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TO:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) and Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
Regina Jang, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
WGQ BPS Conference Call Draft Minutes – April 21, 2026
DATE:

April 29, 2026
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT

Business Practices Subcommittee

Conference Call with Webcasting

Tuesday, April 21, 2026 from 1:00 AM to 3:00 PM
DRAFT MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Schoene opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. Ms. Jang provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder. Mr. Schoene reviewed the agenda with the participants. Ms. Jang noted an error in the date and made the change to the correct meeting date accordingly. Mr. Sappenfield moved, seconded by Mr. McCord, to adopt the agenda with the correction as final. The motion passed without opposition.
Mr. Schoene reviewed the draft minutes from the March 18, 2026 meeting with the participants. Ms. Lopez moved, seconded by Mr. Burden, to adopt the draft minutes as final. The motion passed without opposition. The final meeting minutes may be accessed through the following link: https://naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_bps031826fm.doc 
2. Begin Discussion on Standards Request R26005 – Request to consider adding four new data elements to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.1 Pre-determined Allocation: Swing Contract, Swing Location, Swing Limit, and Swing Percentage
Mr. Schoene stated that Kinder Morgan had submitted Standards Request R26005 and asked Ms. Van Pelt to review the Request. 
Ms. Van Pelt stated that the Request proposes to modify the Pre-determined Allocation (PDA) standards to support a swing contract by adding four new data elements: Swing Contract, Swing Storage Location, Swing Limit, and Swing Percentage. She stated that the proposed elements would be in addition to the Service Requester Contract included in the PDA and support a rate schedule option that allows the operator to resolve ending daily imbalances at delivery points by swinging quantities to a storage contract, either as a swing injection or a swing withdrawal, at the time of allocation under a confirming party’s operating balancing agreement (OBA).  
Ms. Van Pelt noted that this business practice had previously been managed internally within pipelines operated by Kinder Morgan, such as Tennessee Gas Pipeline, but is now being made available to operators on the Electronic Bulletin Board (EBB). She stated that the data elements proposed in the Request will help standardize this process, which has been approved by FERC, so that it is available to any EDI customer.
Ms. Van Pelt then provided an overview of each proposed data element, noting that using the general term Swing rather than Swing Storage, and classifying the elements as business conditionals, would allow transportation service providers (TSPs) to allocate quantities under an additional contract without limiting the use of elements to storage.
Ms. Hogge asked whether the elements would be used only when the PDA identifier includes a swing or whether it could apply to any type of PDA. Ms. Van Pelt answered that it would be used when swing is applicable.
Mr. Connor asked how the service requester would use the PDA to resolve an imbalance. Ms. Van Pelt explained that the PDA would specify the storage contract to which service requesters may swing for injection or withdrawal to resolve imbalances and avoid cash-out.
Mr. Connor asked whether a swing storage contract would be firm or interruptible, noting that service requesters would be required to pay a monthly charge for storage. He asked whether there is a possibility that the requested quantity may not be scheduled under an interruptible storage contract when storage capacity is being used by others. Mr. Harris confirmed that the scheduled quantity may not be guaranteed under interruptible storage but noted that the majority of Kinder Morgan Tennessee Gas Pipeline’s swing storage contacts are firm contracts.
Mr. Connor asked what would be an appropriate definition of swing, asking whether it simply means that deliveries are directed to a different location or contract. Ms. Van Pelt stated that swing is not a new term within NAESB, noting that standards already include a PDA allocation method and code value that allow scheduled line items designated as swing to receive the remaining allocation after all non-swing scheduled line items have been allocated their scheduled quantities. She noted that the swing contract builds on this concept by identifying a contract that enables the additional option of swinging the remaining allocation quantities to storage through injection or withdrawal to resolve daily imbalances during the allocation process using the swing allocation methodology, rather than through cash-out, daily imbalance charges, or OBA transportation charges.

Mr. Schoene noted that the broad language for the proposed elements appears to be flexible enough that the swing could be directed to a different transportation service agreement or other applicable contract based on the services a pipeline offers to resolve daily imbalances.
Mr. Connor asked whether the addition of the proposed elements to the standard would be flexible enough to accommodate the existing practices of other pipelines. Ms. Ferreira answered that New Jersey Natural Gas uses swing for both storage and transportation, noting that the proposed elements in the Request would be beneficial because it would provide utilities with greater flexibility. Ms. Hogge stated that Eastern Gas Transmission and Storage Inc. also permits swing in accordance with its business practices but does not currently provide information on percentages or limits to external users, as this information is not reflected on its EBB. She added that the company is exploring ways to make this information available on its system and that the Request reflects how the functionality would be implemented. Mr. Burden noted that the four proposed elements would function as business conditionals, which would allow other pipelines the flexibility for other implementations.
Ms. Van Pelt stated that there is a need to identify the storage contract used for injection or withdrawal and that the data elements proposed in the Request would provide the additional information needed to resolve daily imbalances through the allocation process.

Mr. Schoene stated that while the agenda did not indicate a possible vote on the matter, he would leave the decision to the participants. Mr. Sappenfield moved, seconded by Ms. Hogge to draft instructions for the WGQ IR/Technical Subcommittee. The motion passed without opposition.
The participants drafted instructions for the WGQ IR/Technical Subcommittee, which is available at the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_bps042126a2.docx 
3. Continue to Discuss 2026 WGQ Annual Plan Item 4.a – Investigate the usage of existing WGQ Nominations Related Standards data elements and determine if modifications are needed.
Mr. Schoene noted that Ms. Munson, the Requester, was unable to attend the meeting due to a last-minute scheduling conflict and that further discussion on the annual plan item would take place at the next subcommittee meeting. He stated that during the previous meeting, the subcommittee had agreed to research potential latent data elements and asked whether the participants had any findings or proposed modifications.
Mr. McCord stated that certain data elements were no longer used by TC Energy, specifically Associated Contract and Bid Transportation Rate. The participants updated the Nominations Data Elements Master List accordingly. 
The Nominations Data Elements Master List as revised during the meeting is available at the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/member_login_check.asp?doc=wgq_bps042126a1.xlsx 
4. Identify Next Steps
Mr. Schoene stated that the WGQ BPS Chairs will work with NAESB staff to schedule the next meeting and that an agenda will be posted and distributed once the date is confirmed. 
5. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 1:43 PM Central on a motion by Ms. Van Pelt seconded by Mr. Connor. 
6. Attendees
	Name
	Organization

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB

	Christopher Burden
	Enbridge (U.S.) Inc.

	Pete Connor
	American Gas Association

	Jeremy Diaz
	National Fuel Gas Company

	Kathy Ferreira
	New Jersey Natural Gas

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System

	Brandon Hajek
	Northern Natural Gas

	Adam Harris
	Kinder Morgan, Inc.

	Rachel Hogge
	Eastern Gas Transmission and Storage, Inc.

	Regina Jang
	NAESB

	Nichole Lopez 
	Kinder Morgan 

	Willis McCluskey
	Salt River Project

	Steven McCord
	TC Energy Corporation

	Keith Sappenfield
	KS Energy Consultant

	Ben Schoene
	ConocoPhillips Company

	Nisha Shamsudeen
	Kinder Morgan, Inc.

	Karen Stampfli
	Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)

	Kim Van Pelt
	Kinder Morgan, Inc.
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