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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

TO:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant and Wholesale Electric Quadrant e-Tariff Subcommittee members, and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Laura Kennedy, Director, Standards Development
RE:
Final Minutes of e-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting June 4, 2007
DATE:
June 29, 2007
WEQ and WGQ E-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting
Phoenix, Arizona – hosted by Arizona Public Service

June 4, 2007 – 8:00 AM to 2:00 PM Mountain Standard Time
Final Minutes 
1.
Welcome and Administrative Items
Ms. Daly opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. Daly stated that the agenda should be modified to handle the adoption of the minutes from the April 26, 2007 and May 21, 2007 meetings during the next meeting.  Mr. Hairston moved, seconded by Ms. Nagle, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection.
2.
Determine recommended metadata requirements to be supplied in web portal approach
Mr. Coleman stated that he would review each data element set forth in the FERC work paper posted for this meeting:  Web Based Portal Options Submitted by FERC Staff (http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/etariff060407w8.xls ) - Option A.  (note: For cross reference purposes, the corresponding line numbers for each data element in the FERC work paper are provided below).  Mr. Coleman stated that the data elements listed in the document are a superset of data elements and that not all data elements would apply in all circumstances.  The list of data elements includes the data elements needed for every possible type of filing and addresses any possible variations.  He further stated that because computers can not read, a number of the data elements are needed to identify what data is being filed.
Company Identifier (Line 5):  Mr. Coleman stated that Company Identifier is an identifier that FERC will provide to the company once it is registered.  Mr. Bartholomot stated that EEI has suggested that the Company Identifier be the corporate legal name instead of an identifier number or code.  Mr. Coleman stated that the identifier is intended for data processing needs and will be linked to other fields.  The company registration database at FERC will have the company name, address, etc.  Mr. K. Pierce noted that using the company name would run the risk of the name not being entered the same way each time.  Ms. Van Gordon suggested building intelligence within the Company Identifier to help identify the company, such as 0111MISO.  Mr. Coleman stated that a few initials of the company’s name may be something the FERC Staff could consider, i.e. the field code could be alphanumeric.
Filing Identifier (Line 6):  Mr. Coleman stated that the Filing Identifier identifies the particular filing that is being submitted.  It may later be used as an associated link in other filing to tie to the previous filing.  This identifier will be unique to this particular filing.  The filing submitters will want to have control of this identifier.  Mr. Burden asked if the filing is rejected by the Office of the Secretary, if the identifier can be reused.  Mr. Coleman stated that if FERC action rejects the submittal, then the Filing Identifier is effectively not used, so a company could re-send the corrected filing using the same Filing Identifier.  Ms. Daly asked if this identifier could be assigned by the FERC, that way filers could reference it in future filings, similar to the Accession Number.  Mr. Coleman stated that was a possibility, but that it would be desirable to the companies to create the number in order to have the ability to build dependencies in simultaneous filings.  If FERC provided this number, then filers would have to wait until the number is provided.  Ms. Daly asked if there was a danger in two companies using the same Filing Identifier.  Mr. Coleman stated that would not be a problem because the Company Identifier would be unique to the company.  He further explained that the combination of the Company Identifier, Filing ID and Database ID made a filing unique.  Ms. Thornton asked whether the Filing Identifier would be visible when the tariff is reassembled.  Mr. Coleman stated that all data elements will be available and will be searchable criteria.
Filing Title/Description (Line 7):  This field will allow the submitter to enter a description of the filing.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that this field will be used for the eLibrary description.
Database Identifier (Line 8):  Mr. Coleman stated that one database could house all of a company’s tariffs or there could be multiple databases per company with one for every single tariff or multiple tariffs; the software is flexible to do it either way.  He also noted that this field could be used to address electric separation-of-function requirements, by using different data base identifiers for different arms of a company.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that when you have multiple databases, it reduces the ability of a company to do research on their own tariff database. 
Database Title (Line 9):  This is the title of the tariff document and will be shown in eLibrary.  Mr. Love asked if the Database Title will be replaced each time a filing is submitted.  Mr. Coleman stated that the Database Title will be the same unless the tariff title needs to change.
Type of Filing/Filing Reference Code (Line 10):  This is a code that will be selected by the filer to identify the type of filing being made.  FERC has rules behind the scenes that are associated with each filing type.  These codes will be provided by the FERC.  Mr. Burden asked if the codes could be provided in a format to load into a database.  Mr. Coleman stated that the codes could be provided in such a format.
Point of Contact/First Name; Middle Initial; Last Name; Phone Number; and email address (Lines 11-15):  These are informational fields to identify the person making the filing.  .  Mr. Coleman stated that if a person (Point of Contact / Authorizing Person) is e-registered it might be possible to populate these fields from the information contained in the e-registration.  Additional Points of Contact, as requested by the Pipeline Segment, need to be discussed further.  
Authorizing First Name; Middle Initial; Last Name; email address (Lines 16-19):  The information for the person who signs the filing will be entered in these fields.
The Point of Contact and Authorizing Person will be included on eLibrary.  If there are multiple signatures, only one is needed for the document to be accepted in the FERC system.  Ms. Key stated that ‘authorizer’ is not the same as the ‘issuer’ and asked if that field could be added.  Mr. K. Pierce replied that in Order 614 there is no field for ‘issuer’.  It was noted that INGAA had requested a field for the title of the Authorizing party, as it is required by the regulations for gas pipelines.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that could be added.  Line 19A was added as Authorizing Title.  
Associated Filing (Line 20):  A previous Filing Identifier number will be entered here if the instant filing is associated with a previous filing.  Mr. K. Pierce stated that you can only associate one filing, per the regulations.  He suggested the use of a primary number and then list the other filings in the transmittal.  His recommendation would be to submit multiple filings as it is a regulatory risk to do in one filing.
Fee Reference Code (Line 21):  For those filings that require an associated filing fee, this field is a textual field that should contain the corresponding confirmation number for the payment already paid at www.pay.gov.
Suspension Motion (Line 22):  This field will apply to certain filing types, essentially only used in the gas industry.  Suspension means that a suspended action by the FERC will automatically go into effect at the end of the listed time frame.  ‘No’ would indicate that a separate motion has to be filed before it goes into effect.

