joint IR/Technical – 6/16-18/09, 7/8-10/09, 8/18-19/09, 9/22-23/09, 10/27-28/09; BPS 12/2/09, 12/16/09)

AND

· R08028
El Paso Natural Gas

Request:

Eliminate Standard No. 5.4.4 (Replacement Capacity)

(Relevant Minutes
BPS – 4/30/09, 7/2/09; IR/Technical 10/27-28/09, 11/17-18/09)

Instruction from BPS:

The WGQ BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to proceed with the process of deleting the WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.7 (Offer Upload), 5.4.5 (Withdrawal Upload), and 5.4.18 (Bid Upload) transmitted via NAESB WGQ EDI/EDM and combining the current upload and download data sets (NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.4.7/5.4.1 (Offer); 5.4.6/5.4.5 (Withdrawal); and 5.4.18/5.4.2 (Bid), respectively).  Additional corresponding changes to the remaining Capacity Release data sets should also be completed.
The above two items will now be processed together.
Discussion:

 The group began by starting a ‘To Do List’: 
To Do List:
· Use document on data sets impacted as a road map. 
· Compare upload/download data elements for the Bid and Withdrawal data sets.

· Change Award Download to “Award”
· Delete NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.4 – Replacement Capacity
· Identify standards, in addition to those already sent to BPS in the initial report – e.g. anything re replacement capacity, review for the Withdrawal, Bid and Award, plus references to deleted data sets such as Offer Upload Notification.
· Validation codes – when we move them from the QR to the revised data sets, do we re-number or keep the old code values

· TIBPs – do we need to modify the Data Element Quick Guides to specify that the usages shown are for the creation?

· TIBPs – should we explain the philosophy of if the info is provided in the creation, it should be sent in the download similar to what was reflected in the initial report to BPS?

· Determine what, if any, changes impact Transaction Reporting – Capacity Release.
· Review and modify as appropriate the business documentation for the Capacity Release manual.
· EDM manual – coordinate needed changes with the EDM Subcommittee – how and when?
· Review of all manuals for references to capacity release  (i.e. HTTP table)
Validation codes:
Since there no longer will be a requirement for EDI for the Offer, Bid and Withdrawal upload data sets, it will not be necessary to have the corresponding EDI Quick Response documents.  Therefore, validation code values would no longer be needed.  Validation messages (code value descriptions) will still be utilized on the EBB however, some believe they no longer need to be standardized messages. The issue is the potential for the proliferation of TSP specific messages.  If we do not have standardized validation messages, we will need to have a standard that says it is acceptable to have TSP-defined code values, similar to what we did for Notice Types.  The concern of doing away with any standardized validation messages for these data sets is that down the road, there may be parties that come back and request NAESB to standardize them.  The group determined that the following question needs to be sent to BPS. 
Motion:

Send the following question to BPS:

During the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee discussion of the re-design of the Capacity Release related data sets, the question of how to handle validation codes and messages was raised.  With the elimination of the requirement for EDI for the Offer, Bid and Withdrawal upload data sets, it will no longer be necessary to have corresponding EDI Quick Response data sets.  Therefore validation code values would not be needed.  The issue is whether it is still necessary to have standardized validation messages (currently referred to as code value descriptions).  The Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee would like BPS to determine how to proceed.  Some options are:

· Continue to use standardized validation messages

· TSP defined validation messages only.  This option would necessitate the addition of a standard that says the TSP can develop its own validation messages.  It would also be necessary to develop rules around the contents of the validation message, such as, any message must reference applicable NAESB defined data elements or abbreviations.
· Similar to how Notice Types were handled, have a NAESB validation message and the ability to append it with additional TSP-defined validation message(s).

· Keep the existing validation messages and any new validation messages are solely be developed by each TSP.  This option would necessitate the addition of a standard that says the TSP can develop its own validation messages.  It would also be necessary to develop rules around the contents of the validation message, such as, any message must reference applicable NAESB defined data elements or abbreviations.
Vote:


	
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	1
	0
	1
	1.00
	0.00
	1

	Total
	9
	0
	9
	3.00
	0.00
	3


A discussion of whether to re-number the data sets yielded the idea that since the next publication will be WGQ Version 2.0, it would be best to start over in the data set numbering system.  It was agreed that during this development process we would start with the Version 1.9 upload documents, redline them as working documents which will be posted after each meeting.  When we get to the point where we finalize the new data sets, we will accept all the redline changes for the new data sets, vote the proposed changes / new data sets and pass clean documents to the EC.
The group developed three documents which are attached to these minutes:
Attachment 6 – comparison of data elements in the Bid Upload and the Bid Download

