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COMMENTS OF THE NORTHWEST INDUSTRIAL GASUSERS AND THE
WEY ERHAEUSER COMPANY REGARDING POSSIBLE REGULATION OF
CUSTOMER-OWNED PIPING BEHIND THE DISTRIBUTION METER

INTRODUCTION

The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commisson's (“WUTC'S’ or
“Commission’'s’) Staff has requested comments regarding the scope of the Commisson’s
jurisdiction over customer-owned natural gas piping located behind the ditributor’s
meter.? Commission Staff hasin the past raised the issue of whether the Commission's
safety jurisdiction extends to facilities beyond the distributor’s meter.? However, the
only regulation of naturd gas piping facilities located behind the didtributor’ s meter that
exist today or should gpply upon concluson of this rulemaking are to those operating a
legitimate “mester meter system.” WAC 480-93-005(13). In response to the questions

raised at the rulemaking workshop on February 25, 2003, the Northwest Industrid Gas

1 In these comments we are not addressing regulation of piping systems that directly connect an end user’s
facilitiesto an interstate pipeline. Safety regulations of direct connect pipes areidentical to the regulations
applicableto alocal distribution company’s (“LDC’s”) distribution lines, which are both subject to WUTC
safety jurisdiction. The direct connect customer’ sinternal piping, however, remains outside the WUTC's
jzurisdiction.

In October 1999, as part of rulemaking docket Nos. UE-990473 and UG-990294, Commission Staff
circulated adraft proposal to change WA C 480-90-046 to provide that “ A customer will not master meter
or transport gas to more than one building without prior written approval by the Commission.” NWIGU
objected at that time to the proposal on jurisdictional grounds and because the terms were confusing and
imprecise. The proposal was not pursued further.



Users (“NWIGU”) and Weyerhaeuser Company (“Weyerhaeuser”) submit the following
comments to help clarify that ajurisdictiona bright line exists under RCW 80.28.210.

The WUTC' s safety jurisdiction under RCW 80.28.210 ends when the transportation of
gas ceases. The transportation of gas ceases when the gasis delivered to the customer by
the digtributor &t the meter, unless the customer is operating amaster meter system, in
which gasisthen digtributed to other customers. Customer-owned piping systems behind
the distributor’ s meter, where there is no distribution to other customers, does not
condtitute a“ master meter” arrangement that triggers regulation under RCW 80.28.210 or
WA C 480-93-005(13) because thereis no further “transportation” of gas. Thus, thereis
no jurisdictiond basis for imposing the safety regulations traditionaly gpplied to

intrastate natural gas pipdine operators, i.e., LDCs and direct connect intrastate
pipdlines; on those that merely own or operate customer-owned piping downstream of
the meter. Thisinterpretation is condstent with federd pipeline safety laws. SeelnfraA
(3) at page 8.

NWIGU and Weyerhaeuser appreciate the opportunity to explain the basis for our
legal conclusions. We aso offer suggestions on ways to address safety concerns
consstent with the WUTC' s satutory authority and without duplicating existing
regulation through building codes that apply to internd piping a an industrid facility or

complex.

3 WUTC safety regulation of direct connect pipelines applies from the gate station where the interstate
pipeline connects with the customer-owned transport lines to the point where the gas enters the internal
piping system of the customer. Theinternal piping of adirect connect customer is not “transporting” gas
and thusis not subject to WUTC jurisdiction under RCW 80.28.210 for the same reasons that apply to
customerstaking service froman LDC.



DISCUSSION

A. Safety Regulation Over the Trangportation of Gas Under RCW 80.28.210
Endsat the Distributor’s Meter.

In earlier informa proceedings, WUTC Staff questioned whether Washington's
safety jurisdiction extends beyond the distributor’s meter.* The language of RCW
80.28.210, coupled with the common usage of these terms in the natura gas industry,
does not support extending WUTC safety jurisdiction beyond the meter, unless the
customer then distributes gas to other customers.

