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NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

July 13-14, 2005 – 8:30 – 4:00 p.m. (Eastern Time)

Shelton, CT

Host:
Iroquois Gas Transmission System


FINAL MINUTES
July 13, 2005

1.
Introductions – participants introduced themselves
2.
Housekeeping – Tom Gwilliam provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The agenda as modified to add as the first item for July 14, 2005 an updating of the rec form for R98047 – Supported Code Values.  The agenda as modified was adopted with no opposition.
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· June 30, 2005 - The minutes as modified were adopted with no objection.
6.
Address Current Requests for Initiation or Enhancement of NAESB Standards and items transferred from other NAESB subcommittees -- Discussion, Q&A and a balanced vote for each item.  (The items will be addressed in the order listed.  The time allotted for the work of the subcommittee will be divided between the new data sets and the routine maintenance items.)

Implementation Development in Progress:
Nominations Related Requests 

R03001
El Paso Western Pipelines 

Request:
Add two new data elements in the following data sets: 
Request for Confirmation


NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.3

Confirmation Response



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

(Relevant Minutes – BPS – 7/14/03, 7/30/03; IR 4/13/05, 6/30/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the work from the June 30, 2005 IR meeting and developed the proposed implementation and additional questions for the requester.

Questions pending for the requester from previous meeting:

1. In the Scheduled Quantity for Operator there are three ways to implement it. 

(a) two separate data elements – one each for delivery location and receipt location

(b) One data element ‘Location Capacity Constraint’ and then let the existing ‘Contractual Flow Indicator’ communicate whether the location is a delivery or a receipt.

(c)
set it up similar to (b) but there would be one data element “Location Capacity Constraint’ and then create another new data element that indicates whether it is a receipt or delivery.

The issue in using (b) is that in the definition for the data element ‘Contractual Flow Indicator’ it says it may not be the same as the physical flow.  Can that indicator then be used to reflect a contractual flow of one direction with a physical flow of another?  The group is leaning toward using (a) or (c) but wanted to pose the question to the requester for his input.

Answer:

After review, both the requester and the IR participants decided that option (c) above was the best implementation because the scheduled quantity reports are at a location level and not at a receipt or a delivery point level.  In addition, the physical flow can be different from the contractual flow so option (b) would not work.

2. Do you need error and / or warning validation codes in the Confirmation Response Quick Response? 
Answer:
see proposed implementation below

3. Do you need error/warning codes for ‘invalid’ and / or ‘missing’ validation codes in the Confirmation Response Quick Response?
Answer:
see proposed implementation below

Proposed Implementation for vote at the next meeting
· Add the following data elements to the detail level of the data sets as indicated below.
Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.3

Request for Confirmation
NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Confirmation Response
NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Scheduled Quantity for Operator
	Business Name
(Abbreviation)
	Definition
	Data
Group
	EBB Pathed
	EBB Non-Pathed
	EBB
PNT -
“T”
	EBB PNT -
“U”
	EDI / FF Usage
	Condition

	Location Capacity
(Loc Cap)
	Maximum net delivery or receipt capacity available at location.
	LDG
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	MA
	

	Location Capacity Flow Indicator
(Loc Cap Flo)
	Indicates physical direction of the location capacity flow from the confirmation request originator's perspective.
	LDG
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	Mandatory when Location Capacity is present and processed.


Code Values Dictionary

Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.3

Request for Confirmation

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Confirmation Response
NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Scheduled Quantity for Operator
Data Element:
Location Capacity Flow Indicator
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Delivery
	[no definition necessary]
	

	Receipt
	[no definition necessary]
	


Document:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

Scheduled Quantity for Operator

Data Element:
Reduction Reason
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Location Capacity Quantity - Delivery
	Reduction due to maximum net capacity available at delivery location.
	

	Location Capacity Quantity - Receipt
	Reduction due to maximum net capacity available at receipt location.
	