Attachment 7 – Bid Working Document – 
During the development of this document, the group realized that the original plan on how to present usages (based on the creation process with multiple notes that are applicable to the downloads) may not be the best presentation for users to understand.  Therefore, when the group got to the data element Posting Date, it experimented with the next few data elements to present an alternative approach which incorporates a ‘stacked’ usage where the top usage is for the creation process and the bottom usage is for the download.  At this point, Ms. Davis indicated that she would prepare an alternative Bid Working Document for the next meeting which incorporates the ‘stacked’ concept.  At the next meeting, we will determine which presentation is the best and proceed accordingly with the other data sets. 
Attachment 8 – Capacity Release Usage Notes 

The usage notes are those which assist in the communication of the usage for the creation process via EBB and the downloads via EBB and EDI.
9. Next Meeting Dates and Location – 

All Joint IR / Technical unless otherwise noted
February 2-3, 2010

Phoenix, AZ 



Host:  SRP
March 23-24, 2010


Houston, TX 



Host:  TBD

April 13-15, 2010 


Colorado Springs 


Host:  El Paso West)
Apr 13-14, 2010 – 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

Apr 15, 2010 – 8:30 a.m. – noon
May 4-5, 2010


EC Location 




Host:  TBD

June 21 – 23, 2010

Omaha. NE 



Host:  Northern Natural Gas
6/21 – 1:00 – 5:00 p.m.

6/22 – 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

6/23 – 9:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m.

July ? - ?, 2010


Salt Lake City



Host:  Kern River Gas Transmission

August 17-18, 2010

Colorado Springs 


Host:  El Paso West)

September ? - ?, 2010

TBD

October 26-27, 2010

Tentative: Richmond, VA
Host:  Dominion

**
Indicates new dates from previously announced

10. Adjourn:

Items Pending Action by Others:

· R05027
El Paso Natural Gas Company

Request:
Add two new data elements to the Nomination and Scheduled Quantity data sets.  The first data element would be used to identify a specific path for the nominated transaction.  The second data element provides shippers the ability to identify the specific month of an imbalance for which they are nominating a transaction to clear such imbalance.

7/8/09
Submitted responses to comment received on request filed for “Route”

7/9/09 
Submitted request to DISA for new DTM segment in the 873 transaction set for the data element “Imbalance Period” in the detail SLN loop position 0750 and a request for an IMB Qualifier for the 374 data element.

8/18/09
IR/Tech updated draft recommendation form.  Determined that request is dependent upon the completion of R97064 (for PDA and Scheduled Quantity).

10/27/09
Mr. Stender to submit new DMR to change DU description from Route Number to Route Identifier.  A second revised request re ‘imbalance month’ in a DTP segment (see minutes above) will be submitted and processed by DISA at its January, 2010 meeting

Dependent on R97064 ANSI compliance for the PDA, PDA Quick Response and Allocation

· Operationally Available Capacity and R99033
Dynegy

Request:
Implementation of standards adopted by the EC on 2/10/00 re Location Operationally Available Capacity (LOAC), Location Operating Capacity (LOPC) and Location Scheduled Quantity (LSQ)

AND

R96018
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone

Request:
Real time capacity info 

Note:
Per requester: most of the request was covered by R99033 with the exception of one standard adopted at 2/3/00 BPS meeting.

AND

R04038
Transwestern Pipeline Company, LLC

Request:

Operationally Available and Unsubscribed Capacity Data Set (5.4.13) – accommodate the senders option business practice of indicating whether authorized overrun has been scheduled

Pending:

11/17-18/09
two CMRs were submitted to DISA X12:

· two code values for the data element 98 in the N1 segment of the 873 data set (for the data element Location Purpose).  The code values are:

SL1

Pipeline segment defined by 1 location or first of 2 locations

SL2

Pipeline segment defined by 1 location or second of 2 locations

· new code value ‘CU’ in the QTY Segment of the 873 data set for use in the Unsubscribed Capacity data set

· R08028
El Paso Natural Gas

Request:

Eliminate Standard No. 5.4.4 (Replacement Capacity)

Pending:


10/27-28/09
Pending WGQ BPS action on 2008 Annual Plan Item 5 / 2009 Annual Plan Item 4  Memo sent to WGQ BPS 10/27/09
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