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North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, Houston, Texas 77002

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


Home Page: www.naesb.org

via posting
TO:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant (WGQ) Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS), WGQ Contracts Subcommittee, and WGQ Electronic Delivery Mechanisms (EDM) Subcommittee, and Interested Industry Parties

FROM: 
Elizabeth Mallett, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:
Draft Minutes from March 3-4, 2020 WGQ BPS, WGQ Contracts, and WGQ EDM Subcommittees Face-to-Face Meeting
DATE:

March 18, 2020
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT

Joint WGQ Contracts, Electronic Delivery Mechanisms, and Business Practices Subcommittees

Face-to-Face Meeting with Webcasting

Tuesday, March 3, 2020 from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central
Wednesday, March 4, 2020 from 9:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central
DRAFT MINUTES
1. Administrative
Ms. Munson opened the meeting and welcomed the participants.  Ms. Mallett provided the Antitrust Guidelines and Other Meeting Policies reminder and called the roll.  Ms. Munson reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Burden moved to adopt the revised agenda as final.  Ms. McCain seconded the motion which passed without opposition.
The participants reviewed the October 28-29, 2019 draft meeting minutes as redlined by Mr. Burden.  Mr. Burden, seconded by Mr. McCord, moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  The motion passed without opposition.  The final October 28-29, 2019 draft meeting minutes may be accessed here. 

The participants reviewed the November 14-15, 2019 draft meeting minutes as redlined by Mr. Burden.  Mr. Burden, seconded by Ms. McCain, moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  The motion passed without opposition.  The final October 28-29, 2019 draft meeting minutes may be accessed here.

The participants reviewed the December 5-6, 2019 draft meeting minutes as redlined by Mr. Burden.  Mr. Burden, seconded by Ms. McCain, moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  The motion passed without opposition.  The final October 28-29, 2019 draft meeting minutes may be accessed here. 

The participants reviewed the February 12-13, 2020 draft meeting minutes as redlined by Mr. Burden.  Mr. McCord, seconded by Mr. Burden, moved to adopt the draft minutes as final.  Mr. McCord noted that his affiliation should be TC Energy Company moving forward.  The motion passed without opposition.  The final October 28-29, 2019 draft meeting minutes may be accessed here. 

2. Discussion on 2019 WGQ Annual Plan Item 5.b/(Standards Request R18007-B) – Develop standards and definitions for Transaction Confirmation data set to support formation of electronic version of transaction confirmation under the Base Contract including fully staffed data dictionary and associated code values.
Ms. Munson reviewed an Order of Approach document with the participants and stated that Ms. McCain and Mr. Burden updated several work papers, including 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Technical Implementation of Business Process (TIBP), 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Data Dictionary, 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice TIBP, 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Data Dictionary, 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response TIBP, and 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Data Dictionary.  
Ms. McCain stated that the 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation TIBP was modified for parallel construction with the 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Data Dictionary.  She noted that the Scenarios section was not reviewed.  The same steps were taken for the 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Data Dictionary and TIBP.  She explained that not all of the Mandatory data elements are included in the TIBP.
6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Data Dictionary
Mr. Sappenfield stated that the definition of Electronic Data Interchange (EDI) was modified to include any electronic transmittal, as well as flat files.  Therefore, the NAESB Standard No. 6.3.3 NAESB EDI Trading Partner Agreement will be included in the definition of EDI.  The subcommittees created a Delivery Point Group in the Data Dictionary and added data elements that could be sent twice.  Mr. McCord noted that Delivery Point Alternate and Delivery Point Primary are not in a one to one relationship.  Ms. Crockett stated that there may be a situation where you have one or the other.  The participants modified the Data Dictionary to indicate that at least one Delivery Point Primary must be sent.  Ms. McCain stated that a pooling point may not have a specific location.  Delivery Point Type was added as a Mandatory data element.
The 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Data Dictionary as revised during the meeting may be accessed by clicking here.
6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Dataset TIBP
Ms. McCain stated that the TIBP had been updated to reflect the modifications in the corresponding Data Dictionary.  She added that an explanation was included to describe the paper sample contract.  The subcommittee discussed the non-Initiating Party timestamp as it relates to NAESB Standard No. 10.3.5.  The term Validation Group Data Section was changed to Validation group throughout the TIBP.  The subcommittees drafted language to describe the Delivery Point Group as containing the Delivery Point Alternate and the Delivery Point Primary and noted that the data element must be sent at least once.  
Ms. McCain placed the steps contained in the Scenarios section into tables with two columns titled Dataset Information and Data Value/Content.  She stated that she will post the 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Dataset with the updated tables for the next meeting.
Ms. Sieg stated that she does not agree with the change to the Transaction Confirmation process by deleting   deemed accepted and creating a null and void with the passage of time.  She referenced Sections 1.3 and 9.3 of the NAESB Base Contract.  The subcommittee added the concern to the Order of approach in Item #12 and agreed to further discuss the topic during the next meeting.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that cross-confirmations were discussed, but not as relating to a matching being a confirmation.  He stated that both Ms. Sieg and Ms. Crockett have previously stated that it is their practice to send a confirmation even when they are not the sending party, as it closes the loop.  Mr.  McCord explained that matching the terms as a confirmation would depend upon the system built by the vendor.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that situations should be added to cover the possibility. The participants noted that the introductory language of 6.4.2 should contain language describing that parties who agree to transaction confirmations under 6.4.2 agree to explicit confirmations, meaning that the confirmation is not binding when the confirmation deadline passes without acceptance. 
The 6.4.2 Transaction Confirmation Dataset TIBP as revised during the meeting may be accessed by clicking here.
6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Data Dictionary
The participants created a Header Charge Group to capture the data elements that do not correlate to a detail line item.  The participants discussed whether a required response is needed for the invoice.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that the NAESB Base Contract uses the term “undue delay” for a response to the invoice.  Ms. Munson stated that the response should be sent if parties agree to having the response.  Mr. Burden stated that, as an indicator, the data element should be Mandatory.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that the data element would reflect existing practices, where those parties that do have an established practice of sending the response can continue to do so.  Mr. McCord stated that the data element, Invoice Quick Response Required Indicator, should not have the word Required in its name.  The subcommittees changed the name of the data element to Invoice Response Indicator.  Ms. Munson noted that the 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice TIBP also includes a requirement to send the invoice.  Mr. Sappenfield explained that it is Mandatory to populate the field.  Ms. Munson suggested that the code values table for Record Identifier be modified to include the Header Charge Record.  Mr. Burden suggested deleting the Data Element Interaction section.  The subcommittee agreed to both suggestions and made the changes to the Data Dictionary.
The 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Data Dictionary as revised during the meeting may be accessed by clicking here.
6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Dataset TIBP
Ms. Munson reviewed the Scenarios section with the participants.  The subcommittees determined that the section should be deleted and replaced with a few paragraphs concerning the invoicing process in the dataset.  Ms. McCain stated that, unlike the Contracts and Transaction Confirmation datasets, only the items that are questioned or disputed are returned.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that that concept is explained in the language of 6.4.4, as the undisputed portion is paid and the notification only contains the disputes.  The subcommittees added a Scenarios section to the 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Dataset TIBP with language explaining that scenarios are not provided in the 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Dataset TIBP or the 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Dataset TIBP.