It should be recognized that the primary objective of statutory congtruction isto

carry out theintent of the legidature. Anderson v. O'Brien, 84 Wn.2d 64, 67; 524 P.2d

390 (1974) quoting Amburn v. Day, 81 Wn.2d 241; 501 P.2d 178 (1972). When

interpreting a Satute, a court does not construe a statute that is unambiguous. Theterm
“trangporting” natura gas, using the proper technical context, is unambiguous.
Transportation ends when a distributor deliversthe gas. A court is not dlowed to

interpret what has no need of interpretation. See Shelton Hotel Co., Inc. v. Bates, 4

Wn.2d 498; 104 P.2d 478 (1940) quoting Black on Interpretation of Laws (2d ed) 45, 48,
19, 53.
Principles of statutory congtruction aso ingtruct a court to avoid aliterd reading
if it would result in unlikely, absurd or strained consequences. State v. Elgin, 118 Wash.
2d 551; 555 825 P.2d 314 (1992). Interpreting “transporting” natura gas so asto extend

the jurisdiction of the WUTC &fter the distributor has ddlivered the gas, would result in

4 See footnote 2



unlikely, absurd and strained consequences. Such areading would logically require the
WUTC to regulate gas piping in resdential backyards that lead to hot tubs or svimming
pools. Itisunlikely thiswas ever the intent of the statute.

The process of interpreting and applying a Satute must begin with the assumption
that the purpose and meaning of the legidature are correctly and definitely expressed by
the language employed in the act; and the intention of the law-making body isfirg of dl
to be sought in the words of the atute, taking them in their naturd and ordinary sense—

words of common use in the commonly accepted signification and technicd termsin the

proper technical sense....” See Shelton Hotedl Company, Inc v. Jack E. Bates, 4 Wn.2d

498; 104 P.2d 478 (1940)(emphasis added) quoting Black on Interpretation of Laws (2d
ed) 45, 48, 19, 53. The technica and common usage of the term “trangporting” natura
gas does not support areading of the statute that would extend the WUTC' s jurisdiction
beyond the distributor’ s ddlivery point.

If the Commission determines that the intent is not clear from the language of the

dtatute, the Commission may resort to statutory construction. Cherry v. Municipdity of

Metropolitan Sedttle, 116 Wn.2d 794; 808 P.2d 746 (1991); See dso H.O. Meyer Drilling

Co. v. Alton v. Phillips Co., 2 Wn. App. 600, 605; 468 P.2d 1008 (1970), aff'd 79 Wn.2d

431; 486 P.2d 1071 (1971). Looking beyond the language of the statute and resorting to

extringc aidsis permissible. > See Paulson v. County of Pierce, 99 Wn.2d 645, 650; 664

P.2d 1212 (1983).
The current disagreement over the meaning of the terms “transporting natura

gas’ has only recently arisen, over 40 years after the passage of RCW 80.28.210. There

® Legislative history is not available at the Washington State Archives for legislation passed prior to 1970.
RCW 80.28.210 was originally passed in 1955, with amendmentsin 1961 and 1969.



is no evidence tha the Commission ever considered interpreting the term “transporting”
natura gasto gpply to customer-owned piping systems behind a didtributor’ s meter. Itis
a0 beyond dispute that such piping systems have existed in Washington from the time
natura gas was firg brought to the sate of Washington in the 1950°'s. The fact that
approximately 40 years passed before anyone suggested that naturd gasis dill being
transported after it has been ddivered through the meter, strongly supports the conclusion
that the term “transporting” natural gas was never intended to gpply to movement of the
gasin cusomers lines. Thereisno reason to reinterpret the words now, since they have
been given their ordinary meaning for over 40 years.

Federd safety regulation over the transportation of gasis an extringc aid that can
provide contextual cluesto the legidature sintent. Federd safety regulation supports a
reading of the statute that the transportation ends when the customer receives the gas
from the digtributor at the meter. See Infra A(3) at page 8. NWIGU and Weyerhaeuser
urge the WUTC to darify through this rulemaking that the end point of the WUTC's
safety regulation over naturd gas piping is when the gasis delivered to the meter.

1 The Language of RCW 80.28.210 and Context Provided by Industry
Specific Terms Supports a Concluson that Transportation Ends at
the Meter.

The WUTC' s sefety jurisdiction istriggered by the “transporting” of naturd ges.

The jurisdictiond question thus posed under the statute is. Does the trangportation of gas
cease once it is ddivered to the customer through the distributor or the customer’s meter,
or does the gas continue being “trangported” by the customer until it is burned?