Document Set:

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.7 – Confirmation Response Quick Response
Data Element

Validation Code (Detail)
	Code Value
	Code Value Description 
	Code Value Definition

	ECRQR
	Invalid Location Capacity Quantity 
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Invalid Location Capacity Quantity Flow Indicator
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Missing Location Capacity Quantity
	[no definition necessary]

	ECRQR
	Missing Location Capacity Quantity Flow Indicator
	[no definition necessary]

	WCRQR
	Missing Location Capacity Quantity
	[no definition necessary]


· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.60 to insert the new data elements in the Location Data Group as reflected below.  The remainder of the standard is unchanged.

On the confirmation data entry screen, fields in the data groups should appear in the following order:

*

*

*

Location Data Group:

Location

Location Capacity 
Location Capacity Flow Indicator
Confirmation Role
*

*

*

· Modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.63 to insert the new data element in the Transaction Specific Data Group as reflected below. The remainder of the standard is unchanged
On the scheduled quantity for operator Web page, fields in the data groups should appear in the following order *

*

* 
Location Data Group:



Location

Location Capacity 
Location Capacity Flow Indicator
Estimated BTU
*

*

*
The proposed implementation will be finalized at the next meeting.
R02008
CMS (Panhandle Eastern)
Request:
Add 4 code values for data element ‘Transaction Types’ in the following data sets:

Nominations 



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.1

Scheduled Quantity

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

(Relevant Minutes – EC – 8/22/02; IR - 4/13/05, 5/13/05)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request and the proposed implementation from the April 13, 2005 IR meeting.

Question to requester:
Which data sets do the requested code values need to be added?

Answer:
In addition to the Nominations and the Scheduled Quantity, it needs to be added to the Shipper Imbalance.  

Motion:
Add the following code values for the data element “Transaction Type” in the data sets indicated:
Document Name and No:
NAESB WGQ Std 1.4.1

Nomination 

NAESB WGQ Std 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity 

NAESB WGQ Std 2.4.4

Shipper Imbalance
Data Element Name:
Transaction Type
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Authorized Contract Overrun - Firm
	Firm transportation which exceeds contract capacity rights for which authorization has been granted.
	

	Authorized Contract Overrun - Interruptible
	Interruptible transportation which exceeds contract capacity rights for which authorization has been granted.
	

	Operational Balancing Agreement 
	Used to signify a type of agreement.
	

	Pool Balancing
	A nomination to balance a pool.
	


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

R03028
Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add a new code value for the data element ‘Reduction Reason’ in the following data sets: 
Confirmation Response



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.4

Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.5

Scheduled Quantity for Operators

NAESB WGQ Std. 1.4.6

(Relevant Minutes – EC – 10/09/03; IR - 4/13/05, 5/13/05)
IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the discussion from the May 13, 2005 IR meeting.  There are outstanding questions to the requester.  Because the requester was not present at the meeting, further action will be postponed on this request until responses to such questions are received. 

Implementation Development in Progress:
Flowing Gas Related Requests

R02011
Williams Gas Pipeline
Request:
Add new code values for data element ‘Transaction Types’ in the following data sets:

Allocation 



NAESB WGQ Std. 2.4.3
Shipper Imbalance


NAESB WGQ Std. 2.4.4
(Relevant Minutes – EC – 10/11/02; IR - 5/13/05)
IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the discussion from the May 13, 2005 IR meeting minutes. It was determined that ‘retrograde’ is not a current code value for the data element ‘Transaction Type’ in the Shipper Imbalance.

Proposed Implementation
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Lost/Unaccounted For Gas
	The quantity of gas lost or otherwise unaccounted for.
	

	Retrograde
	A liquid hydrocarbon that forms in the pipeline due to changes in the temperature and pressure of the gas stream.
	

	Retrograde – Flash 
	The quantity of flash gas created as a result of the retrograde process
	


Questions for the requester:

1.
Do you need the code value ‘retrograde’ for the data element ‘Transaction Type’ in the Shipper Imbalance?

2.
Is the definition for ‘retrograde’ accurate for the purpose for which it is being used in this code value?
Implementation Development in Progress:
Invoicing Gas Related Requests
R03005

Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add new code value for data element ‘Service Code’ in the Transportation/Sales Invoice NAESB WGQ Std. 3.4.1
(Relevant Minutes – EC – 6/5/03; IR - 5/13/05)
IR Discussion

The group reviewed the request. 

