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During a review of NAESB WGQ Business Practice Standards, versions 1.7 and 1.8 it was determined a correction needed to be applied to Interpretation 7.3.16 where reference is made in the Interpretation to NAESB WGQ Business Practice Standard No. 1.1.8.  NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.1.8 was deleted in final action R03002 (ratified 12/1/2003) but the reference to Standard No. 1.1.8 was not deleted from Interpretation 7.3.16 in both version 1.7 and 1.8 publications of the NAESB WGQ Business Practice Standards. It is recommended the first sentence of paragraph 1 in Interpretation 7.3.16 be deleted since the standard does not exist any more. The minor correction that needs to be made is set forth below:

(Redline) - Interpretation
7.3.16  Which location code should be sent in a request to confirm and confirmation response?  Sender's Code or Recipient's Code?


Interpretation:


As between the interconnected parties, and in the absence of agreement to the contrary: 


(1)
The common code is the data reference number (DRN) in the Petroleum Information database.  There is one DRN for every location nominatable on the facilities of a service provider.  An Interconnect is two points.  One, the point used by the contractually delivering party (operator or TSP) and the other one, the point used by the contractually receiving party (operator or TSP).


(2)
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.20 states 'The receiver of a nomination initiates the confirmation process.  The party that would receive a Request for Confirmation or an unsolicited Confirmation Response may waive the obligation of sender to send.’


(3)
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.4.3 - the dataset itself has the following definition of the data element 'Location*': 'The location where the quantity will be scheduled by the transportation service provider.'  As to which Transportation Service Provider's (TSP) code is within the field 'Location' that is within the 1.4.3 dataset, the contractual flow indicator indicates (as of the January 9, 1997 vote of the EC) as follows: "Indicates the logical direction of flow at a point from the confirmation request originator's perspective".  In order that the remainder of the document sent from the Confirmation Requester be interpreted unambiguously, the contents of the Location code data element in both the Request to Confirm and Confirmation Response document should be the Location code of the party sending the Request to Confirm.

(Clean) - Interpretation
7.3.16  Which location code should be sent in a request to confirm and confirmation response?  Sender's Code or Recipient's Code?


Interpretation:


As between the interconnected parties, and in the absence of agreement to the contrary: 


(1)
The common code is the data reference number (DRN) in the Petroleum Information database.  There is one DRN for every location nominatable on the facilities of a service provider.  An Interconnect is two points.  One, the point used by the contractually delivering party (operator or TSP) and the other one, the point used by the contractually receiving party (operator or TSP).


(2)
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.20 states 'The receiver of a nomination initiates the confirmation process.  The party that would receive a Request for Confirmation or an unsolicited Confirmation Response may waive the obligation of sender to send.’


(3)
NAESB WGQ Standard 1.4.3 - the dataset itself has the following definition of the data element 'Location*': 'The location where the quantity will be scheduled by the transportation service provider.'  As to which Transportation Service Provider's (TSP) code is within the field 'Location' that is within the 1.4.3 dataset, the contractual flow indicator indicates (as of the January 9, 1997 vote of the EC) as follows: "Indicates the logical direction of flow at a point from the confirmation request originator's perspective".  In order that the remainder of the document sent from the Confirmation Requester be interpreted unambiguously, the contents of the Location code data element in both the Request to Confirm and Confirmation Response document should be the Location code of the party sending the Request to Confirm.

