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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 – December 6-7, 2011
DATE:

December 22, 2011 

Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees Meeting

December 6-7, 2011

Location:
Houston, TX
1.
Welcome and Introductions – Ms. Davis welcomed everyone and thanked the NAESB Office for hosting the meeting.  The participants in the room and on the phone 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 revised draft minutes and attachments as posted for the November 15-17, 2011 Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees meeting were adopted as final without any objection.

6.
Minor Corrections – Technical Aspects 

Time provided to address any requests for minor corrections that may be submitted prior to the meeting.
None were submitted prior to the meeting.

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.

· R11008
Enbridge 
Request:

Accommodate the ability in Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation of not sending a contract end date on a sender’s business conditional basis
(Relevant Minutes: BPS – 9/8/11, 9/28/11, 11/15-17/11)
Discussion:
Ms. Davis reported that while reviewing the discussion from the last meeting, she was concerned about moving forward on the solution developed which did not utilize a sender’s business conditional usage.  The concern is based on the fact that the instructions from BPS specifically directed that a sender’ business conditional solution be used.  The following instruction from BPS was reviewed:
BPS instructs IR to accommodate not sending a contract end date in the Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation data set based on the sender’s business conditional business practice.  

The group decided to report the issue to BPS at their next meeting to determine how to proceed.  Discussion on this item will continue next month.

· R11011
Williston Basin 
Request:

Accommodate the sender’s business conditional business practice of communicating the capacity type in the Bid, Award and Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release data sets.  
(Relevant Minutes: BPS – 9/28/11, 10/13/11; Jt. IR/Technical 11/15-17/11)
Discussion:
Ms Davis reminded the group that the instructions from BPS for R11011 may result in the same situation as R11008 above.  She reported that she will bring this up to BPS as well.  
8.
NAESB WGQ 11 Annual Plan Item 7 – Common Code: Modifications to support removal of location common codes from NAESB WGQ standards
(Relevant Minutes: EC – 10/28/10; BPS - 11/11/10, 12/02/10, 1/27/11; EC – 2/3/11; BPS - 2/22/11, 3/11/11, 3/31/11, 04/12/11 proposal sent out for informal comment; EC – 5/5/11; BPS - 7/07/11, 7/28/11, 8/04/11, 8/11/11; EC – 8/18/11; BPS – 9/1/11; 9/8/11; 9/14/11 proposal sent out for formal comments; EC – 10/19/11, Jt. IR/Technical 10/25-26/11, 11/15-17/11)

See Work Paper 1 – AP2011-7 – FERC comments on Facility Types

Work Paper 2 – AP2011-7 – To do list
Work Paper 3 – AP2011-7 – Location Data Download 

Discussion:
Ms. Davis reported that at the December 5, 2011 Contracts Subcommittee she had discussed the issue discovered last month regarding the Exhibit for the model OBA Agreement, NAESB WGQ Standard No.6.5.2 and the proposed modifications from this group.  The Contracts Subcommittee concurred with the IR/Technical suggestions and such will be included in the final recommendation on the technical implementation.  

The group reviewed Work Papers 2 and 3 and made modifications as appropriate.  It was decided to change the name of the data element ‘Facility Type Indicator’ to ‘Location Type Indicator’ as it better represents its purpose.  It was also decided to include a link to the FERC website location for the TSP’s FERC CID.  This link will be included in the condition for the data elements ‘Transportation Service Provider FERC CID’ and ‘Upstream/Downstream Entity FERC CID.’  The results of the subcommittees’ work at this meeting can be found in the following attachments to the minutes:

ATT 1 – AP2011-7 – To do list
ATT 2 – AP2011-7 – Location Download Data Set Redlined (redline of posted Work Paper 3)
Questions discussed during the development of the new Location Download data set: 
1.
Should there be a standard on how long the data download has to be available on line?

A:
There are different ways to create the download.  Two of the possible methods are a daily report that is posted or a download that is created on demand.  Regardless of the method used to create the download, the real issue is how long the data has to be retained on the report – such as, how long the download would need to include information on a location once it is identified as inactive.  Most participants did not feel a need to have any specific rules established.  The general opinion is that people who are using this data set would be transacting business on line.  In so doing, if they are provided a list of locations to choose from when transacting business (e.g. noms), the inactive point would not be there as a selection OR, if they enter a location that is no longer active, it would come back with an error.  Additionally, notices that effect scheduling (which the inactivation of the point could be one) would be considered ‘critical’ and would provide advance warning of when points will become inactive.  
2.
Do we need a standardized order for the data elements?
A:
No.  NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 0.3.z4 and 4.3.81 explain that the order of the data elements is at the option of the sender.  In NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z3, it says: ‘In addition to the data contained in NAESB WGQ Standard No. [0.4.z1], the TSP may provide additional data.’  However, NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.81 states that new data elements would need to comply with NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.52 which requires the filing of a request for new data elements.  This appears to be a conflict with 0.3.z4.  It was suggested that IR send BPS the following concept:

· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 0.3.z3 to state that additional data should be following the data prescribed in the data set

· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 0.3.z4 to delete the reference to NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 4.3.81
· Add a new standard or modify NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 0.3.z4 that specifies that the first row of the download dictates the order of the data to follow, that the order of the prescribed data is at the option of the sender. 

