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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

June 6, 2005
TO:
NAESB WEQ & WGQ Executive Committee and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Laura B. Kennedy, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
WEQ & WGQ Executive Committee Conference Call Draft Minutes – May 26, 2005
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD 

JOINT WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT & WHOLESALE GAS QUADRANT

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE CONFERNCE CALL
May 26, 2005; 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Central

Draft Minutes - Redlined
1.
Welcome & Administration
Mr. Oberski called the meeting to order and welcomed the Executive Committee members and other participants.  Ms. Kennedy gave the antitrust advice and called the roll of Executive Committee members.  Quorum was established for the WEQ and WGQ.  Ms. McVicker moved, seconded by Mr. Lucas, to adopt the draft agenda.  The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Oberski suggested that the committee review all of the industry comments and then entertain motions on the entire package of proposed definitions and standards.  There was no objection to Mr. Oberski’s proposal.
2. 
Review of Communication Business Practice Standards/Review Industry Comments
The committee reviewed the document titled “Compiled Comments” and posted on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_wgq_ec052605compiled.doc.  This document includes the proposed standards language drafted by the Energy Day Subcommittee as well as all of the comments submitted during the thirty day comment period.

The document that includes all of the changes to the proposed standards made during this meeting is posted as an attachment to the minutes on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_wgq_ec052605a1.doc (Redline)/ http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_wgq_ec052605a2.doc (Clean).
D1:
First, the committee reviewed proposed definition D1 and the comments submitted for D1.  Mr. Novak stated that the proposed language modifications submitted by Mr. Desselle of AEP properly capture the intended definition of Power Plant Operator.  Mr. Lucas stated that he agreed that the additional sentence proposed by Mr. Desselle should be inserted and noted that other comments suggest that a Power Plant Operator may not be one entity, but could be a group of entities that have responsibility for the gas requirements.  He suggested changing the phrase to state “Power Plant Operator (PPO) is the term used to describe the entity(ies)…”  Ms. Chezar agreed with Mr. Lucas and added that the parenthetical “e.g., burn rates” should be deleted.
Mr. Young stated that D1 was originally intended to be specific, while the changes discussed so far make the definition more general and will make it difficult to identify the entities that are Power Plant Operators.  Mr. Griffith stated that the Power Plant Operator, as used in the proposed standards, is the party in direct control of the power plant.  Mr. Desselle stated that the definition was expanded to include all types of entities.  Mr. Young stated that his concerns could be alleviated if the additional sentence proposed by Mr. Desselle was modified to state “…specific responsibilities within each PPO should be determined by the PPO and the point of contact for the PPO should be communicated to the TSP(s).”  This change was made.
Ms. Chezar stated that she would prefer to change the term to Fuel Manager.  There was no other support for this modification.

Mr. Young stated that the addition of the sentence based on Mr. Desselle’s comments render the first sentence unnecessary.  Mr. Shepard agreed with Mr. Young’s comments.  Mr. Oberski stated that the first sentence would help to clarify the meaning of Power Plant Operator and should not be deleted.  Mr. Shepard stated that he could not support the modified language of D1.
For purposes of reference, the modified language of D1 was changed to D1F.  The language as modified by the Executive Committees is included below:

D1F
Power Plant Operator (PPO) is the term used to describe the entity(ies) that has responsibility for gas requirements  for a natural gas-fired electric generating facility(ies) and is responsible for coordinating natural gas deliveries with the appropriate Transportation Service Provider(s) (TSP) to meet those requirements.  A PPO refers not to an individual, but to the coordinated activities of a number of groups, including, but not limited to power plant operating personnel, and other individuals or groups making unit dispatch decisions, procuring natural gas and making gas transportation arrangements.  Because each PPO is structured differently, specific responsibilities within each PPO should be determined by the PPO and the point of contact for the PPO should be communicated to the TSP(s). This definition applies to NAESB WEQ Standard Nos. [D2, S1B, S2X, S3X, S13, S15, and S16] and NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. [D2, S1B, S2X, S3X, S14, and S16].

