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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

Before Commissioners:  Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman;  



                  Nora Mead Brownell, and Suedeen G. Kelly.

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation


Docket No. RP06-291-000

Order Accepting AND SUSPENDING TARIFF SHEETS
(Issued April 28, 2006)

1. On March 31, 2006, National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation (National Fuel) filed tariff sheets
 with a proposed effective date of April 30, 2006, to revise or eliminate various provisions contained in its FERC Gas Tariff.  As discussed below, the Commission will accept and suspend the proposed tariff sheets listed in the Appendix, to become effective, subject to refund and conditions, September 30, 2006, or an earlier date specified by a subsequent Commission order.
I.
Background
2. National Fuel proposes in this filing to: (1) update the right of first refusal (ROFR) provisions in section 11 of the General Terms and Conditions (GT&C) of its FERC Gas Tariff; (2) add, in a new GT&C section 36, procedures under which National Fuel would be permitted to reserve capacity for future expansion projects; (3) revise the open season procedures set forth in GT&C section 26 in certain respects; (4) add, in a new GT&C section 37, provisions addressing mutually agreed-upon combinations, terminations or reductions of service agreements; (5) clarify, in a new GT&C section 38, National Fuel’s pressure obligations and the inclusion of minimum receipt and delivery pressures in service agreements on a non-discriminatory basis; (6) consolidate and revise the provisions pertaining to permissible discount transactions in a new GT&C section 39;   (7) eliminate tariff provisions filed in compliance with the Commission’s former CIG/Granite State
 policy regarding the portability of discounts, and (8) eliminate tariff language made obsolete by the above-described changes and make other conforming or miscellaneous changes.
II.
Details of the Filing

A.
GT&C Section 11 - Pregranted Abandonment and ROFR Provisions


1.
GT&C Section 11.1 – Eligible Service Agreements
3. National Fuel proposes new language at the beginning of section 11.1 to define the “Qualifying Agreements” that provide shippers with a ROFR.  These include Part 284 firm transportation and storage agreements with a primary term of one year or longer at the applicable maximum recourse rates, long-term firm agreements at discounted or negotiated rates that were entered into prior to March 27, 2000, and other firm agreements in which National Fuel and its shipper mutually agree upon the extension of ROFR rights.  National Fuel states that it does not currently have any agreements that extend contractual ROFR rights to shippers.  Qualifying Agreements exclude interim agreements subject to GT&C section 26.5 (capacity remaining available following the posting period) or GT&C section 36 (capacity reserved for future expansion projects).  Each firm pro forma service agreement has been amended to show the language that would be included in such interim agreements.
4. National Fuel revised GT&C section 11.1 to make the regulatory ROFR applicable regardless of whether National Fuel or its shipper provides notice of termination.  Section 11.1 currently limits the applicability of the ROFR to the circumstance when National Fuel provides notice of termination.
5. National Fuel added language at the end of GT&C section 11.1 to provide National Fuel and its shippers the flexibility to agree to a contractual ROFR that is more limited than the regulatory ROFR applicable to other Qualifying Agreements.  National Fuel states that it would implement its discretion with respect to contractual ROFR provisions in a non-discriminatory manner, and disclose the terms and conditions of each contractual ROFR as a "special detail" in the transactional reports on its website.  National Fuel states that each firm pro forma service agreement has been amended to show the language that would be included to implement the contractual ROFR, along with a place for any limitations applicable thereto.


2.
GT&C Section 11.2 – Eligible Service Agreements
6. National Fuel added a new section entitled “Shipper's ROFR Notice” at GT&C section 11.2.  Under this section, a shipper desiring to avail itself of the ROFR procedures must notify National Fuel:  (1) within fifteen days of National Fuel's termination notice, or (2) with the shipper's termination notice, if the shipper initiates termination.  A shipper's ROFR is irrevocably waived if it does not provide a timely ROFR notice.  National Fuel asserts that, while the notice periods are shorter than those approved in DTI,
 they are reasonable.  National Fuel states that the existing shipper can elect to commence the ROFR process without penalty if it is unsure if it wants to retain its capacity at the time the notice is due.


3.
GT&C Section 11.3 – Posting of Notices of Termination
7. National Fuel revised GT&C section 11.3 to clarify that it will identify in its posting the primary receipt and delivery points applicable to the terminated contract as well as other primary receipt and delivery points that are then available in connection with the current shipper's capacity.


