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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:

NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Participants

NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee Participants

Posting for Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 

Rae McQuade, President

Dale Davis, Chairman, NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee

Mike Stender, Chairman, NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee

Kim Van Pelt, EC Rep, NAESB WGQ Technical Subcommittee

RE:
Final Minutes for Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees Meeting – February 1-2 2011
DATE:

February 10, 2011 

Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees Meeting

Feb 1-2, 2011 
9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. (Mountain)

Location:
Tempe, AZ
1.
Welcome and Introductions – Ms. Davis welcomed everyone and thanked SRP for hosting the meeting.  The participants in the room introduced themselves.
2.
Housekeeping – Ms. Davis 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 January 11-13, 2011 Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees meeting were modified and adopted as final without any objections.

6.
Minor Corrections – Technical Aspects 

Time provided to address any requests for minor corrections that may be submitted prior to the meeting.

· MC1100X  (R11005)
Alliance Pipeline

Request:
Add code values for the data element ‘Affiliate Indicator’ in the following data sets:

Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.20

Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.21

Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.22

http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/r11005.doc 

Discussion:

The requester joined the call and explained the request.  Ms. Davis explained the use of the exisitng codes for the data element Affiliate Indicator and that it appeared that the exisitng code values addressed the reporting requirements.  For the two codes “None” and “TSP” the first sentence of the code value definition was only applicable to capacity release transactional reporting and the second sentence of the code value definition was only applicable to the firm and interruptible transactional reporting.  Mr. Troicuk indicated that based on this information, he will review the request with his office and get back to us as to whether he will still need the request or withdrawal the request. 
7.
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.

· R97064
Texaco

Request:
The above subject GISB implementation guide erroneously utilizes code values which have not been approved as ASC X12 standards and references the American Petroleum Institute for code assignment/maintenance of various code lists/tables.  Most EDI translation software verifies/rejects code values that are not included in the ASC X12 standard.  Texaco’s translation software does provide flexibility to manually add code values which are not included in the X12 data element dictionary so that the document can be processed.  To eliminate potential transaction rejects and minimize manual updates, as well as, utilizing code values which are approved ASC X12 standards, it is recommended that GISB promptly request these codes from ASC X12 and/or modify its implementation guide as appropriate.  It is recommended that a similar review be made of all GISB Implementation Guides so that all code requests can be consolidated in a single request to ASC X12.  Following is a list of the requests associated with the Allocation Statement which require submission to ASC X12:  (see request for details).

(Relevant Minutes: Jt. IR/Technical - 8/18-19/10, 10/27-28/09, 9/21-22/10, 11/16-18/10, 12/7-8/10, 1/11-13/11)

Background:


The only remaining non-capacity release data sets the need to be brought up to the latest version of X12 are:

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.1

PDA

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.2

PDA Quick Response

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.3

Allocation

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.5

Measurement Information

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.6

Measurement Volume Audit Statement 

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.7

Request for Information

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.8

Response to Request for Information

Discussion:

PDA
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.1:

· Corrected the PDA Sample ASC X12 Transaction (WD2)
PDA Quick Response
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.2:
· No additional changes at this time

Allocation
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.3:
· Reviewed the definition and corresponding code values for the data element Direction of Flow.  Modified the data element and code values definitions.  Added clarifying language to the TIBP (WD5)

· Based on modified definitions for Direction of Flow, corrected the Sample ASC X12 Transaction (WD2) and Sample Paper (WD5)
· Modified the segment note for the LQ segment on the X12 structure working document (WD1)
MAUS
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.6

· Discussion on why the following data elements are BC with proposed modifications reflected in (WD5):

· Component:
The data element condition says “Mandatory when quality information is provided.”  The group determined that the usage should be “SO” because unless the recipient is getting the actual information related to the gas quality components, the name of a component is meaningless.  
· Gas Analysis Effective Date - The data element condition says “Mandatory when quality information is provided.”  The group determined that the usage should be “C” because unless the recipient is getting the actual information related to the gas quality components, the date of the gas analysis is meaningless.  The condition was modified to say “Mandatory when Component (quality) information is provided.”  
· Heating Factor – The data element condition says “Mandatory for measurement in Dekatherms”. The group determined that the usage should be “C” because it is conditional based on how another data element is supplied.  The definition was modified.  The condition was modified to say “Mandatory when Component (quality) information is provided.”  
· Pressure Factor – the definition indicates that this information is only reported for positive meters.  The data element condition says “Used for positive meters only.”  The group determined that that the usage should be “C” because unless the meter type indicates that it is a positive meter, the information is not necessary.  The condition was modified accordingly. 
· Identified that the data element Component Percentage should be Component Value with qualifiers (percent, pounds per square inch, grains, etc).  In so doing, the Unit of Measure would need to be included.  This will be completed at the next meeting. 