D2:
The committee reviewed proposed definition D2.  Mr. Desselle proposed adding the phrase “(as defined in D1)” to proposed definition D2.  Mr. Novak stated that it is implied that the use of the term Power Plant Operator in D2 is as defined in D1F.  Mr. Desselle agreed.  No changes were made to proposed definition D2.
D3:

Next, the committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed definition D3.  Ms. Chezar stated that the AGA proposed adding the phrase “This definition includes, but is not limited to, Regional Transmission Organizations and Independent System Operators,…”  Ms. Chezar stated that this addition was proposed to clarify the difference between Regional Transmission Organizations and Independent System Operators that are also Balancing Authorities.  Mr. Oberski stated that he was hesitant to modify proposed definition D3 because it was taken directly from the NERC defined term for Balancing Authority.  Mr. Desselle proposed including the sentence proposed by the AGA, but with modification to state “In certain circumstances, a BA may be a Regional Transmission Organization or Independent System Operator.”  Ms. Chezar and Mr. Oberski agreed with this modification.
Proposed definition D3 was renamed D3F.  The modified proposed definition states:

D3F
Balancing Authority (BA) is the term used by the Wholesale Electric Quadrant to describe the entity responsible for integrating electric resource plans ahead of time, for maintaining electric load-interchange-generation balance within its metered boundaries, and for supporting electric interconnection frequency in real time.  In certain circumstances, a BA may be a Regional Transmission Organization or Independent System Operator.  This definition applies to NAESB WEQ Standard Nos. [S15 and S16] and NAESB WGQ Standard No. [S16].
Ms. Ogenyi of Conectiv Energy proposed definition D4 – Essential Non-Conforming Nomination for use in conjunction with the other proposed changes proposed by Conectiv.  Mr. Novak stated that the changes proposed by Ms. Ogenyi should be submitted in a separate Request for Standards Development.  Mr. Margiotta thanked the Executive Committee members for their comments.
S1B:

The committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed standard S1B.  Based on the comments submitted by the AGA, the phrase “FERC regulations” was deleted and the following phrase was added:  “…the requirements of applicable regulatory authorities.”
After reviewing the comments submitted by El Paso Electric Company, it was determined that the comments were not intended to be addressed to the Executive Committee, but were portions of an internal memorandum within the company.  The committee also reviewed the comments submitted by Entergy Gas Group, however, Entergy Gas Group did not suggest any modifications to the language of S1B.

S1B was renamed S1BF for purposes of reference.

S1BF
The Transportation Service Provider (TSP) / Power Plant Operator (PPO) communication standards set forth in NAESB WEQ Standard Nos. [D1, D2, D3, S1B, S2X, S3X, S13, S15, and S16] and NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. [D1, D2, D3, S1B, S2X, S3X, S14, and S16] do not convey any rights or services beyond or in addition to those contained in the TSP’s tariff and/or general terms and conditions and/or do not impose any obligations that would otherwise be inconsistent with the requirements of applicable regulatory authorities, including affiliate code of conduct requirements.  These communication standards should be used in addition to the NAESB WGQ standard nomination timeline and scheduling processes for the TSP’s contract / tariff services.  In the event of a conflict between any of these communication standards and the TSP’s tariff or general terms and conditions, the latter will prevail.

S2X:

Next, the committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed standard S2X.  Modifications were made based on the comments provided by Mr. Desselle.  Transportation Service Provider was modified to be Transportation Service Provider(s), and the phrase “hourly flow rates” was modified to state “projected hourly flow rates.”  The committee did not use the term estimated as proposed by Mr. Desselle because Ms. Davis noted that estimated hourly flow rates could be interpreted to mean estimated real time quantities.
Conectiv proposed several modifications to S2X.  Mr. Oberski stated that the phrase “to the extent not already in place,” should not be added because it is understood that if procedures to communicate material changes are already established between the Power Plant Operator and the Transportation Service Provider, then procedures do not have to be established to comply with the standard.  Ms. Davis agreed with Mr. Oberski.  Mr. Oberski stated that the same comment applied to the comments from Entergy Gas Group.  Mr. Oberski stated that since the word “projected” was inserted for hourly flow rates, the comment by Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc. that “the requirement to communicate the hourly flow rate is unnecessary and overly burdensome” was addressed.
S2X was renamed S2XF for purposes of reference:

S2XF
The Power Plant Operator (PPO) and the Transportation Service Provider(s) (TSP) that is directly connected to the PPO’s Facility(ies) should establish procedures to communicate material changes in circumstances that may impact hourly flow rates. The PPO should provide projected hourly flow rates as established in the TSP’s and PPO’s communication procedures.

