2026 Annual Plan Item 4.a - Work Paper for March 18 meeting
Background: 
In the mid-90’s, as the first set of NAESB standards were being written, one of the first datasets we tackled was the nomination. At that time, we had two sources of information to draw from 
· The previously developed Gas*Flow mapping of the nomination, using EDI.
· Industry participant input. 
The Gas*Flow mapping had been created from a point of view of incorporating all requirements of all pipelines for the nomination. This meant that the Contract (Service Requester Contract) appeared in the Header, Detail and Sub-detail of the dataset to accommodate the business practices of all pipelines wanting to implement the Nomination through EDI. This dataset gave us a starting point to identify the data elements that we would use to determine the NAESB dataset. 
During the NAESB process, participants brought their requirements to the table. One of those participants was Exxon who provided a spreadsheet of the identified data elements that they were required to support across the pipelines they transported on. That spreadsheet was for 144 data elements! 
With the input of participants and the common agreement that we wanted a set of minimum standards required to create a nomination, the group of 30+ pipelines agreed that if technology could provide a solution to a data requirement, then we wouldn’t put that piece of data into the nomination dataset. This resulted in a “Quantity” being required but not “Fuel”. At that time, the Quantity could depict either the receipt quantity or delivery quantity. 
The result of that initial body of work brought the number of data elements down to 27 for the Nomination in Version 1.0. By 1999 when we published Version 1.4, the number of elements had grown to 42 elements, which included the addition of Web and model specific elements. Today that number has reached 80 data elements. 
Today: 
We have not reviewed the data elements that have been added, to see if they are really still being used, in 30 years. 
The RMQ segment has put a process in place, like ANSI uses, to remove elements and codes that are no longer being used through a process of labeling those items as “[Deprecated]” and then removing them from a later version. The WGQ needs to implement the same or similar process.   
We have data elements in our Nomination, such as Contact information, that are not logical. We have 19 Mutually Agreed data elements that cannot be required for a shipper to use, so are they still needed? We have 21 Business Conditional data elements that can be required but are specific to a Transporter’s requirements. Again, are they still needed? 
NAESB needs a process for periodic review of data elements to determine if they are still needed and a corresponding process to notify the industry, survey for usage, and remove un-used elements. 
Recommended Approach: 
Define a process to review and remove data elements from the Nominations dataset and associated Nominations Related datasets. 
Steps to consider
For each Data Element Usage Type, MA, BC, SO, M, C: 
Identify data elements that are obviously in use and should be kept. 
Identify elements that are unknown as to whether they are used or not. 
Survey industry contacts through NAESB to determine viability of unused elements. 
In next version of NAESB, identify and publish elements that are marked for future deletion with additional information so that IF a company uses the element(s) they will have a method to notify NAESB and remove the plan for deletion. 
Determine if elements flagged for deletion should be kept for One or Two NAESB versions. 
To assist in this method, attached is a spreadsheet of the NAESB data elements, where the data elements can be filtered by Usage. The sheet is saved with the MA elements filtered as an example of the starting point for review of the data. 
