RECOMMENDATION TO GISB EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Requester: ANR Pipeline Request No.: R98089B
1. Recommended Action: Effect of EC Voteto Accept Recommended Action:
___Accept asrequested _X Changeto Existing Practice
_X Accept as modified below __ Status Quo
__ Decline

2. TYPE OF MAINTENANCE

Per Request: Per Recommendation:

___Initiation ___Initiation

_X_Maodification _X Modification

___Interpretation ___Interpretation

___Withdrawal ___Withdrawal

__ Principle(x.1.2) __ Principle(x.1.2)

__ Definition (x.2.2) __ Definition (x.2.2)

__Business Practice Standard (x.3.2) __Business Practice Standard (x.3.2)
___Document (x.4.2) ___Document (x.4.2)

__DataElement (x.4.2) __DataElement (x.4.2)

__ CodeVaue (x.4.2) __ CodeVaue (x.4.2)

_X_X12 Implementation Guide _X_X12 Implementation Guide
___Business Process Documentation ___Business Process Documentation

3. RECOMMENDATION

SUMMARY': The instructions from the EC (see Supporting Documentation, Description of Recommendation
section below) were implemented in R97064D, which was approved by the Executive Committee in
June 2000. No further changes are needed.

TECHNICAL CHANGE L OG (all instructions to accomplish the recommendation)

Document Name and No.:

Description of Change:

No changes needed.

4. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

a. Description of Request:



RECOMMENDATION TO GISB EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Requester: ANR Pipeline Request No.: R98089B

Seeinstructions from the 4/13/2000 EC Meeting in the Description of Recommendation below.
b. Description of Recommendation:
Executive Committee April 13, 2000

R98089 Add acode value description to the Transaction Status Code in the Confirmation Response (1.4.4)
to indicate that the entire transaction was rejected due to header level errors. Transaction Status Code will
be added pending the approval of R98043. Add the dataelement ‘Validation Code’ to the header level of the
Confirmation Response (1.4.4). Add five (5) code value descriptionsto the Validation Codein the
Confirmation Response (1.4.4). Change the Technical Implementation of Business Processfor the
Confirmation Response (1.4.4). (Referenced Ell Task Force (12/18/98) —identified as IR34)

The recommendation was presented by Mr. Keisler. He noted that the addition of the data element
Transaction Status Code was the subject of request no. R98043 and it failed at the prior EC meeting, so code
values need to be removed. He recommended that a motion be made to not accept the recommendation.

Ms. Davis moved that the recommendation be declined which was seconded by Ms. Hess. A break was
taken so that the motion could be discussed. After the break, Ms. Davis removed her motion. Mr. Caldwell
moved that the recommendation be adopted which was seconded by Ms. Hess. The motion failed with all
opposed.

Ms. Hess made the following motion which was seconded by Ms. Davis:. “ Send the following instructions
to the Technical Subcommittee: Modify the X 12 implementation guide for the Confirmation Response (1.4.4)
to remove the ANSI code values for the Acknowledgement Typein the BAKO2 element.” The vote (simple
magjority) was taken and the motion passed unanimously.

Technical Subcommittee January 25, 2001

Motion:

The instructions from the EC were implemented in R97064D, which was approved by the Executive
Committeein June 2000. No further changes are needed.

Sense of the Room:  January 25, 2001 _2 InFavor __ 0 Opposed

Segment Check (if applicable):

In Favor : _ End-Users _ LDCs _ Pipelines __ Producers __ Services
Opposed : _ End-Users _ LDCs _ Pipelines __ Producers __ Services

c. Business Purpose:
d. Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s):
Per the instructions from the Executive Committee, the Technical Subcommittee deleted the information. This

was implemented in the new Confirmation Response that was approved by the EC in June 2000 and, later,
member ratified.




