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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

Via posting

TO:
Wholesale Gas Quadrant and Wholesale Electric Quadrant e-Tariff Subcommittee members, and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Jonathan Booe, Meeting Administration Counsel
RE:
Draft Minutes of e-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting – January 23-25, 2008
DATE:
March 18, 2008
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WEQ and WGQ E-Tariff Subcommittee Meeting
January 23, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Mountain
January 24, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Mountain

January 25, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Mountain

Hosted by El Paso Western Pipeline – Colorado Springs, CO

Draft Minutes
1.
Welcome and Administrative Items
Mr. Sappenfield and Ms. Daly welcomed the meeting participants in the room and on the phone.  Mr. Sappenfield thanked El Paso Western Pipeline for hosting the meeting.  Mr. Booe read the antitrust guidelines.  The participants reviewed the agenda.  Ms. Davis suggested that the group add the adoption of the January 8, 2008 meeting minutes to the agenda.  Ms. Mespelli asked that the National Grid presentation on shared and joint filing rights be moved to agenda item three.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Key, to adopt the agenda with the suggested revisions.  The motion passed without objection.  Mr. Sappenfield reviewed the NAESB standards approval process, and noted that the goal of the three day meeting is to vote the recommendation out of the subcommittee.  
The subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the October 11-12, 2008 meeting.  Ms. Davis submitted redlined minutes posted as a work paper for this meeting:  Proposed Changes to the October 11-12, 2007 eTariff Draft Minutes - Submitted by D.Davis, Williams - Redlined.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Van Pelt, to adopt the minutes as redlined by Ms. Davis.  The final minutes are posted on the e-Tariff page:  http://naesb.org/pdf3/etariff101107fm.doc.
The subcommittee also reviewed the minutes from the January 8, 2008 e-Tariff Technical Task Force conference call.  A minor modification was made to the draft version of the minutes.  Ms. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Van Pelt, to adopt the minutes as revised.  The final minutes are posted on the e-Tariff page: http://naesb.org/pdf3/etariff_ttf010808fm.doc.
2.
Update from e-Tariff Technical Task Force
Mr. Burden provided an update of the progress of the e-Tariff Technical Task Force (eTTF).  Since the last business group meeting, the eTTF developed a list of use cases for the implementation guide, and reviewed the nullable characters in the xml schema and tibp manual with the FERC staff.  Mr. Burden reviewed the modifications made to the implementation guide based upon the eTTF meetings and stated that the guide was posted for an informal comment period beginning on December 14, 2007 and ending January 16, 2008.

3.
Review Comments Submitted in Response to Corrected e-Tariff Technical Task Force Memo to e-Tariff Subcommittee, List of Open Business Issues, and Draft Implementation Guide.
The subcommittee reviewed the comments submitted in response to the Corrected e-Tariff Technical Task Force Memo to e-Tariff Subcommittee, List of Open Business Issues, and Draft Implementation Guide posted by the eTTF on December 14, 2007.  
Electric Comments

Executive Summary
Ms. Daly suggested that the subcommittee review the Revised Electric Comments on the Guide first, as they are the most voluminous.  The participants reviewed the proposed modifications to the Executive Summary.  Ms. Davis initiated discussion by stating that she opposes replacing the term “tariff” with “Jurisdictional Documents” and noted that other gas standards reference “tariff” in the same context as the implementation guide.  In response, Mr. Bartholomot stated that the term “Jurisdictional Documents” was suggested to make clear that “tariff” is an all inclusive term describing a single tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement.  Ms. Daly confirmed that “Jurisdictional Documents” references all documents filed with the FERC.  The participants agreed to return to the issue and the Executive Summary after addressing the proposed modifications to the definition section of the guide. 

Definitions

Tariff Submitter

Ms. Daly reviewed the proposed modification to the definition of “Tariff Submitter”:
Tariff Submitter is the term used to describe any entity that is required to submit Tariff Filings pursuant to Title 18 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 35, 154, 284, 300, 341 or other Parts as required by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
The participants agreed to remove the C.F.R. reference.  

