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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:
NAESB Wholesale Gas Quadrant Contracts Subcommittee, Posting for Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 
Ed Overtree, Meeting/Project Manager 

RE:
Final Minutes from the WGQ Contracts Subcommittee Meeting on April 27, 2006
DATE:

January 26, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WGQ CONTRACTS SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING

April 27, 2006 – 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Central 

Final MINUTES
1.
Welcome & Administrative Items

Mr. Sappenfield called the meeting to order.  Ms. Kennedy gave the antitrust advice and took roll of attendees.  The draft agenda was reviewed.  Mr. Sappenfield suggested adding the review of minor comments and corrections to Item 2 to address any grammatical or other minor errors.  Mr. Clements moved, seconded by Mr. Bransgrove, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed unanimously.
March 9, 2006 meeting minutes:  The subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the March 9, 2006 meeting and made the following modifications:
On page 2:  In the first paragraph “He stated” was replaced with “Mr. Sappenfield stated”.  In the sixth paragraph the first sentence was modified to state “…the reality that there may be amounts owed…”

On Page 3:  In the first paragraph the word “so” was replaced with the word “to”.

Ms. Davis and Mr. Burden requested that their attendance be added to the Attendance list as In Person.

Mr. Ishikawa moved, seconded by Mr. Hebenstreit, to adopt the minutes as revised as the final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts030906fm.doc.
March 16, 2006 meeting minutes:  The subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the March 16, 2006 conference call of the Cover Page Task Force.  Ms. McCain stated that her name was misspelled in the Attendance list.  Ms. McCain’s name was corrected.  Mr. Colombo moved, seconded by Ms. Klecka, to adopt the minutes as revised as the final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts031606fm.doc.

March 21, 2006 meeting minutes:  The subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the March 21, 2006 meeting.  Mr. Ishikawa stated that the sentence in the section for Footnotes 21 and 22 that states “If the invoiced party does not provide the invoicing party with notice of the dispute before the payment date, the invoicing party would not have recourse” should be modified to state “…the invoiced party would not have recourse.”

Ms. Davis stated that the sentences attributed to Ms. Davis on pages 2, 3, and 4 should be changed to “Ms. A. Davis” as there were two Ms. Davis attending the March 21 meeting.

Ms. Braddy stated that her attendance via phone should be added to the attendance list.

Mr. Clements moved, seconded by Mr. Colombo, to adopt the minutes as revised as the final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts032106fm.doc.

April 3, 2006 meeting minutes:  The subcommittee reviewed the April 3, 2006 meeting minutes.  The date in the header was changed from April 9 to April 3.
On page 2:  the phrase “…if one of the publisher’s stops..” was changed to “…if one of the publishers stops”.

On page 3:  Ms. Davis stated that the word dealers should be changed to dealer in the first line.  Ms. Davis stated that the first sentence on page 3 should be clarified as the two phrases do not seem to be related.  Mr. Sappenfield suggested deleting the phrase “that if an index fails”.  Mr. Shepard stated that this modification would not change the meaning of his statement.  Ms. Klecka stated that the word dealer in the first line should be placed in quotes.
On page 4:  Mr. Novak requested that his statement on page 4 be modified to state:  “Mr. Novak stated that while he supported the concept of Market Dislocation language, it could be difficult to implement in some cases.”

Ms. Braddy requested that her organization be modified to BG Energy Merchants.

Mr. Hebenstriet moved, seconded by Mr. Burden, to adopt the revised minutes as the final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts040306fm.doc.

April 10, 2006 meeting minutes:  The subcommittee reviewed the April 10, 2006 meeting minutes. 
On page 1, Ms. McCain requested that changes be made to the first paragraph under “Discussion of proposal under 10.3.2 for Triangular Setoff”.  The following reflects the language with the modifications included:  “Duke Energy Gas Transmission (DEGT) also noted that the ability to share information between pipelines and their affiliates is limited by FERC Standards of Conduct.  The comments submitted by DEGT were posted as a work paper…”
Mr. Ishikawa stated that the last sentence of the last paragraph on page 1 should be modified to read “Mr. Ishikawa added that even though the language would be added as an option, once the language is included in the Base Contract, it is difficult to negotiate against the adopted language.”