· Modified the X12 Mapping Structure (WD1) to reflect the above changes to the data element usages with the exception of the Component Value
· Reviewed the Version 2.0 Data Element Cross Reference vs the new X12 Mapping structure (WD1) to determine whether a second PTD loop is needed (as in the Version 2.0).  It was determined that in lieu of the second PTD loop, the data elements were placed in the QTY segment in the new proposed structure therefore the second PTD loop is not necessary. 
· Determined that the data elements that are purely numbers or factors (i.e. Index Differential) do not need a corresponding Unit of Measure of ‘ZZ – Derived’.  Took them out of the X12 Mapping Structure (WD1)

· Began the update of the Data Element Cross Reference (WD2) – to be completed at the next meeting
The group decided to send a memo to BPS to get concurrence on the data element changes.  Attachment 1 reflects the proposed memo to BPS. 

Motion:
Send the memo to BPS as reflected in Attachment 1 to the meeting minutes of February 1-2, 2011. 
Motion passes unanimously.
The following working documents were updated and the redlined versions are posted with the minutes of this meeting.  The clean versions will be posted as working documents for the next meeting.
Remaining items to be completed for the PDA, PDAQR, ALLC, MSIN, and MAUS:

PDA:
Additional modifications for R05027 and R10004 below

PDA Quick Response - Additional modifications for R05027 and R10004 below

ALLC:
Additional modifications for R05027 and R10004 below
MSIN:
submit CMR to change the LM01-559 code definition and explanation from GISB to NAESB (this will also be used in the MAUS)
Data Element Cross Red to ASC X12 – Segment name for Detail LM Segment

Sample ASC X12 Transaction – review against the Sample Paper and EDI structure and modify as necessary

Create Transaction Set Tables as necessary

Update the TIBP as needed
Additional modifications for R05027 and R10004 below

MAUS:
Submit any CMRs identified

Finish update of the Data Element Cross Reference

Creation of the EDISIM

Sample ASC X12 Transaction – review against the Sample Paper and EDI structure and modify as necessary

Create Transaction Set Tables as necessary

Update the TIBP as needed
Additional modifications for R05027 and R10004 below

For the latest version, see following documents posted either as attachments (redlined as possible) to minutes or work papers (redline or clean as appropriate) for meeting dates indicated:

	Label
	Description
	Latest Version
	Posted as

	PDA WD1
	X12 Structure Worksheet
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDA WD2
	Cross Ref and X12 Sample
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	PDA WD3
	EDISIM
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDA WD4
	Transaction Set Tables
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDAQR WD1
	X12 Structure Worksheet
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDAQR WD2 
	Cross Ref and X12 Sample
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDAQR WD3
	EDISIM
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDQRA WD4
	Transaction Set Tables
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	PDAQR WD5
	TIBP, Sample Paper, Data Dictionary and Code Values Dictionary
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	ALLC WD1
	X12 Structure Worksheet
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	ALLC WD2
	Cross Ref and X12 Sample
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	ALLC WD3
	EDISIM
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	ALLC WD4
	Transaction Set Tables
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	ALLC WD5
	TIBP, Sample Paper, Data Dictionary and Code Values Dictionary
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	MSIN WD1 
	X12 Structure Worksheet
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	MSIN WD2 
	Cross Ref and X12 Sample
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	MSIN WD3
	EDISIM
	2/1-2/11 clean
	WP for Mtg

	MSIN WD4
	Transaction Set Tables
	TBD
	TBD

	MSIN WD5
	TIBP, Sample Paper, Data Dictionary and Code Values Dictionary
	TBD
	TBD

	MAUS WD1 
	X12 Structure Worksheet
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	MAUS WD2
	Cross Ref and X12 Sample
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes

	MAUS WD3
	EDISIM
	TBD
	TBD

	MAUS WD4
	Transaction Set Tables
	TBD
	TBD

	MAUS WD5
	TIBP, Sample Paper, Data Dictionary and Code Values Dictionary
	2/1-2/11 redline
	ATT to minutes


· 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. 

[Note:
Previous Jt IR/Tech meetings determined also need to add to PDA, Allocation, Shipper Imbalance, Invoice, Offer, Bid, Award, and Transactional reporting – Capacity Release and Firm.  Also dependent on R97064 above for PDA, and Allocation]
(Relevant Minutes: BPS – 2/9/06, 3/7/06; IR - 06/20/07, 8/15/07, 9/26/07; IR 6/21/07, 8/15/07, 9/26/07, 10/17/07; Technical 10/21/08; BPS 4/21/09; Joint IR/Technical 05/12-13/09, 5/28/09, 7/8/09, 8/18-19/09, 9/18/09, 10/27-28/09, 9/21-22/10)
No action taken – pending completion of R97064
· R10004
Natural Gas Pipe Line Company of America 

Request:
Change the usage of the element Ending Time from Mandatory to Business Conditional in the Nominations dataset. 