Tariff Filing

Ms. Daly reviewed the proposed modifications to the term “Tariff Filing”.  
Tariff Filing is the term used to describe a compilation of Data Elements of all (documentTariff Record(s), associated data, and supporting documents, etc.) that areis required to be filed by a Tariff Submitter pursuant to Title 18 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 35, 154, 284, 300, 341 or other Parts as required by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Ms. Davis opposed the inclusion of the defined term “Data Elements” in the definition.  Ms. Key stated that the term “Data Elements” needs to be defined because it is pervasive through the guide and is meaningless for those that have not read a NAESB standard.  Ms. Van Pelt stated that the “data elements” are already defined in the data tables of the guide and that another definition is unnecessary.  The participants discussed the hierarchy of Tariff Filings, Tariff Filing Attachments, and Tariff Records and how data elements are used at all three levels of the structure.  After further discussion, the participants decided not to accept the proposed modifications.
Tariff Record

Ms. Key reviewed the proposed modifications to the definition and proposed some alternate language:

Tariff Record is a term used to describe a compilation of Data Elements associated with a sheet, a section)s), or a complete Jurisdictional Document filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission  
Ms. Daly suggested that the term “Jurisdictional Document” be removed.  The participants agreed and made a few other modifications to the language of the proposed definition.  The group came to consensus on the following definition:

Tariff Record is the term used to describe a compilation of data elements associated with a sheet, section, or whole document that is filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

Jurisdictional Document

The participants decided to skip ahead to the proposed term “Jurisdictional Document”, as it is used in several of the proposed definitions.  Mr. Spangler reviewed the definition and asked someone to explain the rationale behind its addition.  Ms. Key stated that the term needs to be included to distinguish the large set of documents that are submitted with a tariff filing from those documents which are statutory.  The participants discussed various ways to make the distinction.  Ms. Bradford suggested defining what exactly goes into a tariff record and including that in the definition.  She stated that a tariff record represents a single tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement.  The participants supported the suggestion and the definition  was modified to reflect the suggestion:
Tariff Record is the term used to describe the part of a Tariff Filing that consists of the data elements that relate to a sheet, section, or entire tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement that is required to be filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
Sheet Based Format
After reviewing the proposed definition of “Sheet Based Format”, Ms. Daly offered an alternate definition.  Mr. Spangler proposed the following as a slightly modified version of Ms. Daly’s definition:
Sheet-Based Format and Section-Based Format are the terms used to describe the subdivision into sheets or sections, respectively, of a tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement for purposes of a Tariff Filing.
The participants approved of Mr. Spangler’s proposal.
Whole Document Format
Mr. Sappenfield proposed the following definition for “Whole Document Format”:

Whole Document Format is the term used to describe tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement submitted as a single document with a Tariff Record
Ms. Myers suggested that the language “for purposes of a Tariff Filing” be added to the end of the sentence.  The participants approved of the addition and the definition.

Tariff 

Ms. Daly reviewed the proposed definition of “Tariff”.  Ms. Davis stated that the definition was included initially so that it was clear that the standard was being referenced.  Mr. Bartholomot noted that all six of the definitions discussed relate to the standards, and suggested that the definition be removed.  Ms. Davis stated that the definition could be removed and that it was only included for clarification.  Ms. Myers noted that the term “Tariff” rather than “tariff” is used in the current standard and robustly throughout the guide.  The group undertook to change all instances of “Tariff” to “tariff” while reviewing the standard and guide.