4.
GT&C Section 11.4 – Bidding Procedure
8. National Fuel replaced the existing five-month bidding period with a proposed minimum bidding period of ten business days in GT&C section 11.4, which it asserts is consistent with DTI.  In addition, National Fuel proposes to eliminate language requiring each bidder to prepay fixed charges for one month of service with its bid.
9. National Fuel also revised GT&C section 11.4 to explicitly permit a shipper bidding on an Firm Storage Service (FSS) or Enhanced Storage Service (ESS) service agreement and an associated FST or Enhanced Firm Transportation Service (EFT) service agreement to specify that its bid on each service is contingent on its ability to contract for its requested capacity under both services.


5.
GT&C Section 11.6 – Notification of and Right to Match Best 



Bid
10. National Fuel states that, in an effort to streamline the bidding process, it proposes to revise GT&C section 11.6 to reduce from thirty days to ten days the time period within which the existing shipper must exercise its right to match the best bid.  If the existing shipper exercises its ROFR only with respect to a quantitative portion of its capacity, revised GT&C section 11.6 requires that the existing shipper execute the service agreement reflecting the reduced quantity forwarded by National Fuel within ten days.
11. National Fuel also proposes in GT&C section 11.6 to adopt the procedure approved in DT1 by which a shipper can exercise its ROFR with respect to a quantitative portion of its capacity.
12. National Fuel states that revised GT&C section 11.6 also describes the process by which the existing shipper's agreement would be amended when it exercises its ROFR.  If the existing shipper exercises its ROFR as to its entire contract quantity, the shipper's service agreement would be deemed amended in accordance with the terms of the best bid(s) matched by the existing shipper.  If the existing shipper exercises its ROFR only with respect to a quantitative portion of its capacity, National Fuel would forward an executable service agreement to the shipper reflecting the reduced quantity, and the shipper would be required to execute and return this agreement within ten days.


6.
GT&C Section 11.7 – Absence of Acceptable Bids
13. National Fuel proposes to revise GT&C section 11.7 to reduce the time allotted to the existing shipper to elect to continue service at maximum or negotiated rates from two months to ten days.



7.
GT&C Section 11.8 – Capacity Release Transactions
14. National Fuel proposes a new GT&C section 11.8 to clarify that a replacement shipper does not inherit the ROFR rights of a releasing shipper except where:  (1) the capacity is released on a permanent basis, and (2) National Fuel releases the releasing shipper from further obligations under the service agreement in question.


8.
GT&C Section 11.9 – Extension of Service Agreements
15. National Fuel proposed a new GT&C section 11.9 to clarify that National Fuel and a firm shipper may agree to extend their service agreement, as to the entire quantity or a quantitative portion thereof, outside the ROFR process.  National Fuel asserts that in DTI, the Commission approved a provision permitting extension of agreements.  National Fuel further asserts that its proposed language would also allow for an extension of the agreement as to a reduced quantity.

B.
GT&C Section 13.2 – Scheduling
16. National Fuel proposes to eliminate language in GT&C section 13.2 that requires National Fuel to notify a shipper whose interruptible or overrun service would not be scheduled because it pays a discount rate and provide the shipper with an opportunity to offer a higher rate, following which it would receive scheduling priority commensurate
with the higher rate.  National Fuel states that it is no longer practical to provide this notice and offer this opportunity under the current North American Energy Standards Board nomination timeline.

C.
GT&C Section 26 – Procedures for Allocating Firm Capacity
17. National Fuel proposes to adopt a mechanism to permit it to award capacity in an open season for a term to commence more than one year in the future, and then make the capacity available for the interim period under service agreements that carry no ROFR rights.
18. Under proposed GT&C section 26.10, where capacity is offered in an open season under GT&C section 26 and the best bid results in a contract for a term of less than twelve months, National Fuel seeks the ability to remarket that capacity on a first-come first-served basis, without an additional open season.
19. National Fuel also proposes to clarify that capacity that has been posted for bidding in an open season is not available by means of a change to a shipper's primary receipt or delivery point until the open season is over.