Motion:
Add a code value for the data element ‘Service Code’ in the data set indicated below:

Document Name and No.:
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1

Transportation/Sales Invoice

Data Element:
Service Code
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Preferred Storage
	A type of premium storage service.
	


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

R03024

Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add three new code values for data element ‘Charge Type’ in the Transportation/Sales Invoice NAESB WGQ Std. 3.4.1
(Relevant Minutes – EC – 10/9/03; IR - 5/13/05)
IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the request and the discussion from the May 13, 2005 IR meeting minutes.

Proposed Implementation:

Add the following code value for the data element ‘Service Code’ in the data set indicated below:

Document Name and No.:
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1

Transportation/Sales Invoice

Data Element:
Charge Type
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Daily Delivery Variance Charge – Negative – System Underrun Limit 
	Daily Delivery Variance Charge - Negative-type volume but billed at the higher Daily Delivery Variance Charge - Positive rate
	

	Daily Delivery Variance Charge -Negative -System Overrun Limit 
	Daily Delivery Variance Charge - Negative -type volume with a rate of zero because it occurred on a system overrun limit day.
	

	Daily Delivery Variance Charge -Positive/Punitive - System Underrun Limit 
	DPO & DPU-type volumes with a zero rate because they occurred on a system underrun limit  day
	


Questions for the requester:

1.
For the first code in the table above, is the higher Daily Delivery Variance Charge – Positive being charged because they have exceeded the system underrun limit?  (Reason for question: the other two codes being requested have the explanation that says “because…” in the definition.)

2.
In the situation where the second or third code being requested is used, if the rate charged is zero, why is it on the invoice at all?

3.
In the proposed definitions, there are references made to other charge type code descriptions.  An alternative would be to have the definitions be more inclusive rather than refer to another code.  If the alternative is used, how would you propose the definition to read?

Capacity Release Related Requests

(IR Log Round 4)
Transactional Reporting:
After briefly reviewing the following six requests the group determined that the requests would be processed in the order reflected on the agenda.
R03009

El Paso Corporation
Request:
Add 3 sub-categories for types of Transactional Reporting to Standard 4.3.23 (Informational Postings Navigation)

(Relevant Minutes – BPS: 8/14/03, 8/21/03)
IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the actions by the WGQ Business Practices Subcommittee wherein the following new standard was adopted on August 21, 2003:

Proposed Standard 4.3.z1

The “Transactional Reporting” category, as shown in the Navigational Area of the Transportation Service Provider’s Informational Postings Web Site, should expand to a list of subcategories (in the Navigational Area) when selected.

Motion:

IR has determined that no changes are needed to any data sets to implement proposed NAESB WGQ Standard 4.3.z1 adopted by the WGQ BPS on August 21, 2003.

	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	9
	0
	9
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

July 14, 2005

R03010

El Paso Corporation

Request:
Add 4 data elements to Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release (NAESB WGQ 5.4.20)
(Relevant Minutes – BPS: 8/14/03, 8/21/03)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request and the BPS minutes where this request was discussed.  On August 21, 2003, BPS sent the following instructions:
BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the sender’s option business practice of sending the Minimum Volumetric Commitment Percentage, Minimum Volumetric Commitment Quantity, Rate Charged Reference, and Rate Charged Reference Description in the NAESB WGQ Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release data set, 5.4.20. IR should also modify the Rate Reporting Level and Rate Reporting Level Description data elements in the same data set from conditional to sender’s option. Additionally, IR should accommodate new code values for the Rate Identification Code data element based on the submitter’s request.

Motion:
Adopt the modifications to the Data Dictionary, Code Values Dictionary, Technical Implementation of Business Process and the Sample Paper for NAESB WGQ 5.4.20 – Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release as reflected on the attached work paper.