Change the usage of the elements Beginning Time and Ending Time from Mandatory to Business Conditional in the Pre-determined Allocation dataset. 

Change the usage of Beginning Time (or equivalent element for the specific document below) and Ending Time (or equivalent element for the specific document below) from Mandatory to Senders Option in the Request for Confirmation, Confirmation Response, Scheduled Quantity and Scheduled Quantity for Operator, Allocation, Shipper Imbalance, Measurement Information, Measured Volume Audit Statement, and Transportation / Sales Invoice documents.

(Relevant Minutes
BPS – 5/12/10, 5/19/10, IR/Technical 6/2-3/10, 6/21-23/10, 7/20-22/10; EC 8/19/10)
No action taken – pending completion of R97064
· R10009

Iroquois Gas Transmission

Request:
New SO data element “Open Season ID” (abbrev OS ID) to be added to Standard 5.4.21 (Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation) to provide a cross-reference for interested parties between open seasons for firm capacity and the corresponding firm contract(s) that are generated as a result of the awarding of capacity pursuant to such open seasons.

(Relevant Minutes: BPS – 11/11/10, 1/2/10)

Instructions from BPS:

BPS instructs IR to accommodate the sender’s option business practice of sending an open season identifier in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.21 Transactional Reporting - Firm Transportation.
Discussion:

Ms. Davis reviewed the request and the Instruction.  The group reviewed the posted work paper and modified it.  The results of the modification are reflected in Attachment 2.
Motion:
February 2, 2010

Adopt the proposed implementation for R10009 as reflected in Attachment 2 to the  meeting minutes of the February 1-2, 2011 NAESB WGQ Joint Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittes meeting.

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
	2
	0
	2
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Total
	11
	0
	11
	4.00
	0.00
	4


Motion Passes
9.
Other Business

· NAESB WGQ 2011 Annual Plan 

Discussion:

Ms. Davis briefly reviewed the four WGQ 2011 Annual Plan items assigned to the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee and the discussion at the previous meeting.
1.  Reorganize Standards Manuals for Ease of Use

a.
Develop a separate WGQ manual specifically for Informational Postings standards or, alternatively, add the Informational Postings standards to the Additional Standards manual to provide ease in implementation.  (Reorganize Standards Request)

Completion Date:
3rd Quarter

Discussion on AP2011-1:

The group concluded that before we can determine if we ultimately proceed with a full re-organization of the standards, or even just the Informational Posting standards, a matrix of the standards by topic would be beneficial.  
2.  Sample Paper Review 1
a.
Plan for the Review and Update Sample Papers and ASC X12 Samples for all data sets with the exception of the Offer – Standard No. 5.4.24, Bid - Standard No. 5.4.25, Award Download - Standard No. 5.4.26 and the Operational Capacity - Standard No. 0.4.2 and Unsubscribed Capacity - Standard No. 0.4.3 data sets in Capacity Release to ensure consistency with the related data dictionaries. (Sample Paper Review Request) 

Completion Date:
1st Quarter

Discussion on AP2011-2:
No additional discussion on this item. 
3.
Development of EBB Code Values1
a.
Plan for the review of code values and code value descriptions in all data sets to make them easier to understand on the TSPs’ EBB web sites.  (EBB Code Request). 

Completion Date:
2nd  Quarter

Discussion:

The group discussed a variety of ideas on how best to proceed which would provide the greatest flexibility and the least amount of re-implementation.  The ideas included:

1. Add an additional optional EBB Code Value column in the code value dictionaries for all data elements that have code values or in the alternative add the EBB Code column only for the data elements that might benefit from a shortened code

2. Shorten the code value description and move the corresponding pertinent information into the code value definition. 

3. Add a ‘Code Value Description Abbreviation’ (similar to data element business name abbreviations).

Based on the discussion, the group concluded that Option 3 was the best solution.  In addition, where feasible, option 2 could also be employed.  In either case, it may be necessary to create a business standard that says (a) the code value abbreviation is acceptable and/or (b) the code value description, abbreviation or definition is acceptable.  This concept will be confirmed at the next meeting
4.
Development of Error Code Standards1
a.
Plan for the development of meaningful error code values in all data sets to make them easier to understand on the TSPs’ EBB web sites as compared to the X12 DISA error codes.  (Error Code Request) 

Completion Date:
3rd Quarter

Discussion on AP2011-4a:

A variety of options were discussed and open issues identified as follows:
Options:

(1) Invalid / missing / not processed for each new data element and then TSP defined message which provides more detail

(2) Invalid / missing / not processed generic code and include requirement to include message that includes the data element name

(3) Single error code and put all the information in the message

(4) Use the existing error code 999 and put all the information in the message

Open issues:

(1) What happens if someone still wants a data element specific error code?  Would we go ahead and develop new codes OR deny the request and tell the requester that they can develop their own? 
(2) If we have a single generic error code, one solution might be to develop a standard that lines out the format/contents of the error message such as the first piece of information is “invalid”, “missing” or “not processed”; the second piece is the “data element name” and the third piece of information is the TSP defined error message.

