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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 October 27-28, 2009
DATE:

November 17, 2009 
Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees Meeting

October 27-28, 2009 – 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. (Eastern)

Location:
Glen Allen, VA
Host:

Dominion

1.
Welcome and Introductions – Ms. Davis thanked Dominion Transmission for hosting the meeting and welcomed everyone.  The participants in the room and on the phone introduced themselves.
2.
Housekeeping – Mr. Tomlinson 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, as posted, for the September 22-24, 2009 Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees meeting were adopted as final without any objections.

6.
Minor Corrections – Technical Aspects 

No new minor corrections have been posted. 
7.
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 Capacity (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)

Discussion:

Mr. Stender reported that he had contacted DISA and obtained the following results on the requests that we had filed several months ago:

Code Maintenance Requests were approved and will be published in 6020:

· ZON in data element 98 for Zone.

· OA in data element 640 for Operational Capacity

· AOR in data element 1270 for Authorized Overrun Indicator  attach to code source 293

· ITI in data element 1270 for Interruptible Indicator  attach to code source 293

· LPC in data element 1270 for Location Purpose Code attach to code source 293

· LQT in data element 1270 for Location/Quantity Type Indicator attach to code source 293

· V8 in data element 673 for Unsubscribed Capacity.

· The requested code value ‘US’ in data element 640 for Unsubscribed Capacity has been deferred.  Mr. Stender indicated that when submitted, the segment was incorrect in the request, QTY vs. BGN.  A revised request was submitted.  DISA has indicated that this will be addressed at its next conference call in November. 
Mr. Stender indicated that in order to make the Operationally Available or the Unsubscribed Capacity transactions work in the 873 transaction set, we requested DISA to modify the REF segment to be greater than one.  Mr. Stender was able to confirm that this request was approved. 

· 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.
Discussion:

Mr. Stender reported that DISA has denied the request for RTE (Route) because instead of it being a new code, it should be RU – Route Number.  A response was sent back to DISA explaining that this is not necessarily a number because it can be alphanumeric.  DISA suggested that we send a Data Maintenance Request to change the description of RU from Route Number to Route Identifier.  If a request is submitted, DISA said they will process it during their conference call in November.  

Motion:
Direct Mr. Stender to submit a new Data Maintenance Request to DISA as explained above.
Vote:
no opposition. 

Mr. Stender reported that for the non-capacity release data sets, on May 15, 2009 he submitted a Code Maintenance Request (CMR) to ASC X12 to add “IBM” as a new code value for data element 128 – which is used in the 873 data sets, N9 Segment.  DISA rejected this request because the ‘imbalance month’ is a date and should be in a date segment DTM or DTP.  A revised request was submitted to add a DTM segment in the SLN Loop.  DISA rejected that request because the SLN is optional under the DTM loop because if you add the DTM segment in the SLN loop, you would not know if it was under the SLN or if it was the start of the DTM segment, thereby creating a technical conflict.  DISA suggest that we request a DTP segment in the SLN loop.  A DTP segment is similar to the DTM segment.  A DTP segment has 3 data elements and the DTM has six.  The data elements we were proposing to use in the DTM (data elements 1, 5 and 6) are also in the DTP, therefore there is not a problem for us to use the DTP segment.  A second revised request was filed for the suggested DTP segment.  DISA indicated this request will be processed at the next meeting in January, 2010 in Seattle. 
It was also noted that this request may be dependent on the further processing of R97064 (minutes below). 
8.
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.
· 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)

Discussion:
Ms. Davis reviewed the 4 work papers posted for the meeting:  
WP 1 – Draft report to BPS - http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ir_tech102709w1.doc 

WP 2 – Draft Offer data set - http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ir_tech102709w2.doc 
WP 3 – List of data sets impacted – http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ir_tech102709w3.doc  
WP 4 – Standards & interpretations impacted - http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_ir_tech102709w4.doc 
Discussion:

Modifications to the work papers are incorporated in Attachments 1-4 to these meeting minutes.

Note:
Mr. Novak pointed out that the phone numbers in the Sample Papers for all the data sets need to be reviewed and modified to ensure that the phone numbers are not real phone numbers. 

Motion:
Adopt the Draft Report to BPS and the three attachments and send them to BPS for further action.

Vote:
Simple Majority vote - No opposition

· R08020
TVA et al
Request:
Provide enhanced granularity for public utilities in identifying critical operational flow orders
(Relevant Minutes:
EC/Triage – 8/28/08; BPS –1/3/09, 3/12/09, 4/21/09; Joint IR/Technical – 8/18-19/09, 9/22-23/09)

Instructions to IR from BPS 4/21/09

The WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee instructs the WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to modify the WGQ Standard No. 5.4.16 – System Wide Notices to create a Sample Paper of e-mail notices (e.g. Critical Notices) which are sent pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.3.38.  Further, the Technical Implementation of Business Processes for NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.16 should be modified to include an explanation of how to implement NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.3.34 - 5.3.40. 

In addition, IR should review and add code values, as appropriate, for the data element ‘Notice Type’.  Code values proposed to be added to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.3.38 should be returned to the WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee for potential modifications to NAESB WGQ Standard No 4.3.29.