D.
GT&C Section 36 – Reservation of Capacity for Expansion 



Projects
20. National Fuel states that proposed GT&C section 36 will permit it to reserve unsubscribed capacity, or capacity under expiring or terminating firm agreements where no ROFR rights are implicated, or where the existing shipper does not exercise its ROFR.  National Fuel could reserve capacity for a project only if an open season has been held or will be held within one year of the date it reserves the capacity via an internet posting.  The capacity reservation would be effective for up to one year prior to the filing of a certificate application for the expansion project, and thereafter until the project is placed in service.  Reserved capacity would be made available for bidding on an interim basis under GT&C section 36.  Shippers subscribing to such interim capacity would not have a ROFR under GT&C section 11.  GT&C section 36 also provides that where the release of capacity by existing shippers could reduce the scope of the proposed expansion, National Fuel will conduct solicitation for release offers.

E.
GT&C Section 37 – Combination and Mutual Termination and  Reduction of Service Agreements

21. National Fuel proposes GT&C section 37.1 to clarify that a service agreement may provide for different termination dates for specified quantities and to provide shippers with the ability to combine service agreements.  It states that the associated tariff sheets also include modifications to the firm pro forma service agreements to reflect the ability to combine service agreements as provided by GT&C section 37.1.

22. National Fuel proposes GT&C section 37.2 to recognize that it may agree with a shipper to terminate or reduce a service agreement’s contract quantity under certain circumstances on a basis that is not unduly discriminatory.  National Fuel states that the last sentence in GT&C section 37.2 clarifies that an agreement to terminate or reduce a service agreement under that provision does not constitute a material deviation from the applicable Form of Service Agreement.  GT&C section 37.2 permits National Fuel to waive the exit fee if it determines that the shipper's capacity would be resold at higher rates for the full remaining term of the agreement.

F.
GT&C Section 38 – Pressure
23. National Fuel is proposing a new GT&C section 38 regarding receipt and delivery pressures to eliminate inconsistencies between its rate schedules and its forms of service agreement and to clarify its pressure obligations at receipt and delivery points and the circumstances and procedures under which it may agree to a minimum receipt or delivery pressure.  National Fuel states that the provision is modeled after the pressure provision approved in Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation.

24. National Fuel states that, while its transportation rate schedules make no reference to specific limitations, the forms of service agreement for firm transportation, with the exception of transportation under the EFT Rate Schedule, include blanks for the insertion of specific receipt or delivery pressures.
  National Fuel included the receipt and delivery pressure requirements in its agreements under these rate schedules, together with a list of receipt and delivery points in an exhibit to the agreement.  National Fuel states that if a contract provides for a specific pressure obligation, that obligation is posted as a special detail on National Fuel's website.

25. To clarify the pressure provisions in its tariff and agreements, National Fuel proposes to:  (1) eliminate the pressure provision from the Firm Transportation Service (FT), Firm Transportation Service – Seasonal (FT-S), and Firm Storage Transportation Service (FST) rate schedules and the corresponding forms of service agreement, and     (2) add new GT&C section 38, modeled on Columbia's approved tariff, and revise the forms of service agreement to include a receipt and delivery point exhibit with a placeholder for any minimum pressures agreed to in accordance with GT&C section 38.  National Fuel asserts that section 38(d) has been included to clarify that the pressure provisions pertaining to EFT service will continue to be in the EFT Rate Schedule.   National Fuel is not proposing to modify those provisions in this filing.

G.
GT&C Section 39 – Discounted Agreements
26. National Fuel states that, under its current tariff, the types of discounts National Fuel may grant within the scope of its current forms of service agreements are identified in the pro forma agreements, and therefore in the service agreements themselves.  To streamline its agreement forms, and to achieve consistency among all of its existing and future service agreements, National Fuel proposes to delete the “types of discount” language from each form of service agreement and add a listing of permissible discount types in its general terms and conditions in a new GT&C section 39.  National Fuel asserts that the list included in GT&C section 39 includes the three following types of discounts not currently reflected in the existing tariff language:  (1) GT&C section 39(t) permits discounted rates based on published index prices;
 (2) GT&C section 39(g) permits inclusion of a component adjustment mechanism;
 and (3) GT&C section 39(g) permits inclusion of a mechanism adjusting a discounted rate in response to changes in the maximum rates applicable to another service under a separate rate schedule.