3.
Should NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.23 be modified for a standard location for the data download?
A:
Yes.  The exact location was not discussed at this time.  
4.
Do we need a standard that requires that dates be in a certain format, or add a column for formats, or add the formatting requirements in the data element definition? – 
A:
No.  NAESB WGQ Standard No. 0.3.z4 states, in part, that the format should comply with existing NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.80 wherein the date/time format is set as YYYYMMDD HH:MM.  
Note:
This is slightly different than the format in the implementation notes provided from BPS. 
Topics identified for possible inclusion in the TIBP:
· Multiple occurrences of associated data (i.e. many to one such as parties at an interconnect)

The development of the written documentation (TIBP, Executive Summary, etc.) will begin at the next meeting.
9.
NAESB WGQ 2011 Annual Plan Items 1 – 4 - Discussion, Q&A and a balanced vote for each item - as time permits and in the order that best utilizes the subcommittees’ time.

(Relevant Minutes: Jt. IR/technical – 1/11-13/21, 2/1-2/11, 3/1-3/11, 3/22-23/11, 4/12-14/11, 
5/3-4/11, 5/24-26/11, 6/20-22/11, 7/19-21/11, 08/16-17/11, 9/20-21/11)
2011 Annual Plan Item 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:

The group continued the review of the Flowing Gas Related Standards (NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 2.1.1 – 2.3.65) and corresponding data sets (NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 2.4.1 – 2.4.18).  
The results can be found in Attachment 3 (Attachment 3a for members and 3b for non-members) to these minutes.  NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 2.3.5 and 2.3.25 were added to the list of standards which require additional discussion.  These standards are highlighted in yellow on Attachment 3 and listed in Attachment 4. 

The following 3 Annual Plan items will be processed simultaneously:
2011 Annual Plan Item 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:
2nd Quarter

2011 Annual Plan 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

2011 Annual Plan Item 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

(Relevant Minutes: Jt. IR/Technical – 1/11-13/21, 2/1-2/11, 3/1-3/11, 3/22-23/11, 4/12-14/11, 5/3-4/11, 6/20-22/11, 7/19-21/11, 8/16-17/11, 9/20-21/11)
Discussion on 2011 Annual Plan Items 2, 3, and 4
The group reviewed the discussion on error/warning codes from the September 2011 meeting.  The table below reflects the current implementation in the Quick Responses:

	Business Name
(Abbreviation)
	Definition
	EDI/FF Usage
	Condition

	Validation Code
(Val Cd)
	Code that identifies errors/warnings.
	M (C)
	Required when Transaction Status Code indicates that an error or warning was issued.

	Validation Message
(Val Message)
	A text field which further explains the error or warning depicted by the Validation Code.
	SO
	


Based on the discussions at the September and November, 2011 meetings, following are the current thoughts on how to proceed.  
· Keep existing validation codes

· Continue to add ‘not processed’ codes for every new data element at the applicable level(s) 
· Continue to add ‘missing’ codes for every new data element at the applicable level(s) 
· Add new generic ‘invalid’ - create errors and warnings at each level and refer to a new standard that sets out the rules for the validation message.  Each quick response data set would include a footnote on the data element Validation Message to refer to this new standard.

· Change the usage on the data element Validation Message to be conditional.  Condition will be: ‘Mandatory if error/warning is one of the following codes (include a list for the given quick response of the codes for the generic ‘invalid’), otherwise sender’s option.’
Given the above, there is no current need to add new codes for ‘not processed’ and ‘missing’ codes.  They will be assigned as new data elements are added.  

Proposed rule aspects:

· Add a new standard in the Nominations and Flowing Gas Standards Manual.

· Applies to Quick Responses (Nominations, Confirmations, and PDA)
· When the message is required – invalid situation where not otherwise detailed in the existing code values and descriptions.  The option exists that if there already is a code value with detailed info, the TSP can still use it OR they can switch to the new generic ‘invalid’ and create the message
· How you use it – data element and/or the message explaining the nature of the error with sufficient detail.