The following data elements are to be included as Attachment Data:

Company Identifier (Line 24) and Filing Identifier (Line 25):  These fields are the same as the Company Identifier and Filing Identifier listed in Lines 5 and 6, respectively.  Mr. Coleman advised that Database Identifier (Line 25A), which is similar to Line 8 needs to be added.  The technical design may be able to eliminate the need to submit this information twice.
Attachment Reference Code (Line 26):  Mr. Coleman stated that the Attachment Reference Code identifies the required supporting documents to be supplied for the indicated Filing Reference Code.  If there are six attachments, one of which is the transmittal letter, the corresponding code would be selected for each attachment.  Each attachment will have to be identified individually.  Ms. Davis asked what happens when there are multiple attachments that otherwise have the same code.  For example, if there are four pieces of testimony, can the same Attachment Reference Code be selected for all four attachments?  Mr. K. Pierce stated that the first attachment would be attached with the code for ‘testimony’ and the other three would be attached using the code for ‘Other’.  For validation purposes, as long as one item is there as testimony, and testimony is required for that type of filing, then it will be validated.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that it is preferred to have a hierarchial structure that allows for multiple attachments of the same type, to be able to properly identified instead of using “other”.  

Attachment Reference Description (Line 26A): This data element was added during the meeting in order to describe the type of attachment that is being submitted and will be used in eLibrary.

Waiver Requested (Line 27):  Mr. Bartholomot stated that at least some companies would like the ability to submit all attachments as one or more consolidated documents, such as a redline with related documents in a single file.  Also, he noted that the transmittal letter often contains a request to waive documents not included in the filing.  The way the data elements are structured it does not provide a way to request such waivers.  Mr. Coleman stated that filers can indicate whether a waiver is requested in the Waiver Requested field.
Mr. Coleman stated that after discussion with other FERC Staff during lunch, it was determined that if multiple attachments that are of the same nature need to be attached, they can each be attached using the same attachment reference code and the document file name will be sufficient to uniquely identify the difference between the documents.  In addition, a transmittal letter, notice, redline and clean tariff filing cannot be submitted as one document.  Each document must be filed as a separate attachment.  If an attachment is not provided, the software might be able to assume that the transmittal contains a waiver request.  The transmittal letter must still seek the waivers.
Supporting Document (Line 28):  This would be the actual attached file of the filing attachment.