On page 2, Ms. Klecka suggested that the phrase “if receivables have been pledged as collateral” be added to the end of the last sentence of the first paragraph.

Ms. Davis requested that the sentence attributed to Ms. Davis on page 2 should be changed to Ms. D. Davis” as there were two Ms. Davis attending the April 10, 2006 meeting.  The subcommittee corrected other items in the minutes and added Mr. Noulles’ and Mr. Mazza’s attendance via phone to the Attendance.
Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Clements, to adopt the minutes as revised as the final minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts041006fm.doc.

2. Continue review of proposed modifications to the Base Contract in redline format
The subcommittee reviewed the redline contract posted as a work paper for this meeting:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts042706w2.doc.  During the review, the subcommittee made additional modifications to the contract.  The latest version of the redline contract is posted as an attachment to these minutes on the WGQ Contracts Subcommittee page:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts042706a1.doc.
3. Complete Final Review of Proposed Modifications to the Base Contract in Redline Format
Minor corrections:
The subcommittee made the following changes for grammatical errors, etc:

Since the April 10 meeting, Ms. Klecka discovered that the word “Agreement” is used in the adopted language of the Base Contract instead of “Contract” in Section 11.3.  The word Contract was inserted to replace Agreement.
Ms. Hazel stated that the use of the number 10 in addition to the word “ten” in Section 11.3 should be removed as this convention was not used elsewhere in the NAESB.  The “(10)” was removed.  Similar numerical references were deleted from Section 14 Market Disruption.
Ms. Wolosek submitted comments in the form of an e-mail message to the NAESB office noting the word “business days” should be capitalized in Section 9.4 as Business Day is a defined term.  Ms. Wolosek also suggested that the definition of Business Day be modified to include an “(s)” so that the plural would be included in the definition.  The modification was made to Section 9.4.  Ms. Davis suggested that the definition for “Business Day” in the WGQ business practice standards be used as the definition of “Business Day” in the Base Contract.  Ms. Davis read the definition of “Business Day” NAESB WGQ Business Practice Standard 3.2.1.  The subcommittee agreed to replace the definition of “Business Day” in the Base Contract with the definition of “Business Day” in Standard 3.2.1.  Ms. Kennedy stated she would insert the language in the contact before it is posted for comment.
Mr. Shepard stated that the definition for “Indebtedness Cross Default” includes the phrase “shall mean” twice. Ms. Batchelder stated that the same error was made in the definition for “Transactional Cross Default.”  The definitions were corrected.
Mr. Shepard stated that the phrase “the transfer of title of all Gas…” in the first sentence of Section 8.4 should be changed to state “the transfer to all Gas…”  This modification was made.  Mr. Noulles stated that the language should be further modified to state “delivery of and the transfer of title to”.
Mr. Shepard also stated that the last sentence of Section 15.12 should be modified to state “…any other objection to the admissibility of such evidence” because the previous sentence states that neither party will object to the admissibility of the recording, etc.  Mr. Shepard stated that without adding the word “other” to modify objection, the two sentences would conflict.  This modification was made to Section 15.12.
Ms. Batchelder stated that the definition of the term “Affiliate” should be modified to state that “‘control’ of any entity or person means ownership of at least 50 percent of the voting power of the entity or person” instead of a majority of the voting power of the entity or person.  The subcommittee supported this modification.