The participants reviewed the remaining proposed terms D7 through D13 and determined that they were unnecessary as they are sufficiently defined in the Implementation Guide.
Standards

The participants reviewed the proposed modifications to the Standard:
NAESB WGQ Standard [x.4.z] / NAESB WEQ Standard [X].
S1
A Tariff Submitter should must upload a Tariff Filing (or components of a Tariff Filing and corresponding revisions), using one of the following methods for structuring the Tariff Records:  (i) a Sheet-basedSheet-Based Format, (ii) Section-basedSection-Based Format or (iii) Whole Document Format for the Tariff Record(s), pursuant to the requirements as set forth in NAESB WGQ Standard [x.4.z] / NAESB WEQ Standard [X].this implementation guide.
Ms. Davis suggested that the standard be structured differently, making it easier to read.  She suggested that (i), (ii), (iii) be ordered under the standard.  She also noted that the word “must” is not used in NAESB Standards.  Ms. Van Pelt suggested that “for the Tariff Record(s)” be removed after (iii).

Ms. Nagle suggested that the standard specify that it applies only to an electric tariff filing rather to all tariff filings.  Mr. Spangler responded that the use of the defined term Tariff Filing in the Standard narrows the standard to electronically filed tariff.  Ms. Daly stated that she supports the idea of specifically noting the Standard applies to an electronic filing and suggested adding such language. Ms. Van Pelt suggested moving the cite at the end of the standard to the top of the standard.  

Mr. Peirce stated that the addition of “one of the following methods for structuring the Tariff Records” language is misleading because any of the methods can be used.  Ms. Daly suggested modifying the language to read “one or more of the following methods”.  After further discussion Ms. Davis proposed the following to the group:
S1
A Tariff Submitter should electronically submit a Tariff Filing pursuant to the requirements as set forth in NAESB WGQ Standard [x.4.z] / NAESB WEQ Standard [X].

S2
For the electronic submission of a Tariff Filing, a tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement, and changes thereto, should be structured using one or more of the following methods:

(i) Sheet-Based Format,

(ii) Section-Based Format, or

(iii) Whole Document Format
The participants approved of Ms. Davis’s proposed standards language.  
General Purpose
Next, the participants reviewed the suggested modifications to the General Purpose Section of the Implementation Guide.  Ms. Key stated that the suggested modifications may not coincide with the decisions made thus far.  Ms. Davis stated that a majority of what was struck in the comments was the explanation of the e-Tariff data set requested by the electric participants.  Ms. Davis suggested striking the modifications made in the comments and starting over.  The participants decided to work through the comments rather than starting over as Ms. Davis had suggested.  Ms. Van Pelt and Ms. Davis explained how data sets are differentiated from standards and how they are numbered.  The participants went through the language and made modifications based upon the changes made to the definitions and the suggestions of the group. The term “Jurisdictional Documents” was changed to “tariff(s), rate schedule(s), and service agreement(s)” or “databases” when the context so required.  
Ms. Key stated that the additional paragraphs included in the General Purpose section introduce new concepts that the group needs to discuss.  The new concepts concern the granularity of the Tariff Record and baseline information compliance.  She stated that the FERC staff has appeared amenable to the concepts explained in the paragraphs and that including the issues in the guide is important for gaining WEQ support.  Ms. Daly stated that a comment would be a more appropriate method of passing the concepts on to the Executive Committees.  Mr. Sappenfield noted that the comment process to the Executive Committee is an open process and that all comments are included in the FERC filing.  The participants discussed whether to remove the language from the General Purpose section and include it in comments to the Executive Committees or to put it elsewhere in the Implementation Guide.  The FERC staff reassured the participants that the concepts had been discussed by the staff members and that they were not opposed to them.  Mr. Hairston asked if he could vote to approve the standard and note that it was based upon the representations made by FERC.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that the vote on the standard can not be made contingent on anything and that issues outside of the standard should be included in comments.  After much discussion, the participants agreed to remove the additional language from the guide and include it in comments to the Executive Committees if so desired. 
e-Tariff Filings Process Flow Diagram and Description

Ms. Davis reviewed the Diagram and the comment submitted by MISO concerning the reliability of email.  Mr. Goldenburg noted that comment addresses an Order 703 e-Filing issue rather than the draft standard.  Mr. Luzeando stated that the comment may be removed.  Ms. Myers noted that SOC needs to be defined as the Secretary of the Commission on the diagram.  Ms. Davis undertook to make the change offline as the diagram is in a picture format rather than editable text.