	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

R03011

El Paso Corporation

Request:
Add 6 data elements to Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation (NAESB WGQ 5.4.21)

(Relevant Minutes – BPS: 8/28/03)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request and the BPS minutes.  On August 28, 2003, BPS sent the following instructions:
BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the sender’s option business practice of sending minimum volumetric commitment percentage, minimum volumetric commitment quantity, primary/secondary indicator, location contractual maximum pressure, location contractual minimum pressure, and contractual evergreen indicator information in the NAESB WGQ Transactional Reporting – Firm data set, 5.4.21. IR should also modify the Rate Reporting Level and Rate Reporting Level Description data elements in the same data set from conditional to sender’s option. Additionally, IR should accommodate new code values for the Rate Identification Code and Rate Charged Reference data elements based on the submitter’s request

Proposed Implementation:

See the attached work paper.
Question for Requester:

For the requested data element “primary/secondary indicator”, can either of the following two existing data elements work - “Capacity Type Indicator” (see NAESB WGQ Std 1.4.1 - Nominations) or “Capacity Type Location Indicator” (see NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.1 – Offer Download)?  If not, please explain the difference.
R03012

El Paso Corporation

Request:
Add 3 data elements to Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation (NAESB WGQ 5.4.22)

(Relevant Minutes – BPS: 8/28/03)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request and the BPS minutes.  On August 28, 2003, BPS sent the following instruction:
BPS instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to accommodate the sender’s option business practice of sending discount start date, discount end date, and contractual evergreen indicator information in the NAESB WGQ Transactional Reporting – Interruptible data set, 5.4.22. IR should also modify the Rate Reporting Level and Rate Reporting Level Description data elements in the same data set from conditional to sender’s option. Additionally, IR should accommodate new code values for the Rate Identification Code and Rate Charged Reference data elements based on the submitter’s request.

Motion:

Adopt the modifications to the Data Dictionary, Code Values Dictionary, Technical Implementation of Business Process and the Sample Paper for NAESB WGQ 5.4.22 – Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation as reflected on the attached work paper.

	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

R98047
TransCapacity / Skipping Stone

Request:

A new dataset, called "Supported Code Value Information," and the code value addition to the Data Sets Requested data element in the Upload of Request for Download dataset to support NAESB WGQ Standard. 4.3.53
(Relevant Minutes: EIITF 11/4/98 – IR Instruction 8; IR 12/10/02, 1/14/03, 2/18/03, 4/2/03, 5/6/03, 6/3/03, 7/10/03; BPS 7/22/03, 7/30/03, 3/31/04)

IR Discussion:
It had come to the IR chair’s attention that subsequent to the March 31, 2004 IR completion of the proposed implementation, various other requests had been completed by IR that included the addition of data elements that had code values associated with them in several upload data sets.  In the proposed implementation for R98047 – Supported Code Values, there is a code value dictionary for the data element “Data Element” that contains these types of data elements.  The proposed implementation is pending in the Technical Subcommittee.  The group reviewed the other requests in question to determine if the data elements had been appropriately added to the Code Values Dictionary.  It was determined they needed to be added and that the preliminary recommendation form pending in the Technical Subcommittee needed modifications to add the following.
Document Name and No.:
NAESB WGQ Std 0.4.x

Supported Code Values

Code Values Dictionary

Data Element:
Data Element

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value
	Request

	Cycle Indicator
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R99031

	Confirmation Role
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R99037

	Limit Type
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R00004

	Swing Fuel Option Indicator
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R00005

	Right of First Refusal Indicator
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R00022/ R00023

	Rollover Rights Indicator
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R00022/ R00023

	Discount Indicator – Non-reservation
	[see data element definition in applicable data set]
	
	R02003/ R02004


During this review it was further determined that IR needed to review the proposed implementation for the way in which a TSP communicates that it supports all the code values for a given data element.  In addition, a review needs to be made of the data element names in the TIBP versus in the data dictionary to ensure consistency.
R03016