Section 8.4:  Ms. Braddy stated that she had language to propose to modify the proposed language in Section 8.4.  The language Ms. Braddy proposed is set out below with emphasis added where additions/deletions would be made:
Notwithstanding the foregoing, in the event the Delivery Point for any transaction that is located within the United States (each a “U.S. Transaction”), the parties agree that the delivery and transfer of title of all Gas under this Contract under such U.S. Transaction shall take place within the Customs Territory of the United States (as defined in general note 2 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 19 U.S.C. §1202, General Notes, page 3).  Provided, however, that in the event Seller took title to the Gas delivered in a U.S. Transaction outside the Customs Territory of the United States, Seller represents and warrants that it is the importer of record for all such Gas entered and delivered into the United States, and shall be responsible for entry and entry summary filings as well as the payment of duties, taxes and fees, if any, and all record keeping requirements. Buyer represents and warrants that it will complete any reporting as required by applicable laws and regulations in connection with any U.S. Transactions.
Mr. Sappenfield noted that NAESB has adopted a Canadian Addendum that would be used for transactions in Canada.  The purpose of the language in Section 8.4 was to highlight the responsibilities for the party that must report to US Customs.  Mr. Novak stated that Ms. Braddy’s proposed modifications were similar to the language he originally proposed, but the subcommittee had modified the language such that it is in the redline today.  Mr. Novak suggested that parties draft special provisions to customize the language for transactions in Canada and Mexico.
Mr. Bevis supported the language proposed by Ms. Braddy.  Ms. Alphin asked if the language as proposed by Ms. Braddy would require the use of the term “U.S. Transaction” in every transaction confirmation used for a Base Contract.

Mr. Novak suggested adding language to the end of the section to state that “this paragraph does not apply if the transaction takes place outside the Customs Territory of the United States.”  Ms. Hazel did not support adding an exclusion to the end of a section that begins with “Notwithstanding”.  Mr. Novak suggested deleting the phrase “Notwithstanding the foregoing”.  The subcommittee supported the deletion of the introductory phrase as proposed by Mr. Novak.  Mr. Ryan stated that the sentence proposed by Mr. Novak to be added at the end of the section would be redundant to the language in the beginning of the section.  Mr. Ryan stated that the language as drafted require that the transactions occur within the Customs Territory of the United States, which includes almost ninety-nine percent of the transactions that take place.  Mr. Ryan suggested that transactions that are not covered by this language should be addressed in the transaction confirmation.
Ms. Evans stated that a parentheses should be added after “…General Notes, page 3”, the period should be replaced with a semicolon and the word “Provided” should be changed to “provided”.  The subcommittee supported this modification.  Mr. Berkmier stated that the word “applicable” should be inserted in the phrase “and all [applicable] record keeping requirements”.  The subcommittee supported this modification.
Mr. Sappenfield stated that the subcommittee would take a balanced vote on whether to include the customs language as a new Section 8.4 and to renumber the existing 8.4 as 8.5.  If approved via balanced vote, the language for new Section 8.4 would state:
The parties agree that the delivery of and the transfer of title to all Gas under this Contract shall take place within the Customs Territory of the United States (as defined in general note 2 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 19 U.S.C. §1202, General Notes, page 3);  provided, however, that in the event Seller took title to the Gas outside the Customs Territory of the United States, Seller represents and warrants that it is the importer of record for all Gas entered and delivered into the United States, and shall be responsible for entry and entry summary filings as well as the payment of duties, taxes and fees, if any, and all applicable record keeping requirements. Buyer represents and warrants that it will complete any reporting as required by applicable laws and regulations.
	
	Wholesale Gas Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	LDCs
	6
	2
	8
	1.5
	0.5
	2

	Pipeline
	
	
	 