RCW 80.28.210 provides:

Every person or corporation trangporting natural gas by
pipdine, or having for one or more of its principa purposes



the congtruction, maintenance or operation of pipelines for
trangporting naturd gas, in this sate, even though such
person or corporation not be a public service company
under chapter 80.28, and even though such person or
corporation does not deliver, sl or furnish any such gasto
any person or corporation within this state, shal be subject
to regulation by the utilities and transportation commission
insofar as the congtruction and operation of such facilities
shdll affect matters of public safety, and every such
company shal congtruct and maintain such facilities as will
be safe and efficient. (Emphasis added)

The language of the atute, coupled with the common usage of industry specific terms,
supports the conclusion that gasis not being “transported” after it is delivered to the
customer. Since ddlivery takes place at the point where the gas has passed through the
meter and has entered the customer line, the Commission’s jurisdiction under RCW
80.28.210 extends to the point of delivery, but not beyond. When the gas reaches the
customer’ s piping, having firg passed through the distributor’ s meter, the transportation
of the gas has ceased.®

In the naturd gas indugtry, “trangport” is synonymous with the “transmisson” of
gas and is consdered a separate stage in natural gas service, different from ditribution or

end use. For example, the Natural Gas Information and Educational Resources website’

contains alink which describes the naturd gas industry from exploration to end use. The

® |f the customer were to transport the gas off its property, there is a legitimate question of whether the gas
has then begun a new transportation path and islegally then being “transported.” For purposes of these
comments, NWIGU and Weyerhaeuser are assuming that once the distributor delivers the gas, the gas stays
on the property of the customer in pipes owned or operated by the customer. If the customer is atenant, the
;}‘Jroperty owner may actually own the pipes.

The Natural Gas Information and Educational Resources website (www.naturalgas.org), which debuted in
early October 1996, isthe result of an industry-wide collaborative effort sponsored by the Natural Gas
Supply Association (“NGSA”), the Independent Petroleum Association of America (“1PAA”), and the
National Ocean Industries Association (“NOIA™) with contributions made by the International Center for
Gas Technology Information (“ICGTI") and other gasindustry associations. Designed to educate the
general public on natural gas without company-specific overtones, the site consolidates general information
on the US gasindustry for use by students, teacher, journalists, legislators, foreign gas industry leaders and
others.




website refers to the “transport” and “tranamission” of gas interchangegbly. The website
identifies seven separate stages in the provision of naturd gasincluding: exploration,
extraction, production, transport, storage, distribution and end use. The “transport”
section discusses the “transmission of gas,” noting that “ after raw gas from the wellhead
is processed, it is moved into a pipeline system for trangportation to an areawhere it will
be sold. A pipdine company isatotaly separate company from aproducer or a
digributor....” The Ste defines“didribution” asthe “ddivery of naturd gasfrom an
interstate pipdineto locd customer” as performed by LDCs. Thus, industry terms do not
support areading that the transportation of gas extends behind the meter.

The regulation of interstate natural gas trangportation under the Natural Gas Act,
15 U.S.C. 717 et seg., and federa courts expounding upon the distinctions between
interstate and intrastate natura gas regulation confirm the industry demarceation between

trangportation, distribution and consumptive use behind the meter. See, e.q., Cascade

Natural Gas Corp. v. Federd Enerqy Regulatory Commission, 955 F.2d 1412, 1420-21

(10" Cir. 1992)( Local distribution, as Congress viewed the term, involves two
components. the retail sale of naturd gas and itsloca ddivery, normdly through a
network of branch lines designed to supply loca customers).

2. NWIGU’'sand Weyerhaeuser’s Interpretation |s Consistent with
Long-Standing Commission Policy.

NWIGU'’s and Weyerhaeuser’ s interpretation of the scope of the WUTC's
jurisdiction under RCW 80.28.210 is congstent with the Commission’s own
interpretation of itsjurisdiction in the past. A letter sent on June 13, 1995 addressed to
Ms. Deborah J. Martin, then Manager of Gas Engineering at the Washington Water

Power Company from Steve McLédlan, the Secretary to the Commission in 1995 stated:



It isdso the Commission Staff’ s podition that master meter
audits of certain indudiria customers are not necessary.
Thiswould be in cases where an industrid customer
controls access to the area served by the gas (eg., achain
link fence) and members of the generd public are not
dlowed access. Theintent is, aswith prior enforcement
activities, to ensure that public safety is not compromised.
The Commission has focused its regulatory resourcesin the
past on residentia and commercid gpplications rather than
indugtria, because in our experience industria operators
have tended to be more familiar with the hazards of natural
gas pipelines and more capable of maintenance and other
means of preventing problems. We plan no change in this
approach at present.