H.
GT&C Section 40 – Waiver
27. National Fuel states that newly-proposed GT&C section 40 gives it the right to waive any of its rights or any shipper obligations as to any specific default that has already occurred, or case-by-case in advance as to any specific, temporary operational problem, on a not unduly discriminatory basis.

I.
CIG/Granite State Provisions
28. Pursuant to Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline Company, 
 National Fuel proposes to remove the tariff provisions
 that implemented the Commission's CIG/Granite State discounting policy.
III.
Public Notice, Interventions and Protests
29. Public notice of National Fuel’s filing was published in the Federal Register,      70 Fed. Reg. 18,308 (2006), with interventions and protests due as provided in section 154.210 of the Commission’s regulations.  Pursuant to Rule 214, 18 C.F.R. § 154.210 (2005), all timely-filed motions to intervene and any motions to intervene out-of-time filed before the issuance date of this order are granted.  The following companies filed comments or protests, as detailed below: KeySpan Delivery Companies
 (KeySpan); Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. (CPA); Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. (Con Edison); The Peoples Natural Gas Company, d/b/a Dominion Peoples (Dominion Peoples); National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation (Distribution); and Pivotal Utility Holdings, Inc. d/b/a Elizabethtown Gas (Elizabethtown).  On April 21, 2006, Dominion Peoples filed a supplemental protest.
30. On April 18, 2006, National Fuel filed an answer to the comments and protests.  
Under Rule 213(a)(2) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18 C.F.R.    § 385.213(a)(2) (2005), answers to protests and replies to answers are not accepted unless otherwise ordered by the decisional authority.  The Commission will accept National Fuel’s answer because it provided information that assisted us in our decision-making process.
IV.
Discussion
31. The protestors raise many concerns and discuss a number of alleged shortcomings in National Fuel’s ROFR proposals.  For example, Dominion Peoples argues, inter alia, that, with respect to contractual ROFR terms and conditions, National Fuel should be required to submit service agreements that contain contractual ROFRs as non-conforming service agreements as opposed to disclosing the terms and conditions as a “special detail” on its website.  Con Edison argues, inter alia, that the Commission should direct National Fuel to:  (1) revise GT&C section 11.2 to require National Fuel’s notice of termination to specifically state that the shipper has 15 days to notify National Fuel whether it wishes to 
avail itself of its ROFR rights; and (2) revise GT&C section 11.2 to require National Fuel to advise the shipper, in writing, that it must make its ROFR election within 15 days of the date of its notice if a shipper provides a notice of termination that does not address whether it wishes to exercise its ROFR rights.
32. CPA argues, inter alia, that National Fuel has not justified the proposed reduction in the bidding period from five months to ten days and requests that the Commission reject the proposal.  Dominion Peoples argues, inter alia, that National Fuel should be required to measure all notice and action periods in business days and submit reasonable time periods in which National Fuel is required to take action.  KeySpan, CPA and Elizabethtown argue, inter alia, that National Fuel has not explained why it is necessary to reduce the time permitted for an existing shipper to exercise its right to match the best bid from thirty to ten days and has not justified why it is reasonable to require time periods shorter than the fifteen days approved for the same ROFR periods in DTI.
  Dominion Peoples argues, inter alia, that National Fuel’s proposal under section 11.7 of the GT&C, for the retention of capacity in the absence of acceptable bids, is inconsistent with Commission policy in that it does not provide for a shipper to opt to retain only a portion of its capacity by agreeing to pay the maximum rate for that capacity.
33. Con Edison, Distribution and Dominion Peoples raise several issues with respect to National Fuel’s proposal to add a new section 38 to its GT&C regarding the receipt and delivery pressures.  Distribution argues, with respect to National Fuel’s proposal to revise its discounted agreements provisions, that the Commission should require National Fuel to clarify that provisions in its GT&C governing the releasing shipper’s posting of capacity for bidding and negotiation of prearranged deals do not prevent the releasing shipper from offering the same type of pricing in a capacity release.  KeySpan argues that National Fuel’s proposal under section 40 of its GT&C to waive any of its tariff rights or
any shipper obligations thereunder is too broad.  Dominion Peoples argues that National Fuel’s revision to its Forms of Service Agreement with respect to Qualifying Agreements needs to be modified to clarify that the proposed language does not apply to an agreement that qualifies for a regulatory ROFR.
34. KeySpan states that National Fuel's filing addresses eight identified subjects, consists of approximately one hundred tariff sheets and is accompanied by a twelve-page transmittal letter that offers only cursory explanations for the proposed revisions.  KeySpan asserts that certain proposed tariff revisions are inconsistent with applicable precedent or are otherwise unreasonable.  KeySpan argues that, in circumstances involving extensive filings that address similar subject matters, the Commission has 
found that full statutory suspension and the use of technical conference procedures is appropriate.
  Accordingly, KeySpan asks the Commission to suspend National Fuel’s filing for the maximum statutory period and convene a technical conference.
35. National Fuel, in its answer, agreed to several revisions suggested by the commenters as follows:

(1) In its answer pertaining to GT&C section 11.2, National Fuel agreed to include language in its termination notice advising that the shipper has fifteen days to provide the required ROFR notice to National Fuel.

(2) In its answer pertaining to GT&C section 11.6, National Fuel agreed to:  (a) a best bid matching period of 15 business days; (b) revise section 11.6 to provide that a shipper exercising its ROFR must agree to a combination of term and rate that is equivalent to the best bid on a net present value basis, and is consistent with the criteria specified in National Fuel’s posting; and (c) modify section 11.6 as recommended by Dominion Peoples to clarify its meaning with regard to the exercise of a ROFR for a quantitative portion of the capacity bid upon.

(3) In its answer pertaining to receipt and delivery pressure, National Fuel agreed to:  (a) remove the following language after its discussions with Con Edison: “At each receipt point, Shipper shall provide, or cause to be provided, equipment acceptable to Transporter that will prevent overpressuring of Transporter’s pipeline;” and     (b) include language clarifying that National Fuel cannot unilaterally impose new contractual pressure conditions when a shipper exercises its ROFR.
36. The Commission finds that National Fuel has not identified all of the proposed tariff sheets relevant to each of the subjects addressed in its transmittal letter and has stated that it made corresponding revisions and deletions to other tariff sheets, including the Forms of Service Agreement.  National Fuel's filing consists of almost one hundred tariff sheets.  Numerous proposed tariff sheets may contain several changes.  National Fuel does not identify, and it is difficult for the Commission to determine, which tariff sheets pertain to the specific revisions discussed in the transmittal letter and which tariff sheets contain corresponding changes resulting from a specific proposed revision.  National Fuel’s filing also fails to describe the other, miscellaneous changes that it proposes, or to identify the tariff sheets on which they appear.  We will therefore require National Fuel to submit, within thirty days of the date of this order, a matrix identifying: (1) the tariff section number that corresponds to each issue discussed in its transmittal,  (2) all associated tariff sheet numbers, and (3) the item and tariff sheet numbers for any corresponding tariff changes made necessary by a specific revision proposed by National Fuel.  For each revision not discussed in the transmittal letter, including miscellaneous and “housekeeping” changes, the matrix should identify such changes and all associated tariff sheets.
37. National Fuel proposes to reduce the bidding period contained in its current tariff from five months to ten days.  National Fuel also proposed to reduce the time period within which the existing shipper must exercise its right to match the bid from thirty to ten days.  National Fuel agreed in its answer to a bid matching period of 15 days.  National Fuel, however, has not explained why its current periods are inadequate.  National Fuel should submit information, within thirty days of the date of this order to justify these proposals and explain whether the existing five-month and thirty-day periods have caused it any complications or hardships in awarding bids.