Supporting Document Filename (Line 29):  This is the filename of the supporting document.  This is the name of the file as it is saved on the submitter company’s computer.
Document Security Level (Line 30):  This indicates that the information submitted is confidential information and should not be grouped with the non-confidential information.  A redacted version is still needed for eLibrary.  This coding will be used in eLibrary.
The following are data elements to be used for the Tariff Content Data:

Company Identifier; Filing Identifier; and Database Identifier (Lines 32, 33 and 34:  This data is the same as Items 5, 6, and 8, respectively.  Again, this might auto populate.
Option Designation (Line 35):  This field will be used when filers want to submit multiple options within the filing for FERC to accept one and reject the others.  This field would be used for alternate tariff sheets.
Record Identifier and Record Title (Lines 36 and 37):  These fields will be used for filings that are sheet/entire document based when the entire tariff is filed as separate sheets/entire documents.  These fields are provided by the filer and the Record Identifier will not change over time.  FERC stated that they may be able to accommodate alphanumeric.  
These fields will substitute for the Table of Contents requirements.  By using these fields in combination with the Record Number, the Table of Contents and tariff will be generated electronically by FERC.

Mr. K. Pierce stated that it would be optimal to use the Record Identifier as the sheet number and to keep that identifier the same for every sheet as it is revised.  It would also have a corresponding Record Title.  If additional granularity is needed for a Table of Contents, the Record Parent or Container Identifier can be used.

Record Number (Line 38):  Mr. Coleman stated that this field is not to be confused with the Record ID.  The field will require further development in the technical discussions.
Record Collation Value (Line 39):  This field provides a way to sort the records.  This field will require further development.
Alternative Record Number (Line 40):  This is an optional field and the need for it is open for discussion.

Record Parent or Container Identifier (Line 41):  These fields establish the hierarchy used to display the Table of Contents and tariff in the proper order .  This will provide a way to have sub-sections for the Table of Contents.  The value in this field describes where the record belongs.  There is a single Table of Contents for each database.

The following example was provided:
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1.1.2 Rates West

Record Effective Date (Line 42):  This is the proposed date the change will go into effect for the specific record (Record ID).
Record Effective Priority Order (Line 43):  Mr. Coleman stated when submitting proposed changes to the same record, this establishes which version is the last one standing.
Record Raw Data (Line 44):  This is the attachment of the data.  The size limit is based upon eLibrary specifications.
Record Plain Text (Line 45):  This is the language in ASCII text, .pdf, or html format pasted in to the field.

Record Type Change requested (Line 46):  This identifies what kind of a change is being requested, e.g., making a change to or cancelling the identified section.

Associated Filing (Line 47):  This is the same as Line 20 – Associated Filing and  is used when amending/associating a previous filing.

Associated Record Identifier (Line 48):  This is used when amending/associating a previous filing, using the information in the previous filing in line item 36 – Record Identifier.

Associated Option Designation (Line 49):  This is used when amending/associating a previous filing, using the information in the previous filing in line item 35 – Option Designation.

Mr. Hunt asked whether FERC Staff has contemplated an upper limit of 10 megabytes per file for the aggregate size of the filing.  Mr. Barracchini stated that FERC is looking at increasing the file size allowances, but the final decision has not been made at this time.

Ms. Daly asked if everyone agreed to move forward with the metadata listed and described during this meeting.

Mr. Purtee stated that it will be difficult to vote on any group of metadata until determinations have been made for other issues, such as whether the Distributed Software is available.  Mr. Purtee requested that any vote be deferred to the end so that these individual items could be voted on as a package in order to determine how they all relate to one another.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that to vote on the data elements discussed during this meeting would be the first of many votes of the subcommittee.  The subcommittee would not send any documentation to the Executive Committee until there is a complete package.  In order to move forward, the subcommittee needs to come to a consensus on the first piece, which would be the data elements that will be used.  Mr. Love stated that he supported such a vote as long as later the entire package is voted on before it is forwarded to the Executive Committees.
Mr. Novak moved to take a straw poll on whether to move ahead with the document presented by FERC staff with the minor changes made during the discussion, as a frame of reference.  Ms. Van Pelt asked if this would be a non-binding straw vote.  Mr. Sappenfield said it would be non-binding.
Mr. Crabtree stated that he thought Mr. Purtee had made a motion to postpone any further votes until additional determinations can be made.  Mr. Purtee stated that if the motion by Mr. Novak will allow the group to move forward, then he withdraws his motion.  Mr. Purtee moved, seconded by Mr. Novak, that it be made clear to move forward with the document at issue is not final approval of this document in any way.  After a five minute caucus, Mr. Purtee withdrew his motion.  Ms. Van Pelt moved, seconded by Ms. Davis, to take a non-binding straw vote to move forward with the data element document.  Mr. Crabtree moved to defer the vote on Ms. Van Pelt’s motion.  Mr. Lotto seconded the motion.  The motion to defer the vote on the data element document passed a balanced vote in the WEQ, but failed a balanced vote in the WGQ.  As a result, the motion to defer failed the subcommittee.  The balanced vote results are included below:
	