If the Commission had viewed piping beyond the distributor’ s meter at customer Stesto
condtitute “trangporting” gas, the WUTC could not have smply decided to ignore safety
regulation of piping located on industrid Stes as demonstrated by the 1995 |etter.
Nothing has changed since 1995 in either Washington or federd law to require the
WUTC to reinterpret its jurisdiction under RCW 80.28.210 to extend downsiream of the
meter. The Commission rightly concluded in 1995 that it is not required to regulate
customer-owned piping and should confirm again in this docket that it is not so required
or authorized.

3. Federal Jurisdiction Does Not Extend Past the Customer’s Meter.

Federd law isan extringc ad that the Commission may use to provide contextua
clues asto the legidative intent of RCW 80.28.210. The Office of Pipdine Sfety’s
regulations darify that there is no safety jurisdiction under 49 USC 8§ 60102 over
customer-owned piping downstream of the meter. 49 USC § 60102(a)(2)(A) givesthe
Secretary of Trangportation (“ Secretary”) the authority to prescribe minimum safety

gandards for “ pipeline trangportation and for pipeine facilities,” which are to apply



specificaly to owners and operators of pipdine fadilities. Asused in this section,
“pipdinefacility” means, among other things, a*gas pipdine facility” and “gas pipdine
fadlity” includes “apipdline, right of way, afacility, abuilding, or equipment used in
transporting gas or treating gas during transportation.” 49 USC 88 60101(a)(3),(a)(18).
The term “pipeline transportation” means, “transporting gas and transporting hazardous
liquid.” 1d. 8 60101(a)(19). The Code further specifies that “transporting gas’ means
“the gathering, transmission, or distribution of gas by pipeline, or the storage of gas, in
intergtate or foreign commerce and the movement of gas through regulated gathering
lines” 1d. § 60101(21)(A)(i)-(ii). Thus, the Secretary’s safety jurisdiction extends to gas
pipelines that serve the gathering, transmission, or distribution functionsin interstate or
foreign commerce as articulated in this Satute. The terms gathering, distribution and
transmisson are not further defined in this section.

The Secretary has promulgated its minimum federd safety sandardsin Title 49,
part 192 of the Code of Federa Regulations. Specificaly, that part “ prescribes minimum
safety requirements for pipeline facilities and the transportation of gas....” 49 CFR
192.1(a). The Secretary’s regulations do not further define “transportation of gas’
(rather, the definition is consstent with the Code provision above) but they do describe
the nature of the pipeline that serves the function of trangporting, distributing and
gathering, as described in the Code sections above. The relevant definitionsin part 192
areasfollows

“Didribution Line means a pipeline other than agathering
or trangmisson line...

Gathering Line means a pipeline that transports gas from a
current production facility to atransmisson line or main....



Main means adigtribution line that serves as acommon
source of supply for more than one serviceline....

Pipdine means dl parts of those physcd facilitiesthrough
which gas moves in transportation, including pipe, valves,
and other appurtenance attached to pipe, compressor units,
metering stations, regulator sations, ddivery sations,
holders, and fabricated assemblies.

Pipdine facility means new and exiging pipelines, rights-
of-way, and any equipment, facility, or building used in the
trangportation of gas or in the trestment of gas during the
course of trangportation....

Service line means a digtribution line that transports gas
from a common source of supply to (1) a customer meter or
the connection to a customer's piping, whichever isfarther
downstream, or (2) the connection to a customer's piping if
there is no customer meter. A customer meter isthe meter
that measures the transfer of gas from an operator to a
consume.