The group reviewed the comments on the Process Flow Diagram Description and noted that the comments were FERC issues rather than items that can be addressed by the subcommittee.  The comments were removed and the references to “Tariff(s)” were changed to “database(s)” and references to “Jurisdictional Document” were changed to “tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement” to reflect the previous discussion and modifications.  Mr. Bartholomot stated that he does not understand the intent of the bracketed language in Note 1.  Mr. Burden stated that it was included to signal FERC staff to the security issues.  The participants decided to remove the bracketed language.
e-Tariff Dataset, Data Dictionary Data Tables, Data Element Overview 

The participants reviewed the Overviews of the e-Tariff Dataset, Data Dictionary Data Table, and Data Elements.  Ms. Myers noted that e-Tariff Dataset should be titled e-Tariff Submission Dataset.  The group agreed.  The participants discussed the comments and made minor changes reflecting the previous discussions and modifications.
Details of Individual Data Elements

Ms. Davis noted that the items contained in this section of the guide are a high level explanation of what is contained in the data table, and that the section should be used in conjunction with the actual data table.  The participants discussed the comments and made minor changes reflecting the previous discussions and modifications.
Ms. Daly stated that she has been put on notice that some of the FERC staff members have concerns regarding part 2 of the Guidelines for the Attachment section, which lists the information a Tariff Submitter can include in the header or footer.  Mr. Goldenberg explained that if a document is submitted in .pdf format the metadata cannot be manipulated and there is no way to add a version number.  Therefore, the FERC is requesting that documents filed in .pdf format include a first page that gives the version number of the document.  Mr. Peirce clarified that this only applies if the Whole Document Format is used.  The participants created another guideline capturing the request.  

The group discussed how attachments will be submitted, and which submission will be considered the official version.  The FERC staff members explained that one will be submitted to e-Library and one in Record Binary Data and that the documents will be identical, except for the FERC addition to the header and footer of the Record Binary Data. 

Tariff Record Content Data Table Data Elements
The group reviewed the Tariff Content Data Table Data Elements and discussed the comments.  Minor changes were made based upon the discussion and the previous modifications. 
Data Dictionary
Mr. Burden reviewed the Data Dictionary.  The participants discussed the comments and modified the table to ensure that it is consistent with the changes made to the other portions of the Implementation Guide.
XML Schema

The participants briefly reviewed the XML Schema.  Mr. Luzeando asked why a Microsoft web site was referenced in the notes under the schema, given that Microsoft sites change so frequently.   Mr. Brooks provided a W3 site, which was included as requested by Midwest ISO.  
Return to Executive Summary
Ms. Davis presented a revised Executive Summary based upon the previous discussions and modifications.  The participants reviewed the summary and made a few modifications.

A redlined version reflecting all changes made to the Implementation Guide can be found on the e-Tariff web page through the following link: Attachment: Draft Implementation Guide 01/25/08 (Redline). 
4.
Open Business Issues Document
The subcommittee briefly reviewed and provided answers to the comments submitted on the Open Business Issues Document posted as a work paper for the meeting:  Revised - Electric Comments on Open Issues.  The group discussed whether the Attachment Description has to be identical to the description provided by FERC.  The FERC staff members noted that the question had already been answered in column six of Attachment Description in the data table:

For Attachments that are pre-defined by FERC's regulations, the description will be the FERC pre-defined description.  For other Attachments that are added by the Tariff Submitter, the description can be any value desired.  These descriptions will be displayed in eTariff and eLibrary as assigned and provided by the Tariff Submitter.
The answers provided to this and the other Open Business Issues can be found as an attachment to the minutes through the following link:  Attachment: Electric Comments on Open Issues - Revised January 24, 2008.
5.
National Grid Presentation
Ms. Schwinnesin and Ms. Mespelli of National Grid gave a presentation on the problem with joint and shared filing through e-Tariff.  They stated that under Section 205 of the Federal Power Act there are several entities that are required to make tariff changes to umbrella tariffs, and that the e-Tariff process requires a single Tariff Submitter to make tariff changes with a single Company Identifier.  Currently there is nothing built into the system or the NAESB standard to accommodate those entities that have joint and shared filing.  Ms. Mespelli stated that she would like the subcommittee to report the issue to FERC and ask that the issue be resolved.  Mr. Bartholomot asked if it is wise to vote out a standard that has this fatal flaw.  Mr. Sappenfield stated that FERC charged NAESB with creating a standard to get information from point a to point b.  The standard creates that capability and is broad enough to allow FERC to resolve this and the other issues identified by the subcommittee as FERC policy concerns.  Ms. Davis reiterated that a formal comment is the proper method of voicing policy concerns that NAESB was not asked to address.
6. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Presentation

Ms. Nagle stated that Tennessee Gas Pipeline negotiates both negotiated rate agreements and non-conforming agreements. Negotiated rate agreements do not have to be filed if the agreement is included on the tariff sheet.  Tennessee would like to file both through e-Tariff; however if they are filed through e-Tariff they are not included in the tariff book.  Ms. Nagle stated that Tennessee has developed two solutions to this problem: (1) adding the agreement to the end of a sheet as a section or (2) creating separate volumes for the negotiated agreements and the nonconforming agreements.  Mr. Peirce responded that both suggestions are very workable solutions.
7. Review of FAQ Section of Implementation Guide
Next, the participant’s reviewed the FAQ section of the Implementation Guide.  Mr. Peirce noted that questions developed in the subcommittee are but of few of the questions that will arise in actual implementation.  He stated that using any new tool is a learning process and suggested that a bulletin board for questions would be a much more productive and useful tool as the FAQ’s become outdated.  
Ms. Key stated that she authored a majority of the FAQ’s and that a large number of them should not be included in the FAQ section.  Mr. Sappenfield suggested that the group review the questions individually and remove the policy questions from the Implementation Guide and include them in the subcommittee’s chairs comments to the Executive Committee.  Everyone approved of the recommendation.  A list of the questions that were removed from the guide and included in the comments to the Executive Committee can be found on the Executive Committee web page through the following link:  Comments Submitted by e-Tariff Chairs.
8.
Final Review, Motion, and Vote

Mr. Sappenfield reviewed the recommendation to which the implementation guide is attached.  He reviewed the process and drafted the following motion:  
Adopt proposed NAESB WGQ Definitions [D1, D2, D3, D4 and D5] and Standards [S1 and S2] and NAESB WEQ Definitions [D1, D2, D3, D4 and D5] and Standards [S1 and S2], the proposed Implementation Guide for Electronic Tariff Filing (NAESB WGQ Standard [x.4.z] and WEQ Standard [X], dated January 25, 2008 as set forth in Appendix “A” attached hereto, and the recommendation form containing such.  

Ms. Davis made the motion and was seconded by Ms. Bradbury.  The motion passed a balanced roll call vote [Vote 1].
9.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:15 PM Central.
9.