Williams Gas Pipeline

Request:
Add a new code value ‘Corrected / Updated’ for the data element ‘Contract Status’ in the Transactional Reporting related data sets (NAESB WGQ Standards 5.4.20, 5.4.21, and 5.4.22
(Relevant Minutes – EC: 8/5/03)

IR Discussion:

Motion:
Add the following code values for the data element “Contract Status” in the data sets indicated:
Document Name and No:

NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.20
Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release 

NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.21
Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation
NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.22
Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation

Data Element Name:
Contract Status
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Modified
	Data for the contract has been modified (not requiring an amendment to the contract).
	


Question for the requester:
1.
When you use this code value, will you send ‘all the data’ or just those items that have been modified? The issue is how the requested code value will impact the following condition that is applied to numerous data elements in the 3 Transactional Reporting data dictionaries:
Condition:

Mandatory when one of the following conditions is met:

· Contract Status is ‘New’, or 

· Contract Status is ‘Amended’ and Amendment Reporting is ‘All Data’.
R03032

National Fuel Gas Distribution
Request (as revised at BPS):
Modify the usage of the data element ‘Rate Schedule’ from sender’s option to mandatory in the Transactional Reporting related data sets (NAESB WGQ Standards 5.4.20, 5.4.21, and 5.4.22).
(Relevant Minutes – BPS: 12/3/03, 12/16/03)
IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the BPS Instructions from December 16, 2003 as follows:
Instruct the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) to modify the usage of the data element Rate Schedule from sender’s option to mandatory in the Transactional Reporting related data sets (NAESB WGQ Standards 5.4.20, 5.4.21, and 5.4.22). IR should implement the usage and conditionality of the data element in a manner that is consistent with the implementation of other mandatory data elements when revisions are sent.  
Note:
The following proposed modifications for EBB can be processed without any dependency on other recommendations.  The EDI portion is dependent on the Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release for EDI that is currently pending in the WGQ Technical Subcommittee.

Motion:
Modify the following the following data sets indicated:
Document Name and No:
NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.20
Transactional Reporting – Capacity Release 

NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.21
Transactional Reporting – Firm Transportation
NAESB WGQ Std 5.4.22
Transactional Reporting – Interruptible Transportation

	Business Name
(Abbreviation)
	Definition
	Data Group
	EBB Usage
	EDI/FF Usage

	Condition

	Rate Schedule

(Rate Sch)
	A representation of the rate schedule that is the same as the transportation service provider's tariff abbreviation (if any) for the rate schedule under which service is being provided.
	RDG
	SOC
	SOC
	Mandatory when one of the following conditions is met:

· Contract Status is ‘New’, or 

· Contract Status is ‘Amended’ and Amendment Reporting is ‘All Data’.


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	6
	0
	6
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	6
	0
	6
	2.00
	0.00
	2


Motion Passes

7.
Other Business

None
8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location
August 24, 2005

Colorado Springs, CO

Host:
El Paso Western Pipes 

NOTE: this is a change in the date (previously scheduled for August 26, 2005)

September 29, 2005
Salt Lake City, UT


Host:
Kern River Gas Transmission

October 26-27, 2005
Houston, TX



Host:
TBD

December 2, 2005

Washington, D.C.


Host:
Williams Gas Pipeline

9.
Adjourn

Meeting Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization
	7/13/05
	7/14/05
	NAESB Member?

	Pipelines:
	
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy – Texas Eastern Transmission
	(
	(
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	( (nv)
	( (nv)
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(
	(
	(

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	(
	(
	(

	Bill Griffith
	Colorado Interstate Gas Transmission
	(
	(
	(

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System
	(
	(
	(

	Tran Kimbel
	Dominion Transmission
	(
	(
	(

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipeline
	(
	(
	(

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural Gas
	(
	(
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company LP
	(
	(
	(

	
	
	
	
	

	Services:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
� The EDI/FF usages do not appear in the data dictionary. The column is retained and the usages will be provided when the EDI and FF implementation instructions are published.
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