Ms. Munson noted that the term Validation Data was deleted based on changes to 6.4.2 and that the three data elements below Validation Data became part of the record, instead of the dispute.  The participants discussed a scenario where two payees simultaneously issue the same Invoice Number and agreed that the paragraph referring to a unique INV Dataset and its combination of Payee, Payer, Invoice Number, and Invoice Version Number in the language of 6.4.3 would adequately cover the scenario.  The term Invoice Line Number was change to Response Line Number.
The 6.4.3 Sale and Purchase Invoice Dataset TIBP as revised during the meeting may be accessed by clicking here.
6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Data Dictionary
The word Quick was removed from the title.  Payer and Payee were added to the Header Group.  The revised 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Data Dictionary may be accessed by clicking here. 
6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Dataset TIBP
The introductory statements were revised to reflect that the parties may expect an Invoice Response Dataset.

The revised 6.4.4 Sale and Purchase Invoice Response Dataset TIBP may be accessed by clicking here.  
3. Other Business
The next WGQ BPS, Contracts, and EDM conference call will be held on Tuesday, March 3, 2020 from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central and Wednesday, March 4, 2020 from 9:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central.  The conference call is open to all interested parties.
4.
Adjourn
Mr. McCord moved to adjourn the meeting at 3:00 PM Central on February 13, 2020.  Mr. Burden seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition.
5.
Attendees
	First Name
	Last Name
	Company
	Participation

	Christopher
	Burden
	Enbridge (U.S.) Inc.
	In Person

	Pete
	Connor
	Rep. for American Gas Association
	By Phone

	David
	Crabtree
	Tampa Electric Company
	By Phone

	Valerie
	Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	In Person

	Mark
	Gracey
	Kinder Morgan Inc.
	In Person

	Bill
	Hebenstreit
	SWN Energy Services Company, Inc.
	By Phone

	Ronnie
	Hensley
	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline
	By Phone

	Nichole
	Lopez
	Kinder Morgan Inc.
	In Person

	Elizabeth
	Mallett
	North American Energy Standards Board
	In Person

	Marcy
	McCain
	Enbridge (U.S.) Inc.
	In Person

	Steven
	McCord
	TC Energy Corporation
	In Person

	Sylvia
	Munson
	44 Farris, LLC
	By Phone

	Farrokh
	Rahimi
	Open Access Technology International, Inc.
	By Phone

	Keith
	Sappenfield
	Cheniere Corpus Christi Liquefaction, LLC
	In Person

	Lisa
	Sieg
	LG&E and KU
	By Phone

	Leigh
	Spangler
	Latitude Technologies LLC
	By Phone
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