S3X and S7X:
The committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed standard S3X.  Ms. Van Pelt reviewed the comments submitted by the WGQ pipeline segment.  Mr. Griffith stated that S3X was intended to be used as an enhancement to the existing standardized nomination and scheduling process, and not as an exception to it.  There was general agreement to most of the changes to S3X proposed by the pipeline segment.
There was discussion about the last sentence of the proposal submitted by the pipelines that states:  “These procedures will govern such communications unless the applicable parties mutually agree to create alternative communication procedures.”  Mr. Dison stated that the sentence changed the intent of S3X as proposed by the Energy Day Subcommittee.  He stated that the intent of the original language was that if the Transportation Service Provider determines that it can provide the Power Plant Operator with changes in flow rates without additional communications, then the additional communications would not be required.  Ms. McVicker stated that the original language states that the Transportation Service Provider and Power Plant Operator will agree whether additional communications should be provided, while the language proposed by the pipeline segment sets the standard as the default if the parties cannot reach an agreement.  Members of the pipeline segment stated that the proposed language was intended to be more flexible than the language drafted by the subcommittee.  After further discussion, the last sentence of the language proposed by the subcommittee was added to the proposed language by the pipeline segment.
Ms. Chezar stated that the AGA proposed modifying S3X to only apply during emergent circumstances.  She noted that the dictionary definition of emergent is “to arise unexpectedly or call for prompt or urgent action.”  Mr. Dison, Ms. Crockett, and Mr. Cox did not agree with the change proposed by the AGA because it would limit a Power Plant Operator’s ability to request gas scheduling changes outside of the nomination and scheduling process.  Mr. Oberski stated that a limit should not be placed on how often a Power Plant Operator can make a request to make gas scheduling changes outside of the nomination and scheduling process and that a Transportation Service Provider should not be concerned with the Power Plant Operator’s motivation to do so.  Ms. Chezar stated that the intent of the comments submitted by AGA was to prevent a Power Plant Operator from using the provisions in S3X in a manner that becomes a routine practice.  Mr. Oberski stated he could not vote for the proposed standards if the “emergent circumstances” language was added to S3X.  To address the concerns of Ms. Chezar and Mr. Oberski, Mr. Lucas suggested inserting the phrase “However, if the PPO reasonably determines that it has circumstances requiring the need to request gas scheduling changes…”  There was general consensus to this modification.
After review of the comments submitted by AEP, Mr. Desselle withdrew the comment to insert “estimated” into the language of S3X.  The committee reviewed the comments submitted by Conectiv Energy.  Mr. Oberski stated that the intent of adding the phrase “…to the TSP the information as required pursuant to the TSP’s tariff, general tariff terms and conditions, contract provisions, business practices, and/or information as established in the TSP’s and PPO’s communication procedures,” was addressed in proposed business practice S1F.  He stated that the other comments submitted by Conectiv should be addressed in a separate request.  Mr. Oberski added that the current proposed standards address the comments submitted by Entergy Gas Group.  Mr. Oberski asked if any Executive Committee members wanted to modify the language of S3X based on the comments of Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc. or We Energies.  No modifications were made based on these comments.
The committee discussed proposed standard S7X.  Mr. Novak reviewed the “Proposed NAESB WEQ and WGQ Standard: S7X Analysis” posted on the NAESB website at:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_wgq_ec052605w1.pdf.  Ms. Chezar stated that the language in S7X was needed because it allows a power plant connected to an LDC the same flexibility a power plant that is directly connected to a pipeline experiences, and it provides power plants behind city gates with more access to supply.  Ms. Davis stated that proposed standard S3X covers the circumstances listed by Ms. Chezar.  Ms. Chezar stated that S3X does not include power plants that are behind city gates and suggested that either the language in S3X be modified to include those types of power plants or the language of S7X be adopted.  Ms. Crockett stated that from the standpoint of a Power Plant Operator behind a city gate, S3X is sufficient.  Mr. Novak stated that the LDC segment cannot vote for the proposed standards unless language was included in S3X or S7X to state that the standard applies to power plants that are not directly connected to the Transportation Service Provider.  After further discussion, S3X was modified to address the concerns of the LDC segment by adding a sentence that states:  “This standard applies to a Power Plant Operator (PPO) and the Transportation Service Provider (TSP) to whose system the PPO facility(ies) is directly connected or with whom the PPO is a service requestor.”  S7X was deleted from the recommendation.
S3X was renamed S3XF for purposes of reference:

S3XF
Subject to the conditions of NAESB WEQ Standard No. [S1B] and NAESB WGQ Standard No. [S1B], standard applies to a Power Plant Operator (PPO) and the Transportation Service Provider (TSP) to whose system the PPO facility(ies) is directly connected or with whom the PPO is a service requestor.