	Wholesale Electric Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	9
	4
	13
	1.384615
	0.615385
	2

	Generation
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	Marketers/Brokers
	5
	0
	5
	2
	0
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	IGO
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Total
	18
	5
	23
	6.384615
	1.615385
	8

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Wholesale Gas Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1

	LDCs
	0
	3
	3
	0
	2
	2

	Pipeline
	0
	21
	21
	0
	2
	2

	Producer
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Services
	0
	4
	4
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	0
	29
	29
	0
	7
	7


It was noted if Ms. Van Pelt’s motion were voted on; the votes would likely be reversed.  Mr. Goldenberg stated that FERC Staff does not have the authority to negotiate the issue other than what has already been proposed.

After further discussion, it was determined that a conference call would be scheduled to adopt the minutes from the April 26, 2007,  May 21, 2007 and June 4, 2007 meetings.  Volunteers were requested to develop an XML schema based on the data elements discussed during this meeting.  Mr. Brooks, Ms. Castronovo, Mr. Stender, and Mr. Burden volunteered to work on the XML schema.  The draft schema will be reviewed during the July 27 meeting.

3.
Adjourn
Mr. Love moved, seconded by Mr. Young, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 2:35 PM Mountain Standard Time.
4.

Attendees

	Name - First
	Name - Last
	Organization
	Attendance
	Quadrant
	Segment
	Vote 1


	Mariam 
	Arnaout
	American Gas Association
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	

	Lisa 
	Barnes
	Westar Energy, Inc.
	Phone
	WEQ
	Distribution/LSE
	

	Tony 
	Barracchini
	FERC
	In Person
	
	
	

	Henri 
	Bartholomot
	EEI
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	A

	Naomi 
	Bourg
	Northern Natural Gas
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Louise 
	Bradford
	Trunkline Gas Company
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Mary 
	Brosnan
	NiSource
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Jim 
	Buccigross
	8760, Inc.
	Phone
	WGQ
	Services
	O

	Kathryn 
	Burch
	Spectra Energy
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Christopher 
	Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Oliver 
	Burke
	Energy Transmission
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Marg 
	Camardello
	Transco
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Amy 
	Castronovo
	Enbridge
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	John 
	Ciza
	Southern Company
	In Person
	WEQ
	Generation
	S

	Breanne 
	Clarke
	Cheyenne Plains Gas Pipeline Company
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Sally 
	Clore
	Midwest ISO
	Phone
	WEQ
	IGO
	

	Charlie 
	Coleman
	FERC
	In Person
	
	
	

	Betty 
	Coleman
	Xcel Energy
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Rich 
	Cowan
	TransCanada
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	David 
	Crabtree
	Tampa Electric Company
	In Person
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	S

	John 
	Cutting
	NYISO
	In Person
	WEQ
	IGO
	S

	Jane 
	Daly
	Arizona Public Service
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	O

	Dale 
	Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Rhonda 
	Denton
	BP Energy Company
	Phone
	WGQ
	Producer
	

	Leslie 
	Dimitman
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Phone
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	

	Terri 
	Eaton
	Xcel Energy
	In Person
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	S

	Linda 
	Farquhar
	Great Lakes Gas Transmission
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Pauline 
	Foley
	Arizona Public Service Company
	In Person
	WGQ
	End User
	O

	Les 
	Fyock
	American Public Gas Association
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	A

	George 
	Godding
	FERC
	In Person
	
	
	

	Michael 
	Goldenberg
	FERC
	In Person
	
	
	

	Mark 
	Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Bill 
	Griffith
	El Paso Natural Gas
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Machelle 
	Grim
	Dominion Transmission
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Dona 
	Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	Phone
	WGQ
	End User
	A

	KC 
	Hairston
	Balch & Bingham
	In Person
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	S

	Maureen 
	Hamilton
	Sea Robin Pipeline Co.
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Matthew 
	Hammell
	Florida Power and Light
	Phone
	WEQ
	Generation
	A

	Erich 
	Hunt
	Pacific Gas and Electric Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	O