Proposed NAESB WGQ Standard No. X.3.Z:  (model after NAESB WGQ Standard No. 5.3.72):
For NAESB WGQ Standard No(s) (1.4.2 and 1.4.7) (2.4.2), a Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide a specific error/warning validation message(s) assigned by the TSP when the existing error/warning validation code values and descriptions do not provide sufficient detail such that the recipient of the document understands the nature of the validation error/warning.  
When a non-specific data element ‘invalid’ error/warning code is provided, a corresponding error/warning validation message should also be provided.  

Such error/warning validation message(s) should include the name of the relevant data element, if appropriate, along with the corresponding error/warning validation message.  
Still need to include the concept that even if there is an existing code, the TSP can convert to using the new generic code. 
The Nomination Quick Response data dictionary was reviewed and modified.  The cumulative results for modifications to date for the data sets reviewed can be found in Attachment 5 to these minutes.  

9.
Other Business

None
10.
Next Meeting Dates and Location

Ms. Davis reported that the 2012 dates for the EC and Board of Directors meetings are provided for information only.  She confirmed that Northern Natural will host the April meeting.  Set forth below are the dates.  Changes since the previous meeting are indicated in yellow.
2012 Proposed calendar:

Dates / Locations for IR/Technical Confirmed
Dates / Locations for EC, BOD or Advisory Committee Confirmed
Dates / Locations proposed and tentative 

	Dates
	Location
	Host
	Meeting
	Time

	Jan 10-12, 2012
	Salt Lake City
	Kern River
	Jt. IR/Tech
	1/10/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 
1/11/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

1/12/12 - 8:30 a.m. – 11:30 a.m. 

Mountain

	Feb 4, 2012
	Washington, DC
	NAESB
	Advisory Committee
	

	Feb 21-22, 2012
	Phoenix, AZ
	SRP 
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Mountain

	Feb 23, 2012
	Phoenix, AZ
	SRP 
	WGQ EC
	9:00 a.m. – 3:00 p.m.

Mountain

	March 20-21, 2012
	Houston, TX
	3/20/12 – TBD

3/21/12 - TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	3/20/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

3/21/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. **

Central 

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

	March 22, 2012
	Houston - TBD 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central

	April 10-12, 2012
	Omaha, NE 
	Northern Natural 
	Jt. IR/Tech
	4/10/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.
4/11/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.
4/12/12 - 8:30a.m. – 11:00 a.m.

Central

	May 1-2, 2012
	Carmel, IN
	Aces Power
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Eastern

	May 3, 2012
	Carmel, IN
	Aces Power
	WGQ EC
	9:00 a.m. – 3:00 p.m.

Eastern

	June 19-20, 2012
	Houston
	TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	6/19/12  9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

6/20/12  9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. **

Central 

Note:  the time on June 20 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held.

	June 21, 2012
	Houston - TBD 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central

	July 17-19, 2012
	Shelton, CT
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Eastern 

	August 21-22, 2012
	Colorado Springs, CO
	El Paso 
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Mountain 

	August 23, 2012
	Colorado Springs, CO
	El Paso 
	WGQ EC
	9:00 a.m. – 3:00 p.m.

Mountain

	Sept 18-19, 2012 
	Houston, TX
	9/18/11 – TBD
9/19/11 – TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9/18/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.
9/19/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Central

Note:  the time on Sept 19 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held

	Sept 20, 2012
	Houston - TBD 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central

	Oct 23-24, 2012
	Richmond, VA
	Dominion
	Jt. IR/Tech
	9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Eastern

	Oct 25, 2012
	Richmond, VA
	Dominion
	WGQ EC
	9:00 a.m. – 3:00 p.m.

Eastern

	Nov 13-15, 2012
	Houston, TX
	TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	11/13/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 
11/14/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

11/15/12 - 8:30a.m. – 11:00 a.m.

Central

	Dec 4-5, 2012
	Houston, TX
	12/4/12 – TBD
12/5/11 – TBD
	Jt. IR/Tech
	12/4/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m. 
12/5/12 - 9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.

Central

Note:  the time on Dec 5 is dependent on when the WGQ Leadership meeting is being held

	Dec 6, 2012
	Houston - TBD 
	NAESB
	BOD
	9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.

Central


11.
Adjourn

Meeting Attendees:  (bold indicates Chair/EC Representative)

	Attendee
	Organization
	12/6/11
	12/7/11

	Pipelines:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	--
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Megan Doss
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	( - nv
	( - nv

	Doug Field
	Southern Star
	--
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(

	Rachel Hogge 
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	(

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission
	(1
	(1

	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline
	(
	( 

	Deborah Plattsmier
	Chevron Pipeline 
	(
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas
	(1
	--

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural
	(
	(

	Ron Tomlinson
	Dominion Transmission
	--
	(

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Energy Pipeline
	(
	(

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Note 1 – Attended via phone


� 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.








IR/Technical December 6-7, 2011
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