A PPO should not operate without an approved scheduled quantity pursuant to the NAESB WGQ standard nomination timeline and scheduling processes or as permitted by the TSP’s tariff and/or general terms and conditions, and/or contract provisions.  However, if the PPO reasonably determines that it has circumstances requiring the need to request gas scheduling changes outside of the above-referenced nomination and scheduling processes and the TSP supports the processing of such changes, the PPO should provide its requested daily and hourly flow rates to the TSP as established in the TSP’s and PPO’s communication procedures pursuant to NAESB WEQ Standard No. [S2X] and NAESB WGQ Standard No. [S2X].


Based upon whether or not the PPO’s request can be accommodated in accordance with the appropriate application of the TSP’s tariff requirements, contract provisions, business practices, or other similar provisions, and without adversely impacting other scheduled services, anticipated flows, no-notice services, firm contract requirements and/or general system operations, the PPO and the TSP should work together to resolve the PPO’s request. 


Where the TSP determines that it is feasible to provide the PPO with changes in flow rates without additional communications, no additional communications are required.  These procedures will govern such communications unless the applicable parties mutually agree to create alternative communication procedures.
S13:
No modifications were made to proposed business practice standard S13.  S13 was renamed S13F for purposes of reference.

S14:

The committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed standard S14.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that the proposal by Conectiv Energy to add the phrase “Upon request,” to the beginning of the standard would be redundant because the language is based on WGQ standards that already require a request in order for a Transportation Service Provider to provide the notices.

Next, the committee reviewed the comments submitted by Entergy Gas Group.  Mr. Griffith stated that the comments addressed internal management of Operational Flow Orders (OFO) while the proposed language was directed to the source of the OFO.

No modifications were made to S14.  S14 was renamed S14F for purposes of reference.

S15:

The committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed standard S15.  Conectiv Energy proposed striking S15 in its entirety.  The Executive Committee members did not support striking S15.  Duke Energy Corporation proposed modifying the first phrase of S15 to state “If required by agreement, tariff, or protocol rules…”  Mr. Cox stated that the proposed modification did not change the meaning of the existing language.  The change proposed by Duke Energy Corporation was not made.

Mr. Shepard reviewed the proposed modification to S15 submitted by Mewbourne Oil Company.  Mr. Shepard stated that the performance obligation should be provided by a Power Plant Operator in addition to information on the service level.  S15 was modified to include the phrase proposed by Mewbourne Oil Company.

The committee reviewed the comments submitted by Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc.  Mr. Oberski stated that RTOs, ISOs, and ITOs would only request the information on an as needed basis.

S15 was renamed S15F for purposes of reference:

S15F
Unless otherwise prohibited by agreement, tariff, or protocol rules, a Power Plant Operator should, upon request, provide pertinent information concerning the service level (i.e., firm or interruptible) of its procured gas transportation and the performance obligation (i.e., firm (fixed or variable quantity) or interruptible) of its procured gas supply to the appropriate independent Balancing Authority and/or Reliability Coordinator.

S16:

The committee reviewed the comments submitted for proposed business practice S16.  Ms. Van Pelt reviewed the comments submitted by the Pipeline segment.  Ms. Van Pelt suggested that S16 should be adopted as a standard for the WEQ only.  Mr. Cox stated that S16 should be adopted by both quadrants and that it is important that RTOs, ISOs, and Balancing Authorities communicate with Transportation Service Providers and Power Plant Operators.  Ms. Davis stated that Transportation Service Providers do not have the ability to determine whether an event on a pipeline’s system will impact an RTO’s region.  Mr. Oberski stated that it was not the intent of S16 for Transportation Service Providers or pipelines to determine that an event will impact an RTO, but to communicate when there are problems on a pipeline and to allow coordination between transportation providers in both industries.  Mr. Oberski stated that RTOs have access to the entire region, while generators do not have such access.  Therefore, Transportation Service Providers should establish communication procedures with ISOs and RTOs.
Mr. Griffith stated that Transportation Service Providers would like to modify the language in number 2 that states that the procedures should be invoked when the Transportation Service Provider anticipates conditions that could create a substantial risk for the gas system to be insufficient to meet near-term gas demand.  Mr. Griffith stated that Transportation Service Providers cannot provide any additional information than what is currently provided in the current critical posting requirements.  Mr. Benjamin stated that reliability coordinators have signed the NERC Code of Conduct to maintain the confidentiality of the information they receive.  Ms. Davis stated the concern is that the Transportation Service Provider will be required to make a judgment on whether the conditions create a substantial risk to be insufficient to meet near-term gas demand.
Ms. Campbell stated that Regional Reliability Coordinators (RRCs) should also be included in S16.  This change was made.