Trangmission line means a pipeling, other than agathering
ling, that:

(8 Trangports gas from a gathering line or storage facility
to adigtribution center, sorage facility, or large volume
customer that is not downstream from a distribution center;

(b) Operates at ahoop stress of 20 percent or more of
SMYS; or

(©) Transports gas within agtorage fidd. A large volume
customer may recaive Smilar volumes of gasasa
distribution center, and includes factories, power plants,
and inditutiond users of ges....”
See generdly 49 CFR 192.3.
Federd regulations remove any ambiguity about the jurisdictiona trestment of
customer-owned gas pipes. 49 USC § 60101(21)(A) and 49 CFR 192.3 define a service

lineto be atype of digtribution line. A service line serves the function of distribution,
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and ceases to be a service line, and therefore ceases to serve the function of distribution,
when the gas reaches “ (1) a customer meter or the connection to a customer's piping,
whichever is farther downstream, or (2) the connection to a cusomer's piping if thereis
no customer meter.” Id. While dl other kinds of pipdines are specificaly and narrowly
defined in the context of these regulations, there is no smilar definition for customer-
owned piping downstream from the meter or connection to a service line, because federa
law does not give the Secretary jurisdiction over such piping.

Other federa safety regulations are consstent with the bright line interpretation
that jurisdiction ends at the meter. For example, the Secretary has promulgated arule
that requires operators of service lines to provide certain notifications to customers who

in fact have piping downstream of a meter. 49 CFR 192.16 provides the following:

“(a) This section applies to each operator of a serviceline
who does not maintain the customer's buried piping up to
entry of the firgt building downstream, or, if the cusomer's
buried piping does not enter a building, up to the principa
gas utilization equipment or the first fence (or wall) that
surrounds that equipment. For the purpose of this section,
"customer's buried piping” does not include branch lines
that serve yard lanterns, pool heaters, or other types of
secondary equipment. Also, "maintain” means monitor for
corrosion according to § 192.465 if the customer's buried
piping is metallic, survey for leaks according to § 192.723,
and if an unsafe condition is found, shut off the flow of gas,
advise the customer of the need to repair the unsafe
condition, or repair the unsafe condition.

(b) Each operator shdl notify each customer oncein
writing of the fallowing information:

(2) The operator does not maintain the customer's buried
piping.

(2) If the customer's buried piping is not maintained, it may
be subject to the potentia hazards of corroson and leakage.

11



(3) Buried gas piping should be --
(i) Periodicdly inspected for lesks;

(i) Periodically ingpected for corroson if the piping is
metalic; and

(iii) Repaired if any unsafe condition is discovered.

(4) When excavating near buried gas piping, the piping
should be located in advance, and the excavation done by
hand.

(5) The operator (if gpplicable), plumbing contractors, and
hesting contractors can assist in locating, inspecting, and
repairing the customer's buried piping.

(c) Each operator shal notify each customer not later than
August 14, 1996, or 90 days after the customer first
receives gas at a particular location, whichever islater.
However, operators of master meter systems may
continuoudy post agenerd notice in a prominent location
frequented by customers.

(d) Each operator must make the following records
available for ingpection by the Adminidrator or a State
agency participating under 49 U.S.C. 60105 or 60106:

(1) A copy of the notice currently in use; and

(2) Evidence that notices have been sent to customers
within the previous 3 years.” (Emphasis added).

Thus, it is the pipeline operator’ s job to notify a customer of the safety concerns
regarding operating and maintaining the downstream piping. The customer has no
regulatory obligations.

Federd regulations definitively state that federa pipeline safety does not gpply to
customer-owned lines behind the distributor’s meter. Since the WUTC has been certified

to administer the OPS programs, it must do so consstent with the federa regulations.
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Under 49 USC § 60104(c) Washington “may adopt additiona or more stringent safety
dandards for intrastate pipdine facilities and intrastate pipeline transportation only if
those standards are compatible with the minimum standards prescribed under this
chapter.” Sincethe OPSrules are clear that it has no jurisdiction to regulate behind the
meter, a Sate regulatory agency that attempts to extend jurisdiction beyond the meter
would be promulgating rules that are incompatible with federd regulation, and thus could
become grounds for revoking Washington's certification to administer the OPS program.
The WUTC straditiond practice of not regulating downstream of the meter, unless the
cusomer maintains a master meter system, is congstent with federa regulation.
B. Master Meter Regulation Does Not Include Industrial Facilities.
Thereisno dispute that industrid customers that smply have gas piping that goes
between buildings on an indudtrid Ste are not maintaining master meter systems. By
definition, to be amaster meter system the owner must engage in further “digtribution to
ultimate consumers other than the system operator’ simmediate family through agas
digtribution pipdine sysem.” WAC 480-93-005(13). NWIGU and Weyerhaeuser urge
the Commisson to darify that industrid facilities with piping to multiple buildings are
not master meter systems o long as the customer is not distributing the gas to other
entities unrelated to the customer.
The master meter definition as articulated in the WAC is