Discussion:

The group continued the discussion on additional code values for the data element Notice Type in WGQ Standard No. 5.4.16 – System Wide Notices.  Attachment 5 to these minutes is the Working Document for this request and reflects the work product to date.

Concepts for development:

· Add ability to send more than one Notice Type.
· Add the ability to send TSP defined notice type(s) that can not be the ‘primary’ Notice Type but can be one of the additional Notice Types.

· EDI Structure modifications: - The group discussed two options for implementation:
Option 1:


· Request from DISA to add a REF segment within the MIT loop for Additional Notice Types at position 0150.
· REF01 = Additional Notice Type

· REF02 = Notice Type Code  (including – TSP Defined)

· REF03 = text explaining the code if the Notice Type Code is “TSP Defined”

Example a:
multiple NAESB Notice Types

EDI:


MIT01

10
(Intraday Bump)

REF01
Add
(Additional Notice Type) 

REF02
04
(OFO)
this is the code value for the additional types

REF01
ADD

REF02
08
(Capacity Constraint)

MSG01
‘You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO’
e-mail:

Subject Line:
Critical, Bump/OFO/CapConstraint, 20091027, PEPL, 1234567

e-mail text:
You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO.

Example b:
multiple notice types of which one is TSP defined

EDI:


MIT01

10
(Intraday Bump)

REF01
Add
(Additional Notice Type) 

REF02
04
(OFO)
this is the code value for the additional types

REF01
ADD

REF02
08
(Capacity Constraint)

REF01
Add

REF02
TSP
(TSP Defined) 

REF03
Pig Run

MSG01
“You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO because a pig is in the line segment.”

e-mail:

Subject Line:
Critical, Bump/OFO/CapConstraint/TSP Defined-Pig Run, 20091027, PEPL, 1234567

e-mail text:
You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO because a pig is in the line segment.

Option 2:

· Utilize the existing MSG Segment (Message Text).

· Require that the first occurrence of the MSG is exactly the same as the subject line in the e-mail

· The body of the e-mail message would then follow in subsequent MSG segments (the MSG data element has a size limit of 264 characters and there can be up to 100,000 occurrences of the MSG). 

Example:
multiple notice types of which one is TSP defined (same as Example 1b above)
EDI:

MIT01:
Notice
MSG01:
Critical, Bump/OFO/CapConstraint/ Pig Run, 20091027, PEPL, 1234567
MSG01:
You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO because a pig is in the line segment. 
e-mail:

Subject Line:
Critical, Bump/OFO/CapConstraint/Pig Run, 20091027, PEPL, 1234567

e-mail text:
You are bumped due to a capacity constraint which is also requiring an OFO because a pig is in the line segment.
Option 1 would require requesting DISA for an EDI structural change to add a REF segment and to add a code value to REF01 that says there are additional notice type(s).  Once this is approved by DISA, when a TSP wants to send a TSP Defined code, it would require the use of the code “TSP Defined” in the REF02 for each of the additional codes which are then defined by the TSP as shown in REF03. 

Option 2 would require a modification for all TSPs, however it will make a more consistent implementation because it is comparable to the way the e-mail is sent.  It also can be implemented without having to submit any requests to DISA.
After extensive discussion, the group decided to proceed with Option 2.  
The group discussed the modifications to the business standards which need to be suggested to BPS.  .  The modifications include:
· Modify Standard No. 4.3.28 to accommodate multiple Notice Types
· Modify Standard No. 4.3.29 to add the ‘abbreviations’ (formerly ‘labels’) for the new Notice Types

· New Standard No. 5.3.x1 to accommodate (not require) the sending of multiple Notice Types in position 2 in the e-mail subject line which, if sent, are separated by a forward slash (‘/’).  

· New Standard No. 5.3.x2 to explain that the TSP defined notice type, can not be the first Notice Type in the list of notice types
Additional Notice Types in the following table were further discussed:  Notice Types previously proposed that are shown in italics/strike out indicate that those new notice types will not be requested as they can be included under another Notice Type rather than separately identifying.  
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	BTU Factors
	( could be included under ‘Gas Quality’

	Capacity Release
	General information related to capacity release including, but not limited to, supported pricing indices.

	Cash Out 
	[no definition necessary]

	Computer System Status
	Notice of enhancements or updates of, issues related to, or availability of computer system(s). 

	Customer Services Update
	General customer service information, e.g. calendars, customer events / presentations, and weekend / holiday coverage, availability of invoices, etc.

	Fuel Factors / Update
	( could be included under ‘Rate and Charges

	Gas Quality
	Notice of gas quality issues/warning/information.

	Imbalance Trading
	Information related to imbalance trading

	Invoices
	( could be included under Customer Service Updates

	Location Change
	Addition, modification or deletion of location(s) which is a point, segment or zone.

	Operational Alert
	Alert of operational status potentially requiring action by customers.