After further discussion, it was determined that a small group from each quadrant should meet separately to further modify the language of S16.  Mr. Oberski named Mr. Desselle, Mr. Cox, and Mr. Brown as the representatives from the WEQ.  Mr. Buccigross named Ms. Davis, Ms. Daly, and Ms. Crockett as the representatives from the WGQ.  The small group will meet via conference call on May 27 from 10 a.m. to 12 p.m. Central to modify the language of proposed standard S16.  The two Executive Committees will meet on May 31 via conference call from 12 p.m. to 5 p.m. Central to review the proposal from the small group and vote on all of the standards in one package.
3.
Vote on Communication Business Practices Standards
The Executive Committees did not vote on the proposed business practices.
4.
Other Business
No other business was discussed.
5.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 5:42 p.m. Central.
6.
Executive Committee Attendance
Wholesale Gas Quadrant Executive Committee

	End User Segment
	
	Attendance

	Diane McVicker
	Sr. Principal Fuel Supply Analyst, Salt River Project
	In Person

	Valerie Crockett
	Energy Markets & Policy Specialist, Tennessee Valley Authority
	In Person

	Kelly Daly
	Partner, Stinson, Morrison & Hecker
	Phone

	Dona Gussow
	Contracts Coordinator, Florida Power and Light
	Phone

	Tina Burnett
	Natural Gas Operations Administrator, The Boeing Company
	Absent

	Distribution Segment
	

	Rodger Schwecke
	Transportation Contract Administrator, Southern California Gas Company
	Phone

	Dolores Chezar
	Director, Regulatory Policy, KeySpan Energy
	In Person

	George Simmons Alt. for Chris Maturo
	NiSource, Inc.
	Phone

	Mike Novak
	Assistant General Manager, National Fuel Gas Distribution
	In Person

	Craig Colombo
	Energy Trader III, Dominion Resources
	In Person

	Pipeline Segment
	
	

	Mark Gracey
	El Paso Eastern Pipeline 
	In Person

	Bill Griffith
	Director, Transmission & Storage, Colorado Interstate Gas Co.
	In Person

	Dale Davis
	Consultant, Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Randy Young
	Director, Technical and Marketing Support, Dominion Transmission, Inc.
	In Person

	Kim Van Pelt
	NAESB Coordinator, Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	In Person

	Producer Segment
	
	

	Jim Busch
	Director of Energy Policy and Regulation, BP Energy Company
	Absent

	Paul Keeler
	Managing Attorney, Marketing, Burlington Resources Trading
	Absent

	Randy Mills
	Manager of Regulatory Affairs, ChevronTexaco Natural Gas
	In Person

	Richard Smith
	Regulatory, ExxonMobil Gas & Power Marketing
	In Person

	Mike Shepard
	General Counsel, Mewbourne Oil Company
	Phone

	Services Segment
	
	

	Christina Frescki Alt. for S.Calcagno
	
	Phone

	Robert McKay
	Constellation Commodities Group, Inc.
	Absent

	Leigh Spangler
	CEO, Latitude Technologies
	Absent

	Jim Buccigross
	Vice President, 8760 Inc. 
	Phone

	Keith Sappenfield
	Regional Director – US Regulatory Affairs, EnCana Marketing (USA) Inc.
	Phone


Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee

	End User Segment
	Sub-Segment
	Attendance

	John Hughes
	Director Technical Affairs, Electricity Consumers Resource Council (ELCON)
	Large Industrial
	Absent

	V A C A N C Y
	V A C A N C Y
	Large Industrial
	

	V A C A N C Y
	V A C A N C Y
	End Use (Self Generation)
	

	Randy Corbin
	Assistant Director Analytical Services,  Ohio Consumers’ Counsel
	Commercial/Residential
	Absent

	Paul Jett
	Manager of Electric System Operation Customer Choice Transition, Cinergy Services Inc.
	End Use (In other segments as well)
	Absent

	Bill Heinrich Alt. for  L. Westerfield
	Supvisor-Utility, Accounting & Finance, New York State Department of Public Service
	Regulators
	Phone

	Paul Sorenson
	Manager Central Markets Strategy, Open Access Technology International, Inc.
	At Large
	Absent

