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

FROM: 
Amrit Nagi, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
WGQ BPS Conference Call Draft Minutes – October 8, 2024
DATE:

October 9, 2024
WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT

Business Practices Subcommittee

Conference Call with Webcasting

Tuesday, October 8, 2024 from 1:00 PM to 2:00 PM Central
DRAFT MINUTES
1. Administrative
Mr. Schoene opened the meeting and welcomed the participants.  Ms. Nagi provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder and called the roll.  Mr. Schoene reviewed the agenda with the participants.  Mr. McCord moved, seconded by Ms. Hogge, to adopt the agenda as final.  The motion passed without opposition.
The participants reviewed the September 14, 2023 WGQ BPS draft meeting minutes. Ms. Hogge moved, seconded by Mr. McCord 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_bps091423fm.doc. 
2. Discussion and Possible vote on Standards Request R24004 – Request to add additional Data Elements to the NAESB WGQ Standard 3.4.1 Transportation/Sales Invoice dataset to accommodate the practice of charging Distance Based Rates for transportation services. 
Mr. Schoene asked Mr. McCord to review the request submitted by TC Energy Corporation.  Mr. McCord stated that while in the process of developing EDI versions of its invoices, TC Energy Corporation discovered that there is not a mechanism to convey distance/mileage-based charges.  He explained that the three new requested data elements, Charge Period, Distance, and Distance Formula, will allow TC Energy Corporation to include on the EDI invoice the charge period, either monthly or daily, the distance used in the charge, and the formula for calculating the charge.  
Mr. Connor asked how the distance/mileage-based charge differs from the zone rate.  Mr. McCord explained that the distance/mileage-based charge relates to the physical distance between the receipt and delivery location.  Mr. Connor asked how many pipelines use the distance/mileage-based charge.  Mr. McCord stated that two TC Energy Corporation pipelines utilize this practice but he was unsure if other companies do as well.  Ms. Hogge stated that the pipelines owned by Berkshire Hathaway Energy, such as Eastern Gas Transmission & Storage, Inc., do not include this practice within their tariffs.  She noted that the request proposes the usage of the new data elements be either sender’s option or conditional, meaning that entities would not be required to accommodate the practice.  Mr. Almquist stated that the Tallgrass Energy pipelines also do not use this practice.  

Mr. Connor asked if standardization in this area is needed, given the limited number of pipelines that may be using distance/mileage-based charges.  Mr. McCord stated that TC Energy Corporation submitted the request to create consistency in the information provided as part of paper and EDI invoices, and provide shippers receiving EDI invoices with the necessary information to validate included charges.  He explained that for efficiency and clarity, TC Energy Corporation wants to ensure that the data elements used to communicate distance/mileage-based charges conform to the WGQ Business Practice Standard construct for data elements.  Mr. Stodola noted that TC Energy Corporation is requesting these data elements in order to provide transparency to its customers regarding charges included in an invoice and an independent way to verify the charges.  Mr. Almquist stated support for moving forward with developing a recommendation to address the request.  Ms. Van Pelt agreed, explaining that creating a standard way to implement distance/mileage-based charges as part of the EDI would provide for uniform implementation of the practice if other pipelines choose to use these types of charges in the future.  She noted that creating standard data elements is also beneficial for the customer, who can use the standards as a reference regarding the meaning and usage of the data elements.  Mr. Sappenfield stated support for standardizing the data elements. 
Ms. Van Pelt asked if the data elements have related code values that should also be considered for standardization.  Mr. McCord stated that TC Energy Corporation has identified some code values that will be needed.  He noted that these code values are already included as part of the ANSI X12 Implementation.  Mr. Gwilliam stated that there may need to be further discussion regarding the abbreviations for the data elements to ensure the abbreviation is clear in its identification of the data element and avoid confusion.  Mr. McCord and Mr. Stodola noted support for considering modifications to the data elements.  Mr. Stodola suggested that the participants may also want to consider if the identified usage is correct or if some of the data elements should be labeled as business conditional instead of conditional.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that this discussion should take place as part of the WGQ Information Requirements and Technical Subcommittees meetings to address the request.
The participants drafted a motion for consideration:

The WGQ BPS instructs the Joint Information Requirements and Technical Subcommittees to add Data Elements to accommodate the Sender’s Option Business Practice of charging distance-based rates for transportation services in the NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1 Transportation/Sales Invoice. Additionally, review all additional datasets and make corresponding changes, including adding code values, as needed.
Ms. Van Pelt asked if the subcommittee could vote on the motion as part of the meeting.  Ms. Trum stated that the subcommittee may vote on the motion if it so chooses.  She noted that the agenda for the meeting provided notice that there may be a vote on the request as part of the meeting.  Mr. Gwilliam suggested that the subcommittee postpone a vote until the next meeting, noting that this is the first time the request is being discussed by the WGQ BPS.  He explained that this would provide an opportunity for those who could not participate to review the request and the proposed motion and allow for additional time to review.  Mr. Connor agreed with Mr. Gwilliam’s suggestion.

3.
Other Business
Mr. Schoene stated that an additional meeting of the WGQ BPS is scheduled for Tuesday, October 15, 2024 from 1:00 – 2:00 PM Central.  He noted that during the meeting, the participants will discuss and vote on the motion drafted during the meeting.
4.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 1:37 PM Central on a motion by Mr. Gwilliam, seconded by Mr. Connor.
5.
Attendees
	Name
	Organization

	Karl Almquist
	Tallgrass

	Christopher Burden
	Enbridge

	Angela Dunn
	Southern Company

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Transmission

	Rachel Hogge
	Eastern Gas Transmission and Storage, Inc.

	Steven McCord
	TC Energy Corporation

	Amrit Nagi
	NAESB

	Lisa Russo
	National Fuel

	Keith Sappenfield
	Corpus Christi Liquefaction, LLC

	Ben Schoene
	Conoco Phillips

	Charles Stodola
	TC Energy Corporation

	Caroline Trum
	NAESB

	Kimberly Van Pelt
	Kinder Morgan Inc.

	Sandy Walker
	TVA
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