Attendance and Vote
	Participant
	Organization
	Quadrant
	Vote
	1/23
	1/24
	1/25

	Henri Bartholomot
	EEI
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Tony Barracchini
	FERC
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Joletta Bennett
	Shell Pipeline Company
	Oil Rep. Pipeline
	
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Naomi Bourg
	Northern Natural Gas
	WGQ
	Support
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Louise Bradford
	Trunkline Gas Company
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Dick Brooks
	ISO New England
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	
	
	Present 
	Present
	Present

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Oliver Burke
	Entergy
	WEQ
	Support
	Phone
	
	Phone

	Donna Cervti
	Gas Transmission NW
	WGQ
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	John Ciza
	Southern Company Generation
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Sally Clore
	Midwest ISO
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	
	

	Charles Coleman
	FERC
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Adrian Cook
	AOPL
	Oil Rep. Pipeline
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	David Crabtree
	Tampa Electric Company
	WEQ
	Support
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	John Cutting
	NY ISO
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Jane Daly
	Arizona Public Service
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Rhonda Denton
	BP Energy Co.
	WGQ
	Support
	
	
	Phone

	Roy DeWitt
	Wyoming Interstate Company
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Arthur Diestel
	Spectra Energy Transmission
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Linda Farquhar
	Great Lakes Transmission
	WGQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Carmen Fish
	Willison Basin Pipeline
	WGQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Jeremy French
	El Paso Western Pipeline
	WGQ
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Craig Getz
	Alliance Pipeline
	WGQ
	
	
	Phone
	Phone

	George Godding
	FERC
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Michael Goldenberg
	FERC
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	WGQ 
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Donna Gussow
	Florida Power & Light
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	

	KC Hairston
	Balch & Bingham
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Phone

	Matthew Hammell
	Florida Power and Light
	WGQ
	Support
	
	
	Phone

	Maurene Hamilton
	Sea Robin Pipeline Co.
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Erich Hunt
	Pacific Gas and Electric
	WEQ
	Support
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Cayden Jenness
	California ISO
	WEQ 
	
	Phone
	
	

	Jennifer Key
	Steptoe & Johnson
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Charles Knight
	Florida Power & Light
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	
	

	Gary Kravis
	UNICON, Inc.
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Marcus Lotto
	Southern California Edison
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Katie Lytle
	Progress Energy
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Edgardo Luzeando
	Midwest ISO
	WEQ
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Beth Martin
	We Energies
	WEQ
	Support
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Marcy McCain
	Spectra Energy
	WGQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Kristine Mespelli
	National Grid
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Nancy Miksovsky
	Pine Needle LNG
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Jeff Molinaro
	Enterprise Products
	WGQ 
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Linda Morrison
	ISO New England
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Lynn Myers
	Southern California Edison Company
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Molly Nagle
	Southern Natural Gas Company
	WGQ 
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Ean O’Neill
	California ISO
	WEQ
	Support
	
	
	Phone

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	
	

	Keith Pierce
	FERC
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Mark Pierce
	Spectra Energy
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Rob Potter
	Portland General Electric
	WEQ
	Abstain
	
	
	Phone

	Jeffrey Purtee
	Nevada Power Company
	WEQ 
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Rose Pysh
	The United Illuminating Co. 
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	
	
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Keith Sappenfield
	EnCana
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Hassan Shah
	Entergy
	WEQ
	
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Lisa Sieg
	E On U.S.
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Virginia Snyder
	PJM Interconnection
	WEQ
	Abstain
	Phone
	Phone
	Phone

	Leigh Spangler
	Latitude Technologies
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Corporation
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Donna Suritta
	TransCanada’s GTN
	WGQ 
	Support
	
	
	Phone

	Cindy Thompson
	Southern Star Central Gas
	WGQ
	
	Phone
	
	

	Kathy Thornton
	Enbridge, Inc.
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	MiYung Thrash
	Shell Pipeline
	Oil Rep. Pipeline
	
	Phone
	Phone
	

	Michelle Van Gordon
	Midwest ISO
	WEQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Phone

	Denny Vicente
	BP Pipelines
	Oil Rep. Pipeline
	
	Present
	Present
	

	Martin Warr
	BP Pipelines
	Oil Rep. Pipeline
	
	Present
	Present
	

	Don Zeiszler
	Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
	WGQ
	Support
	Present
	Present
	Present
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