	Cayden 
	Jenness
	California ISO
	In Person
	WEQ
	IGO
	

	Brian 
	Kaesar
	Dominion South Pipeline
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Laura 
	Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person
	
	
	

	Jennifer 
	Key
	Steptoe & Johnson
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	A

	Charles 
	Knight
	Florida Power and Light
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	A

	Gary 
	Kravis
	UNICON, Inc.
	In Person
	WGQ
	Services
	O

	Deborah 
	Kwan
	Enterprise Products Partners LP
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Cindy 
	Kyle
	Tampa Electric Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Marcus 
	Lotto
	Southern California Edison Co.
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Paul 
	Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Lee 
	Martin
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	O

	Debra 
	Martin
	MidAmerican
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Beth 
	Martin
	Wisconsin Electric Power Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Distribution/LSE
	O

	Marcy
	McCain
	Spectra Energy
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Rae 
	McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person
	
	
	

	David 
	Mendoza
	Transwestern Pipeline Company
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Kristine 
	Mespelli
	National Grid
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Dan 
	Mihalik
	AOPL
	In Person
	
	
	

	Nan 
	Miksovsky
	Pine Needle
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Bobbi 
	Miller
	Allegheny Energy
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Linda 
	Morrison
	ISO New England
	Phone
	WEQ
	IGO
	A

	Antoinetta 
	Mucilli
	National Fuel Supply
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Molly 
	Nagle
	Southern Natural Gas Company
	In Person
	WGQ 
	Pipeline
	O

	Kimberly 
	Needels
	NYSEG
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	David 
	Nick
	DTE Energy
	Phone
	WEQ
	Generation
	

	Mike 
	Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	O

	Ean 
	O’Neill
	California ISO
	In Person
	WEQ
	IGO
	

	Dane
	Ozenn
	San Diego Gas & Electric
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	O

	Marjorie 
	Perlman
	Rochester Gas and Electric
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	O

	Don 
	Petersen
	Pacific Gas and Electric
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	

	Keith 
	Pierce
	FERC
	In Person
	
	
	

	Mark 
	Pierce
	Spectra Energy
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Diana 
	Pommen
	Alberta Electric System Operator
	Phone
	WEQ
	IGO
	

	Rob 
	Potter
	Portland General Electric Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Jeffrey 
	Purtee
	Sierra Pacific Resources
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Rose 
	Pysh
	The United Illuminating Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Denise 
	Rager
	NAESB
	In Person
	
	
	

	Christopher 
	Raup
	Consolidated Edison
	Phone
	WGQ
	LDC
	O

	Marv 
	Rosenberg
	Independent
	Phone
	WEQ
	End User
	

	Keith 
	Sappenfield
	EnCana
	In Person
	WGQ
	Services
	O

	Laurel 
	Schmitke
	Alliance Pipeline
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Hassan 
	Shah
	Entergy
	In Person
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Korin 
	Sharp
	DTE Energy
	Phone
	WEQ
	Distribution/LSE
	

	Denice 
	Simpson
	Ameren
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Virginia 
	Snyder
	PJM Interconnection
	Phone
	WEQ
	IGO
	S

	Leigh 
	Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	In Person
	WGQ
	Services
	O

	Mike 
	Stender
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Cindy 
	Stewart
	FirstEnergy Service Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	S

	Susan 
	Stires
	Colorado Interstate Gas/Wyoming Interstate Pipeline
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Bob
	Stroh
	Bruder, Gentile & Marcoux
	Phone
	WEQ
	Transmission
	

	Dawn 
	Sutton
	Progress Energy Service Company, LLC
	Phone
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	S

	Priya 
	Swamy
	Dominion Transmission
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	

	Veronica 
	Thomason
	NAESB
	In Person
	
	
	

	Kathy 
	Thornton
	Enbridge
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Henry 
	Tilghman
	PacifiCorp
	Phone
	WEQ
	Marketer/Broker
	S

	Michelle 
	Van Gordon
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	WEQ
	IGO


	S

	Kim 
	Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Denny 
	Vicente
	BP Energy Company
	Phone
	WEQ
	End User
	

	Charles 
	Yeung
	SPP
	Phone
	WEQ
	IGO
	

	Randy 
	Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company
	In Person
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O

	Don 
	Zeiszler
	Williston Basin
	Phone
	WGQ
	Pipeline
	O


� Vote Key: A=Abstain; O= Oppose; S= Support
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