	0
	0
	0

	Producer
	3
	3
	6
	1
	1
	2

	Services
	4
	3
	7
	1.14
	0.86
	2

	Total
	15
	8
	23
	5.64
	2.36
	8


The vote passed a balanced vote as shown above.  [Vote 1].
Section 6, Taxes, add “severance taxes” to list of included taxes
Mr. Jarvis presented the work paper submitted by EnCana Oil and Gas regarding severance taxes posted on the Contracts Subcommittee page:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/wgq_contracts042706w5.pdf.  Mr. Jarvis suggested adding the phrase “severance taxes” to the list of included taxes in Section 6.
Ms. Hazel offered an alternative solution regarding the severance taxes.  She stated that the definition of “Contract Price” could be modified in Section 2 to include severance taxes.  Mr. Jarvis supported this suggestion.  Ms. Zaguli offered language ExxonMobil uses to modify the definition of “Contract Price” to address the issues raised by EnCana Oil and Gas:  “Contract Price includes reimbursement for all production, severance, and other such taxes imposed on the Gas prior to delivery at the Delivery Point.”  The subcommittee supported the language proposed by Ms. Zaguli with the addition of the phrase “to Seller” after the word reimbursement.  The sentence was added as a second sentence in the definition of “Contract Price.”

Ms. Gussow did not support the insertion of the phrase “reimbursement to Seller” and stated that Florida Power and Light would oppose the recommendation at the Executive Committee if this language were included.  Ms. Hazel stated that the language should be added to address a requirement of the requirements of the Texas Comptroller Rule identified in EnCana’s comments.  Ms. Hazel stated that the rule was a methodology for calculating severance taxes for producers who sell gas in the State of Texas.  Ms. Gussow stated that she did not want the Base Contract to be modified in a way that could create an impression that the Buyer is responsible for these types of taxes.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that the current definition of “Contract Price” includes the reimbursement for the taxes.  The language proposed as a second sentence to the definition of “Contract Price” would not create an obligation on the part of the Buyer to reimburse for those taxes.  Mr. Jarvis added that the language added is seeking to clarify that the purchase price is inclusive of the severance tax the producer must pay.
Ms. Hazel stated she would speak with Ms. Gussow and counsel for Florida Power and Light offline regarding the language added to the definition of “Contract Price”.
Discussion of alternative proposals under 10.3.2 for Triangular Set-off
Mr. Sappenfield noted that the Contracts Subcommittee determined to vote to include one of two different proposals for the Triangular Set-off language.  Proposal one would be the language submitted by El Paso Exploration and Production Company with Roman numeral v included.  Proposal two would be the language submitted by El Paso Exploration and Production Company without Roman numeral v.

Mr. Brown stated that El Paso Exploration and Production supported inclusion of Roman numeral v in the Triangular Set-off language because the language would provide the non-defaulting party the ability to set-off any Net Settlement Amount owed to the defaulting party against any amounts owed by the defaulting party or its affiliates under other agreements.  Mr. Brown stated that this language would be beneficial in instances of bankruptcy when the non-defaulting party would otherwise receive cents on the dollar from the defaulting party.
Mr. Bevis stated that Cinergy Marketing and Trading’s policy does not allow involuntary action against one of the affiliates of a defaulting party.

Mr. Sappenfield stated that the subcommittee would vote on the Triangular Set-off language.  A vote in support would be a vote in support of the language with Roman numeral v included.  A vote in opposition would be a vote in support of the language without Roman numeral v.  Ms. Karm moved, seconded by Ms. Hazel, to adopt the language proposed by El Paso Exploration and Production with Roman numeral v included.  The subcommittee voted via balanced vote.

	
	Wholesale Gas Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	1
	3
	1.33
	0.67
	2

	LDCs
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Pipeline
	
	
	 
	0
	0
	0

	Producer
	4
	2
	6
	1.33
	0.67
	2

	Services
	5
	1
	6
	1.67
	0.33
	2

	Total
	13
	4
	17
	6.33
	1.67
	8


The motion passed a balanced vote as shown above.  [Vote 2].

Discussion and vote on Market Disruption Language (New Section 14)
Next, Mr. Sappenfield requested that the subcommittee discuss the inclusion of the new section for Market Disruption proposed as the new Section 14 and the proposal to renumber the Miscellaneous section as the new Section 15.

Mr. Jarvis moved, seconded by Mr. Noulles, to adopt the language proposed for Market Disruption as the new Section 14 and to renumber the Miscellaneous section as the new Section 15.  Ms. McCain stated that the motion should include the correction of references to section numbers to reflect that Section 14 Miscellaneous had become Section 15.  Mr. Jarvis and Mr. Noulles agreed to amend the motion to include the correction of references where appropriate.  The subcommittee voted via balanced vote.