38. National Fuel’s filing raises substantive concerns regarding its proposals to:       (1) revise various ROFR provisions under section 11 of its GT&C, (2) revise its discounted agreement provisions, (3) revise its Forms of Service Agreements, (4) waive its tariff rights and shipper obligations thereunder; and (5) revise section 38 of its GT&C regarding its receipt and delivery point pressure provisions.  These concerns present questions that warrant further review and consideration.  For example, in its answer, National Fuel disagrees with Dominion Peoples that it is Commission policy to require the pipeline to permit the existing shipper to retain “all or a part” of its capacity by agreeing to pay the maximum rate.  In addition, proposed GT&C section 39(f) would permit National Fuel to enter into index-based discount rate agreements.  Distribution suggests that National Fuel should clarify that releasing shippers may enter into similar agreements.  Although National Fuel has filed an answer to the protests, the Commission finds that the foregoing information, as well as additional comments from the parties on its newly-agreed-to proposals and to its Answer’s justifications for other protested revisions, would be beneficial in completing the Commission’s analysis of National Fuel’s filing.  Therefore, we will not establish a technical conference at this time.  We will accept the tariff sheets listed in the Appendix for filing and suspend their effectiveness until the earlier of five months or the date established in a further Commission order.  In the meantime, in light of National Fuel’s agreement to a number of changes to its proposals, we encourage National Fuel to continue a dialogue with its customers with a view toward accommodating their concerns through further revisions to its proposals, which it should include as proposed pro forma revisions in its filing required herein.
V.
Suspension
39. Based on a review of the filing, the Commission finds that the proposed tariff sheets have not been shown to be just and reasonable, and may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or otherwise unlawful.  Accordingly, the Commission will accept the tariff sheets for filing, and suspend their effectiveness for the period set forth below, subject to the conditions in this order.
40. The Commission's policy regarding tariff suspensions is that rate filings generally should be suspended for the maximum period permitted by statute where preliminary study leads the Commission to believe that the filing may be unjust, unreasonable, or that it may be inconsistent with other statutory standards.
  It is recognized, however, that shorter suspensions may be warranted in circumstances where suspension for the maximum period may lead to harsh and inequitable results.
  Such circumstances do not exist here.  Therefore, the Commission will accept and suspend the proposed tariff sheets to be effective September 30, 2006, or on an earlier date set by subsequent Commission order, subject to the conditions of this order.
The Commission orders:

(A)
National Fuel’s tariff sheets listed in the Appendix are accepted and suspended, to become effective subject to refund and conditions on September 30, 2006, or an earlier date specified by subsequent Commission order.
(B)
National Fuel is directed to provide the information specified in the body of this order within thirty days of the date of this order.

(C) 
Intervenors may file additional comments relating to National Fuel’s answer to the protests and additional information requested in ordering paragraph (B) within 30 days of the date of National Fuel’s filing to comply with this order.
By the Commission.

( S E A L )

Magalie R. Salas,


Secretary.
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� See Appendix.


� See Colorado Interstate Gas Company, 95 FERC ¶ 61,321 (2001); Granite State Transmission Company, 96 FERC ¶ 61,273 (2001).


� Dominion Transmission, Inc., 109 FERC ¶ 61,244 (2004), order on technical conference, 111 FERC ¶ 61,135 (2005) (DTI).


� Although National Fuel’s transmittal letter states that the allotted time for the existing shipper to elect to continue service is ten days, the tendered tariff sheet which addresses GT&C section 11.7, Original Sheet No. 370A provides for a twenty-day period. 





� 111 FERC ¶ 61,210 (2005).





� Article V of Forms of Service Agreement for FT service (Second Revised Sheet No. 788), FT-S service (Second Revised Sheet No. 791C) and FST service (First Revised Sheet No. 799).





� See Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline, Inc., 113 FERC ¶ 61,110 (2005), order on reh’g, 114 FERC ¶ 61,269 (2006) (Southern Star); Northern Natural Gas Company, 105 FERC ¶ 61,299 (2003). 





� See Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Company, 90 FERC ¶ 61,031 (2000).





� See Southern Star.





� Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline Company, 110 FERC ¶ 61,210 (2005).


� Section 2.5 of Rate Schedules FT, FT-S, and EFT and section 2.6 of Rate Schedule FST.


 


� The KeySpan Delivery Companies are The Brooklyn Union Gas Company d/b/a KeySpan Energy Delivery NY; KeySpan Gas East Corporation d/b/a KeySpan Energy Delivery LI; and Boston Gas Company, Colonial Gas Company, EnergyNorth Natural Gas, Inc., and Essex Gas Company (collectively “KeySpan Energy NE”), all subsidiaries of KeySpan Corporation.





� Dominion Transmission, Inc., 111 FERC ¶ 61,135 at P 25 (2005).





� Dominion Transmission, Inc., 109 FERC ¶ 61,244 at P 17 (2004) (citing Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., 12 FERC ¶ 61,293 (1980)).


� See Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co., 12 FERC ¶ 61,293 (1980) (five-month suspension).


� See Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., 12 FERC ( 61,197 (1980) (minimum suspension).  





