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RECOMMENDATION TO NAESB WGQ EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Reformatted and Redlined by Williams Gas Pipeline
Requester:
National Fuel Gas Supply 
Request No.:
C70002

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

      Accept as requested



      Change to Existing Practice

      Accept as modified below


      Status Quo

      Decline

2.  TYPE OF MAINTENANCE

Per Request:




Per Recommendation:
      Initiation




      Initiation 

      Modification




      Modification

  X  Interpretation



  X  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:


· Add proposed NAESB WGQ Standard 7.3.x1 as an interpretation of NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.16.
INTERPRETATIONS LANGUAGE:
7.3.x1
Clarify that on a Transportation Service Provider’s (TSP) Informational Postings Web site downloads of information can be in HTML or RTF format.
Interpretation:
Both, HTML or RTF are valid formats for downloads from a TSP’s Informational Postings Web site.  In the NAESB WGQ Standards Version 1.7, Standard 4.3.16, states “The documents identified in NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.6 should be available in HTML or RTF format…”.  InVersion 1.7, NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.6 was deleted since the type of information posted on Informational Postings Web sites has been expanded with other standards detailing the posting requires.  In Version 1.8, NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.16 was modified in an attempt to broaden the possible acceptable formats by referencing Appendix C of the NAESB WGQ Quadrant Electronic Delivery Mechanism Related Standards, which lists and identifies parameters for formats for postings.  RTF remains listed in NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.16 and HTML is listed in Appendix C, thus both are valid formats and, given the definition of download in NAESB WGQ Standard 4.2.2, are valid download formats.
4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
a.  Description of Request:

Clarify that on a Transportation Service Provider’s (TSP) Informational Postings Web site downloads of information can be in HTML or RTF format.

b.  Description of Recommendation:

Interpretations Subcommittee
See the meeting minutes for the following WGQ Interpretations Subcommittee:

· January 18, 2008
· January 28, 2008

Motion:
January 28, 2008

Adopt the revised interpretation noted in the above link. 

(http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/wgq_interpretations012808a1.doc)

	Interpretations Subcommittee Members and Voting Record


	Segment
	Member
	Organization
	Attendance
	Vote 

	Pipelines
	Paul Love
	NGPL
	Phone
	S

	
	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
	Phone
	S

	LDCs
	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	Phone
	S

	Producers
	Richard Smith
	ExxonMobil
	Absent
	

	Services
	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana
	In Person
	S

	End Users
	Tina Burnett
	The Boeing Company
	Absent
	

	
	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	Phone
	S


Motion Passes
� Voting Record Legend:  S = Support; O = Oppose; A = Abstain; B = Notational Ballot
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