	
	Wholesale Gas Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	2
	1
	3
	1.33
	0.67
	2

	LDCs
	6
	1
	7
	1.71
	0.29
	2

	Pipeline
	
	
	 
	0
	0
	0

	Producer
	4
	3
	7
	1.14
	0.86
	2

	Services
	6
	0
	6
	2
	0
	2

	Total
	18
	5
	23
	6.19
	1.81
	8


The motion passed a balanced vote as shown above.  [Vote 3].
Definition for Specified Transaction
Mr. Portz proposed an alternative definition for the term “Specified Transaction”:

“Specified Transaction(s)” shall mean any transaction between the parties to this Base Contract which is a forward contract, swap agreement or commodities contract, in each case as defined in the United States Bankruptcy Code, involving the purchase, sale or exchange of Gas, or a master agreement between such parties governing such transaction(s), and any other transaction or agreement identified as a Specified Transaction under this Base Contract or any relevant Transaction Confirmation hereunder.
Mr. Portz stated that the proposed definition would serve as an early warning to give a party a chance to decide whether to declare an event of default.  After further discussion, the subcommittee supported the modification of the definition of “Specified Transaction” to state that it would apply to those transactions identified in the Base Contract, but made additional changes to the definition proposed by Mr. Portz.  After further discussion, the subcommittee agreed to modify the definition of “Specified Transaction” to state:
“Specified Transaction(s)” shall mean any other transaction or agreement between the parties for the purchase, sale or exchange of physical Gas, and any other transaction or agreement identified as a Specified Transaction under the Base Contract.

The subcommittee agreed to add space on the Cover Page for identification of the Specified Transactions to be included in the definition of “Specified Transaction(s)”.

Cover Page
The subcommittee reviewed the Cover Page and agreed that the boxes relating to Section 7 should be moved to the left hand column of the table on page 2 in order to provide more room in the right hand column.  Ms. Kennedy stated she would make the changes to the Cover Pages as requested.
4. Final Review of Draft Recommendation and Vote
Mr. Sappenfield stated that the recommendation would include the recommendation form, the redline Base Contract, a clean version of the Base Contract that includes the modifications made by the subcommittee, a table of the submitted comments that were accepted as modifications, and the subcommittee’s mission statement.
Mr. Craig moved to replace the existing NAESB WGQ Base Contract for Sale and Purchase of Natural (NAESB WGQ Standard 6.3.1) with the modified NAESB WGQ Base Contract for Sale and Purchase of Natural Gas dated April 27, 2006 as reflected in the attachment.  Ms. Klecka seconded the motion.  The motion passed a balanced vote as shown below.  [Vote 4].

	
	Wholesale Gas Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	End Users
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	LDCs
	4
	1
	5
	1.6
	0.4
	2

	Pipeline
	
	
	 
	0
	0
	0

	Producer
	5
	0
	5
	2
	0
	2

	Services
	8
	0
	8
	2
	0
	2

	Total
	20
	1
	21
	7.6
	0.4
	8


The recommendation will be posted for the formal thirty day comment period and forwarded to the WGQ Executive Committee after the expiration of the comment period.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that he would request that the recommendation be included in the WGQ Executive Committee meeting materials for the May 11, 2006 meeting for informational purposes only.
After the expiration of the comment period, it is the expectation that the WGQ Executive Committee will schedule a conference call to review any comments and vote on the recommendation.
5. Other Matters
Mr. Sappenfield stated that he would request that the WGQ 2006 Annual Plan be modified to include a new item to develop the FAQs for the modified Base Contract.
6. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 2:57 PM Central.
7.
Attendance and Voting Record