(3) Potential new business standard proposed by Ms. Munson:

Where applicable, the same error and/or warning message should appear on both the web and the EDI validation of a transaction.  The service provider of the web or EDI application is responsible for the text of the message presented.

Where applicable the error/warning message should contain the name(s) or abbreviation of the data elements affected using the NAESB date element name.

There was no discussion on the proposed standard at this time.  
In any of the solutions the following would apply:

(1) Existing codes remain

(2) The new code messages have to include the data element name

(3) Users can use the existing codes and/or the new error code(s)
The group also discussed the timing and the order for the processing of the four Annual Plan items.  The group concluded that the approach for Annual Plan Items 3 and 4 need to be resolved before the timing/order can be lined out. 
10.
Next Meeting Dates and Location

Ms. Davis reported that the 2011 dates for the EC and Board of Directors meetings are provided for information only.  Set forth below are these dates along with TENTATIVE dates/locations for the Joint IR/Technical Meetings.  Changes indicated in yellow.
	Dates
	Location
	Host
	Meeting
	Time

	March 1-3, 2011
	Colorado Springs, CO
	El Paso 
	Jt. IR/Tech
	Mar 1-2 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Mar 3 – 8:30 a.m. – 11:30 a.m.

Mountain

	March 22-23, 2011
	Houston, TX
	3/23/11 – 

NAESB Office
3/24/11 – 

Houston Marriott North
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Central 

Note:  the time on Mar 23 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held

	March 24, 2011
	Houston Marriott North 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.
Central

	April 12-14, 2011
	Richmond /Seattle / Tampa / Shelton??
	TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Local time to location 

	May 3-4, 2011
	Carmel, IN
	Aces Power
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Eastern

	May 5, 2011
	Carmel IN
	Aces Power
	WGQ EC
	10:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

Eastern

	June 20-22, 2011
	Omaha, NE
	Northern Natural
	Jt. IR/Tech
	June 20  1:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.

June 21  9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

June 22  8:30 a.m. – 11:30 a.m.

Central

	June 23, 2011
	Houston Marriott North 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central

	July 19-21, 2011
	Salt Lake City, UT 
(Seattle??)
	Kern River
	Jt. IR/Tech
	July 19 and 20   9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

July 21    8:30 a.m. – noon 

Mountain 

	August 16-17, 2011
	Colorado Springs, CO
	El Paso 
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Mountain 

	August 18, 2011
	Colorado Springs, CO
	El Paso 
	WGQ EC
	10:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

Mountain

	Sept 20-21, 2011 
	Houston, TX
	9/20/11 – 

NAESB Office

9/21/11 – 

Houston Marriott North
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Central

Note:  the time on Sept 21 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held

	Sept 22, 2011
	Houston Marriott North 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central

	Oct 25-26, 2011
	Richmond, VA
	Dominion
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Eastern

	Oct 27, 2011
	Richmond, VA
	Dominion
	WGQ EC
	10:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

Eastern

	Nov 15-17, 2011
	Shelton, CT / Tampa ??
	TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	Nov 15 and 16  9:00 a.m.– 4:00 p.m. 

Nov 17   8:30 a.m. – noon 

Local time to location

	Dec 6-7, 2011
	Houston, TX
	12/6/11 – 

NAESB Office

12/7/11 – 

Houston Marriott North
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Central

Note:  the time on Dec 7 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held

	Dec 8, 2011
	Houston Marriott North 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central


11.
Adjourn

Meeting Attendees:  (bold indicates Chair)

	Attendee
	Organization
	2/1/11
	2/2/11

	Pipelines:
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	(
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	( - nv
	( - nv

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Bill Griffith
	Colorado Interstate Gas
	(
	(

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	(
	(

	Rachel Hogge 
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	(

	Paul Love
	Kinder Morgan
	(
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	(2
	(2

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural
	(
	(

	Brian Troicuk
	Alliance Pipeline
	(2
	

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Energy
	(
	(

	Sherrall Vejprava
	Alliance Pipeline
	(3 - nv
	

	Randy Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	(
	(

	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	

	Michael McCrea
	Ventyx
	(
	(

	Sylvia Munson
	SunGard
	(
	(

	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


2  via phone

3 Attended solely for the discussion on R11005
� As business issues are presented to the Information Requirements Subcommittee and Technical Subcommittee, those business issues will be given precedence over WGQ 2011 Annual Plan Item Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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