	Distribution/LSE Segment
	Sub-Segment
	

	Ollie Frazier 
	Manager of Regulatory Research, Duke Energy
	IOU
	Phone

	Phil Cox Alt. for J. Leonard
	Energy Market Coordinator, Energy Trading, AEP Energy Services, Inc.
	IOU
	Phone

	Robert Schwermann Alt. for R. Williams
	Energy Coordinator, Sacramento Municipal Utility District
	Muni/Coop
	In Person

	Daniel E. Cooper
	Engineering Manager, Michigan Public Power Agency
	Muni/Coop
	In Person

	Syd Berwager
	Industry Restructuring Project Manager, Bonneville Power Administration/Power Business Line
	Other
	Absent

	Jansen Pollock
	Manager of Regulatory Affairs, Constellation NewEnergy
	Competitive Retailer
	Phone

	Don Benjamin
	Director of Operations, North American Electric Reliability Council
	At Large
	Phone

	Generation Segment
	Sub-Segment
	

	Kathy York
	Energy Markets & Policy Specialist, Tennessee Valley Authority
	Fed/State/Prov.
	In Person

	Louis Oberski
	Director Electric Market Policy, Dominion Resource Services, Inc.
	IOU
	In Person

	Roman Carter Alt. for T. Reed
	Project Manager-Market Policy, Southern Company
	IOU
	Phone

	Barry Green
	Director, Markets and Research Regulatory Affairs Division, Ontario Power Generation
	Merchant
	Phone

	Woody Saylor
	Director Finance & Engineering Midwest Power Region, Calpine
	Merchant
	Absent

	William J. Gallagher
	General Manager of Vermont Public Power Supply Authority
	Muni/Coop
	Absent

	V A C A N C Y
	
	At Large
	

	Marketer/Broker Segment
	Sub-Segment
	

	Valerie Crockett Alt. for V A C A N C Y
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Fed/State/Prov
	In Person

	Joel Dison
	Project Manager, Southern Company Generation and Energy Marketing
	IOU Affiliated
	Phone

	Clay A. Norris
	Division Director, Planning, North Carolina Municipal Power Agency #1
	Muni/Coop
	Absent

	Suzanne Calcagno
	Director – Regulatory Compliance, UBS Energy LLC
	Not IOU Affiliated
	Absent

	Alan Johnson
	Manager Business & Reliability Standards, Mirant
	Not IOU Affiliated
	Absent

	Sherri Monteith Alt. for M.Tallman
	Senior Policy Analyst, American Electric Power
	IOU Affiliated
	Phone

	V A C A N C Y
	
	At Large
	

	Transmission Segment
	Sub-Segment
	

	Steven C. Cobb
	Manager Transmission Services, Salt River Project
	Fed/State/Prov.
	Absent

	Jim Hicks Alt. for M. Maher
	Financial Consultant, PacifiCorp
	IOU
	Phone

	John E. Lucas
	Manager, Transmission Services, Southern Company
	IOU
	In Person

	Herb Schrayshuen Alt. for M. Paravalos
	National Grid USA
	ITC
	Phone

	Dan Klempel
	Director Transmission Regulatory Compliance, Basin Electric Power Cooperative
	Muni/Coop
	Absent

	Julie Voeck
	Manager Strategic Policy and Planning, American Transmission Company
	ITC
	Absent

	Linda Campbell
	Director of Reliability, Florida Reliability Coordinating Council
	At Large
	Phone


6.
Additional Participation

	Name
	Organization

	Mariam Arnaout
	American Gas Association

	Henry Barth
	Florida Power & Light

	Mike Bray
	Enbridge Offshore

	Curt Brechtel
	Arizona Public Service

	Gordon Brown
	California ISO

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy Gas

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Scott Butler
	Con Edison of New York

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources

	Peter Connor
	Nisource

	Michael Desselle
	AEP

	Andrew Dotterweich
	Consumers Energy

	Pat Fox
	Wisconsin Public Service Corporation

	Amy Hamilton
	PECO Energy

	Richard Ishikawa
	Southern CA Gas Company

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission

	Paul Love
	NGPL

	Paul Margiotta
	Conectiv Energy

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB

	Janie Nielson
	Kern River Gas Transmission

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Marv Rosenberg
	FERC

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas

	Lisa Simpkins
	Constellation

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB

	Mark Wilke
	Trunkline Gas Company

	Steven Zavodnick
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
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