A pipdline system for digtributing gas to more than one

building within, but not limited to, a definable area, such as

amobile home park, housing project, or apartment

complex, where the operator purchases metered gas from

an outside source for distribution to ultimate consumers

other than the system operator’ s immediate family through
agas digribution pipeline sysem. WAC 480-93-005(13)
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The master meter definition as articulated in 49 CFR 191.3 (3) is:
Magter Meter System means a pipeline system for
digtributing gas within, but not limited to, a definable area,
such as amobile home park, housing project, or gpartment
complex, where the operator purchases metered gasfrom
an outside source for resde through a gas digtribution
pipeline sysem. The gas digtribution pipeline system
supplies the ultimate consumer who ether purchases the
gas directly through ameter or by other means, such as by
rents,

The current definition of master meter in the WAC is consstent with the federa
verson. Federd regulators have made no atempt to regulate indudtrid fecilities as
mester meter facilities. Any atempt to include indudtrid facilities in the definition of
mester meter would make Washington and federd regulation inconsstent.

C. Customer-Owned, Behind the Meter Natural Gas Piping |s Already
Regulated by the Washington State Building Code Council.

Regulaing customer-owned piping behind the meter would duplicate and
interfere with regulations dready in place. Industriesin Washington ingdl, maintain and
operate natura gas, behind the meter piping pursuant to Title 51 of the Washington
Adminigtrative Code (WAC). Title 51 adopts the Uniform Mechanica Code (UMC),
including a specific chapter on “fud piping,” with some particular revisons as codified in
daelaw. Title51 isadministered and enforced by locd building officids with oversight
by the Washington State Building Code Council.

Title 51 directly regulates customer-owned, behind the meter piping by providing
safety sandards for the design, congtruction, ingtdlation, qudity of materids, operation
and maintenance of al “hesat- producing gppliances’ including gas piping. Loca building
code officidsin Washington municipdities are authorized to enforce dl provisons of the

code and have the powers of law enforcement officersto do so. Gas piping cannot be
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ingtaled, atered, repaired, replaced or remodeled without first obtaining a separate
mechanica permit for each separate building or effected structure. Building officias
retain rights to conduct ingpections to enforce provisons of this code.

Proper natification istherefore aready in place not only when gas piping is
inddled but at dl critical junctures. Since local building officias are empowered to
enforce the safety of gas piping, they should remain the entities with whom private
individuds interact. 1t would be inefficient and potentialy confusing for individudsto
notify the WUTC in addition to locd building officids. Duplicative regulation dways
causes problems for both the regulator and the regulated. For example, assuming a
hypotheticdly different set of laws, both the regulator and the regulated would incur
unnecessary, additiond expense. One entity should therefore regulate the safety of
customer-owned, behind the meter gas piping. Since building officids must dways be
involved with gas piping rdaed to new congruction, local building officids and not the
WUTC should continue to be charged with enforcing the safety of this piping.

D. More Frequent Notice to Customers by Operators Would Be within the
WUTC’ s Jurigdiction.

NWIGU and Weyerhaeuser note that under current regulations, operators of
facilities used to trangport gas are required to notify customers every three years of the
need to maintain their piping sysemsin a safe manner. Consstent with the federa
program, the WUTC can be more stringent with an annua notice requirement that would
be lawful.

CONCLUSION
The WUTC should darify with this rulemaking that safety regulation pursuant to

RCW 80.28.210 ends once the gasis ddlivered to the customers through the distributor’s
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meter. Furthermore, unless the customer resdlls the gas or remetersit in distribution to
another customer, no master meter systemisinvolved. We appreciate this opportunity to
submit comments and look forward to continuing to work with the WUTC Staff and

others to improve the safety regulations of the WUTC.

Dated: March 11, 2003

Respectfully Submitted,

/s Edward A. Finklea

Edward A. Finklea

Chad M. Stokes

Energy Advocates LLP

526 N.W. 18" Avenue

Portland, OR 97209-2220
Telephone: (503) 721-9118
Facamile (503) 721-9121
E-Mail: mail @energyadvocates.com

On Behdf of the Northwest Industria
Gas Users and Weyerhaeuser Company
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