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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

via posting

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Contracts, WGQ Electronic Delivery Mechanisms, and Retail Business Practice Subcommittees and Posting for Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 
Jonathan Booe, Staff Attorney 

RE:
NAESB Wholesale Gas Quadrant Contracts, WGQ Electronic Delivery Mechanisms, and Retail Business Practice Subcommittees Conference Call Final Minutes – January 28, 2009
DATE:

January 28, 2009
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ CONTRACTS, WGQ ELECTRONIC DELIVERY MECHANISMS, AND 
RETAIL BUSINESS PRACTICE SUBCOMMITTEES CONFERENCE CALL
January 28, 2009 – 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central 
Final MINUTES
1.
Welcome & Administrative Items

Mr. Sappenfield opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Booe read the antitrust guidelines and took a roll call of the participants.  Mr. Sappenfield reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Burden offered a minor correction to agenda item three. Mr. Stender moved to adopt the agenda as revised.  Mr. Burden seconded the motion and the motion passed without objection.  
Mr. Sappenfield reviewed the January 7, 2009 meeting minutes and asked the participants for modifications.  A few minor corrections were offered.  Mr. Love moved to adopt the modified draft minutes as final.  Mr. Precht seconded the motion and motion passed without objection.  The January 7, 2009 final meeting minutes can be found on the NAESB website through the following hyperlink: http://naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_contracts010709fm.doc.
2.
Discussion and Development of a Revised Trading Partner Agreement (R08015)
Mr. Sappenfield reviewed the Redlined TPA Submitted by C. Burden, Williams Gas Pipeline.  Mr. Novak stated that the Trading Partner Agreement (“TPA”) would more clearly define the relationship between the TPA and the Trading Partner Worksheet (“TPW”) if a table explaining what data sets are supported was included.  He stated that based upon the modifications and the minutes from the previous meeting that the relationship between the two documents is ambiguous.  Mr. Sappenfield responded that the issue was discussed at the previous meeting and that modifications were made to Section 4.3 to make clear the intent of the separation of the TPA.  He stated that the intent is to allow technical representatives to modify the TPW without requiring the trading partners legal departments conduct a review.  Mr. Novak stated that individual companies may approach the two companies differently depending on their internal process.  Mr. Burden stated that the purpose of the comments he submitted was to make the relationship between the TPA and the TPW clear.  Mr. Love stated that the TPA is an agreement between two companies to use EDI and that the TPW is an agreement between two companies concerning what EDI data sets will be exchanged.  He stated that the purpose of the TPW is to be able to add, as an example, the data set for scheduled quantities without a legal review.  Mr. Novak noted that Mr. Love’s company may be able to follow that process for modifications but other companies may have a different internal process.  He suggested that the subcommittees create a frequently asked questions (“FAQ”) document so that the intent will be clear and accepted by the industry.  Mr. Burden stated that the modifications to the TPA contained in his comments allow companies to follow a process similar to the one described by Mr. Love or to continue using their current process for making modifications to their agreement.  Mr. Stender supported the creation of a FAQ document.  Mr. Burden stated that if a FAQ document is created it should be included in the final package with TPA and the TPW.  The participants concurred.  

The participants reviewed Mr. Burden’s modifications to the TPA.  Mr. Novak noted that despite how the TPA and TPW is structured, the documents together compose the entire commitment and that companies will be free to use the documents in any manner they chose.  The following modifications were made to the TPA:
· “North American Energy Standards Board (“NAESB”)” was added to Section 1.1 and removed from Section 1.4.1

· A second grouping of Contact Information was added to the Exhibit
· “Legal Entity Common Code (D-U-N-S((Number): ______________________________ (A registered trademark of Dun & Bradstreet Corporation)” was added to the Contact Information
· The “A” was removed from the Exhibit title

· The spacing of the Exhibit was modified 

· The footnote was reinserted and modified in the document as follows: 


Trading Partner Agreement adopted ________________
     Page 1
Copyright ( 1998-________North American Energy Standards Board, Inc.
                         WGQ Standard 6.3.3

All Right Reserved

The redline modifications made to the TPA can be found on the NAESB website through the following link:  http://naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_contracts012809a3.doc.
Next, the participants created the TPA and TPW FAQ document.  The participants added questions to the document throughout the meeting as they were identified during discussion.  Mr. Burden under took to draft answers to the questions and have them posted on the NAESB website by February 13, 2009.  He stated that he would modify the FAQ document to resemble other NAESB FAQ sections formatting.
The participants reviewed the Redlined TPW Submitted by C. Burden, Williams Gas Pipeline.  Mr. Burden noted that he only made a few modifications to the TPW.  He stated that he made a few minor corrections, added language to the Communications Specifications table Misc. Header column,  and “NAESB Version” to the Transition Set Number  column of the Test and Production table.  The participants modified the Company Name row of the Contact Information, Communication Specifications,  Public Encryption Key Exchange Procedures, and Transition Set Information tables by removing the shading and inserting “(insert Trading Partner 1) (insert Trading Partner 2)” to columns two and three respectively.  The participants also suggested that the “NAESB Version” language added to column one of the Test and Production table be given its own column in the two tables.  Ms. Schmitz undertook to modify the formatting and spacing of the tables.  The redline modifications made to the TPW can be found on the NAESB website through the following link:  http://naesb.org/pdf4/wgq_contracts012809a5.doc.
The participants determined that an additional conference call would be necessary for a final review of the TPA, TPW and the new FAQ document.  The conference call is scheduled for February 25, 2009 from 10:00 am to 12:00 pm Central.  Mr. Sappenfield requested that all comments on the work papers created and modified during today’s meeting be submitted to the NAESB office by February 20, 2009.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that he would post a new draft recommendation for the next meeting.
3. 
New Business

Mr. Burden stated that he would like to add the approval of the December 9, 2008 WGQ EDM draft minutes and the adoption of the WGQ Version 1.9 EDM updates to the agenda of the meeting on February 25th.
4.
Adjourn                                                                    
Mr. Burden moved to adjourn and Ms. Schmitz seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:58 AM Central.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Brenda Horton
	Kern River Gas Transmission

	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline

	Dan Jones
	Duke Energy

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric Company

	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana Corporation

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural Gas
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