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RECOMMENDATION TO NAESB WGQ EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

NAESB WGQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 7b/

NAESB WGQ 2008 Annual Plan Item 4b
Recommendation Part 2 - Technical Implementation 

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

      Accept as requested


      Change to Existing Practice

      Accept as modified below


  X  Status Quo

      Decline

2.  TYPE OF MAINTENANCE

Per Request:




Per Recommendation:
      Initiation




      Initiation 

      Modification




      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)

      Business Practice Standard (x.3.z)

      Document (x.4.z)



      Document (x.4.z)

      Data Element (x.4.z)


      Data Element (x.4.z)

      Code Value (x.4.z)



      Code Value (x.4.z)

      X12 Implementation Guide


      X12 Implementation Guide

      Business Process Documentation

      Business Process Documentation

3.  RECOMMENDATION

SUMMARY:


The purpose is of this recommendation is to reflect the technical changes, if any, that are necessary for the implementation of NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.3.x1 which was adopted by the NAESB WGQ Executive Cmmittee on May 15, 2008.  

TECHNICAL CHANGE LOG (all instructions to accomplish the recommendation)

No Technical Changes Necessary.
4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
a.  Description of Request:

WGQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 7b –

Respond to directives of FERC Order No. 698 issued 6-25-07, Docket Nos. RM05-5-001 and RM96-1-027 as related to the NAESB reports submitted in Docket No. RM05-28-000:
¶ 63 of Order No. 698:  “The Commission is not modifying its requirement for within-the-path scheduling as adopted in Order No. 637.  The example posited by NAESB appears consistent with the within-the-path scheduling concept and with pipeline proposals that have been accepted.   It would not be appropriate for the Commission here to try to provide generic clarification to cover all possible proposals by pipelines for according flexibility to shippers.  These proposals will have to be judged on an individual basis.  In addition, NAESB can consider through its consensus process possible standards for according increased receipt and delivery point flexibility.” (emphasis added)
b.  Description of Recommendation:

WGQ Executive Committee 

See meeting minutes for the NAESB WGQ Executive Committee Meeting:

· 05/15/08

The following standard was adopted by super majorty vote:

STANDARDS LANGUAGE: 

(For reference purposes only – not to be voted on as part of this recommendation)

Proposed Standard 1.3.x1:  To the extent the Transportation Service Provider's (TSP) other scheduling requirements are met, a TSP should support the ability of a Service Requester  to redirect scheduled quantities to other receipt points upstream of a constraint point or delivery points downstream of a constraint point at any of the TSP’s subsequent nomination cycle(s) for the subject gas day, at least under the same contract, without a requirement that the quantities be rescheduled through the point of constraint. 

WGQ Joint Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittees
See meeting minutes for the Joint NAESB WGQ Information Requirements / Technical Subcommittee as follows:
· 04/16/2008

Motion:
No technical changes are necessary.

	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
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion passes

c.  Business Purpose:

d.  Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s):
3
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