	Name
	Organization
	Segment
	Attendance
	Vote 1
	Vote 2
	Vote 3
	Vote 4

	Rhonda Alphin
	Reliant Energy, Inc.
	Services
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Kim Barry
	PPL EnergyPlus, LLC
	End User
	Phone
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Rebecca Batchelder
	Amerada Hess Corporation
	Services
	Phone
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Frank Berkmier
	Consumer's Energy
	LDC
	Phone
	S
	S
	S
	

	Randy Bevis
	Cinergy Marketing & Trading, LP
	Services
	In Person
	O
	O
	S
	S

	Martha Braddy
	BG Energy Merchants, LLC
	Producer
	In Person
	O
	O
	S
	S

	Alan Bransgrove
	Xcel Energy
	LDC
	In Person
	O
	S
	S
	S

	Chuck Brown
	El Paso Exploration and Production Co.
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Kelly Buechler
	Anadarko Energy Services Company
	Services
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	Pipeline
	In Person
	A
	A
	A
	A

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Ron Clements
	Anadarko Energy Services Company
	Services
	In Person
	O
	A
	S
	S

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	LDC
	In Person
	S
	A
	S
	S

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	Pipeline
	In Person
	A
	A
	A
	A

	Michael Davis
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	End User
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	

	Patti Diaz
	Arizona Public Service Company
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Elizabeth Evans
	Constellation Energy Commodities Group
	Services
	In Person
	O
	
	
	S

	Jill Freret
	Arizona Public Service Company
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	DeMonica Gladney
	ExxonMobil Gas & Power Marketing
	Producer
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Angela Gonzalez
	NAESB
	
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Paramy Graff
	Apache Corporation
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Dona Gussow
	Florida Power and Light
	End User
	Phone
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Carolyn Hazel
	ConocoPhillips
	Producer
	In Person
	O
	S
	S
	S

	Bill Hebenstreit
	El Paso Exploration and Production Co.
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Tom Heckathorn
	NiSource
	LDC
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Lisa Herrmann
	Chevron Global Gas
	Producer
	Phone
	A
	S
	O
	

	Richard Ishikawa
	SoCal Gas
	LDC
	In Person
	O
	A
	S
	A

	Fred Jacobson
	NiSource
	LDC
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Jeff Jarvis
	EnCana Marketing
	Services
	Phone
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Stephanie Karm
	El Paso Exploration and Production Co.
	Producer
	In Person
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Ellen Klecka
	Cinergy Marketing & Trading, LP
	Services
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Mickey Jo Lawrence
	Apache Corporation
	Producer
	In Person
	O
	O
	S
	S

	Anne Lovett
	PPL EnergyPlus, LLC
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Marcy McCain
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	Pipeline
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Thomas Noulles
	Williams Power Co.
	Services
	In Person
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Gas Distribution
	LDC
	Phone
	S
	
	
	

	Stephanie Panus
	BG Energy Merchants, LLC
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	David Portz
	David A. Portz PC for Total Gas & Power N.A.
	Services
	In Person
	S
	S
	
	S

	Matilda Phelps
	Anadarko Energy Services Company
	Services
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Chris Raup
	Consolidated Edison of NY
	LDC
	Phone
	S
	A
	S
	O

	Porter Ryan
	El Paso Exploration and Production Co.
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana Marketing
	Services
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Mike Shepard
	Mewbourn Oil Company
	Producer
	Phone
	S
	S
	O
	S

	George Simmons
	NiSource
	LDC
	Phone
	S
	
	O
	S

	Jeff Sorenson
	El Paso Exploration and Production Co.
	Producer
	In Person
	
	
	
	

	Lori Thompson
	AEP
	Services
	Phone
	A
	S
	S
	S

	Steve Watson
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	S

	Stephany Whitt
	Arizona Public Service Company
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Lori Zabrecky
	PPL EnergyPlus, LLC
	End User
	Phone
	
	
	
	

	Amy Zaguli
	ExxonMobil Gas & Power Marketing
	Producer
	Phone
	S
	A
	O
	A

	Steve Zavodnick
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	LDC
	Phone
	S
	
	S
	S








� Voting Record Legend:  S = Support; O = Oppose; A = Abstain
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