	Pig Run
	( could be included under ‘Maintenance’

	Pipeline Conditions 
	General information related to system operating conditions

	Planned Service Outage
	[no definition necessary]

	PTR Percentage
	Notice of percentages used for plant thermal reduction

	Scheduling Alert 
	(affecting the timeline)

	Storage
	[no definition necessary] 

	Over/Under Performance
	Information related to actual third party operational flow rates above/below scheduled quantities.

	Weekend / Holiday Coverage
	( could be included under Customer Service Updates

	Weather Alert
	Notices related to weather events potentially affecting operations, e.g. hurricanes, freeze-offs, etc. 


Remaining to be accomplished:

TIBP to explain how to send multiple notice types and the use of TSP defined notice types
Modify TIBP as required per BPS instruction to explain e-mails

Sample Paper for e-mails

Finalize technical details

SAMPLE ASC X12 TRANSACTION to modify the MSG01 to include the Notice Type(s) and explain the remaining MSG01’s will be the text of the notice
Move the MIT02 – Notice Status to the MIT01 and take out the current MIT01 – Notice Type

Transaction Set Table – change usage C1 under the REF table from MIT02 to MIT01

Move the Notice Type Table to the MSG table
Submit memo to BPS with standards and implementation. 

· R08028
El Paso Natural Gas

Request:

Eliminate Standard No. 5.4.4 (Replacement Capacity)

(Relevant Minutes
BPS – 4/30/09, 7/2/09)

Instruction from BPS:

BPS recommends the deletion of WGQ Standard No, 5.4.4 – Replacement Capacity.  BPS instructs the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee to delete the data set and corresponding references to it in the implementation guides.

Discussion:
It was determined that the processing of this request will be put on hold until an answer is received from BPS regarding 2008 Annual Plan Item 5 / 2009 Annual Plan Item 4 – Review capacity release transactions upload and related responses to determine suitability for EDI.  If the BPS decides for that project to move forward, R98028 will be processed in conjunction.  If BPS determines to not proceed with the above referenced annual plan item, we will proceed with processing R98028 separately. 

· R09001
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America

Request:
Add two data elements (Negotiated Rate Indicator and All Points Indicator) to the Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation (Standard No. 5.4.22) 
(Relevant Minutes
BPS – 4/30/09, 7/2/09)

Instruction from BPS:

BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the following two items in NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.4.22 – Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation:

· the sender’s option business practice of communicating negotiated rates; and 

· the communication of location information either through a single location, a reference to a list of locations or a reference to all the points on the pipeline, so long as location information is communicated.  

Discussion:

Mr. Love explained the request.  Preliminary work was done as reflected in Attachment 6 - working document.  Ms. Davis indicated that she will prepare a work paper for the next meeting that incorporates the ideas reflected in Attachment 6. 
· 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).

Discussion:


In August, during the discussion on R05027 (see above), it was recognized that the PDA and Allocation need to be brought up to X12 compliance.  At that time a review was made of the work done to date for R97064, subsequent to the publication NAESB Version 1.5 (published June 18, 2001) it appears that 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

Items Pending Action by Others or on Other Requests:

Set forth below are items still pending:
· Operationally Available Capacity and R99033
Dynegy - 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 - Real time capacity info 

AND
R04038
Transwestern Pipeline Company, LLC - Operationally Available and Unsubscribed Capacity Data Set (5.4.13) – accommodate the senders option business practice of indicating whether authorized overrun has been scheduled

10/27/09
See minutes above – pending outcome of DISA meeting in November, 2009.
· 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 to be processed by DISA in November.  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
9.
Next Meeting Dates and Location

November 17-18, 2009

Joint IR / Technical
Salt Lake City, UT


Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission
2755 E. Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 300

Salt Lake City, UT 84121

Time:
9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. (Mountain Time)

December 8-9, 2009

Joint IR / Technical
Houston, TX



Host:
Panhandle Energy Pipelines 

The group discussed a proposed calendar for the first half of 2010.  The following dates will be submitted to the NAESB office:
January 12-14. 2010
Salt Lake City, UT (Host: Kern River Gs Transmission)

February 2-3, 2010

EC Location (Host TBD)
March 23-24, 2010

Houston, TX (Host TBD)

April 20-22, 2010

Tentative: Colorado Springs (Host: El Paso West)
May 11-12, 2010

EC Location (Host TBD)
June ? - ?, 2010

Omaha. NE (Host – Northern Natural Gas)

10. Adjourn:

Meeting Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization
	10/27/09
	10/28/09

	Pipelines:
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	(
	(

	Amy Burden
	Enbridge
	(
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	nv
	nv

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Bill Griffith
	Colorado Interstate 
	--
	(

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	(
	(

	Rachel Hogge
	Dominion Transmission
	nv
	nv

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission
	nv
	nv

	Paul Love
	Kinder Morgan 
	(
	(

	Tsa Richardson
	Dominion Transmission
	nv
	nv

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural Gas
	--
	(

	Ron Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	(

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Energy 
	(
	(

	Randy Young
	Boardwalk Pipelines
	--
	(

	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	

	Robert Pulcini
	Ventyx
	(
	(

	Sylvia Munson
	SunGard
	(
	(

	Producers:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	Phone
	Phone

	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


( = attend in person
nv = not voting / attend in person
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