Gub;  PW Mon Delivery Report

Date:  96-12-30 092:458;52 EST

From:  Arhurlgkechind. com (A, Lisa)
Ted gisbEdaol com (GISE Ofice)

Tried sending this Friday aflemoon with no luck. Sending again,

Froon: System Adminisirator

To: Arthur, Lisa

Zubject; Mon Delivery Repaort

Date: Saturday, December 28, 1596 9:47AM

Your Massagse

Toc G15E Ofice
Subject: Comments Due December 27
Crate: 1995-12-27 17:28

Was not delivered for the following ressons:

Dalivery failed to SMTP: gisbi@acl.com

Faason: O {fransizr failad)

diagnastic: 14 (number constraint violzsted),

MEEXCTH: IMC: kochind: routing: ICTMAILD1T 3421 421 firewalll kochind.com
Sorry, unable to contact destination SMTP dasmcn. .

Oniginal message body follows,,,

KGPC supports and also has need for the modifications requested in the
fallowing:

Ras010

Ra504 0

R5051

Ra5052

RaE053

RSE055

RaE0hT

RSE0613.

With regards to R26054, wi el not only should sendice requester ba
added 1o the Requast for Confimation, but that perhaps it should be

addad as a Mandatory data elamant, rather than a Mutually Agreeable data
alement.

Consider, for example, that two different senice requesters, were both
racehing gas from the same upstream parly and upstream contract,  |f
the interconnecting pipelines did not mutually agree to support senice
requester contract as part of the confimation process and the upstream
pipe could nat confimm the total wlume of gas being delivered, then
Ihere 15 no way for the downstream pipeling to know how ta allocate the
available gas belween the two shippers, ather than to prorate,

Either sendce requester contract or serdce requaster id needs 1o be a
mandatary data element for the confimation process fo work,  Following
the logic that was used for up and downstream pary identification

{party Id is mandatory and contract number is mutuslly agreeable), one




might think that the same should apply 10 Senice Bequester. In that
case, Senice Requasier ID would b2 Mandatory and Sendce Requester
Contract would be Business Conditional.

A defailed digcussion of the cenfirmation process is scheduled for
dizcussion atb the Market Execution Meeling in January.  We suggest that
thiz discussion be allowed fo lake place before making any final
decisions regarding the conditicnality andfor definition of the senrice
reguester [D that is added to the request for confimeaticon transaction,

Sincerely,

Lisa Arthur

Kaoch Gateway Pipeling Company
vaics:  TI13-Z28-45359

fae T13-229-4950

cmail:  arthud@kochind.com

e Hiaders

From ArhurLibkochind.com Mon Dec 30 0245813 1986

Retum-Fath: AnhurliZkochind com

Recehed: from kil kechind.com (ki kechind com [206.97. 245.2]) by emin02 mail acl.com (5.6 12/8.6.12) with SMTP id

JAAZERT0 for <gisbi@aal.com=>; Man, 30 Dec 1995 09:48:12 0500

Recehed: by ictmailll kechind.com with SMTP (Microseft Exchange Sarer Intermet Mail Connector Version 4.0.934,63)
id =<01BEFEZ8 EBBGTATO@Ictmaill . kochind com>: Mon, 30 Dec 1895 08:10:28 -0800

Message-D: <c=US%a=_%p=kochind%I=KOCHINDYROUTING/ 00T DE41 @ictmaill i kochind.com>=

Fram: "Arthur, Lisg" <Arhurl@kochind com=

T GISE Office <gisbi@acl.coms

Subject: FW: Mon Delivery Repan

Drate: BMon, 30 Dec 1986 08:05:00 -0800

XMailer: Microsoft Exchange Sener Intemet Mail Connector Versian 4.0.994 &3

BIME-\arsion; 1.0

Content-Type: textiplain; charset="us-asci”

Content-Transfer-Encoding: Thit




