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NAESB DSM-EE Distribution List
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Final Minutes of the June 18, 2007 Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Task Force Meeting 
DATE:

July 27, 2007
Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Task Force
North American Energy Standards Board, BGE-Baltimore, MD
June 18, 2007 10:00 AM – 4:00 PM Eastern
Final Minutes
1. Administrative

Ms. Kiselewich welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced herself and Mr. Koogler.  Mr. Koogler and Ms. Kiselewich led the meeting on behalf of the NAESB Retail Quadrants.  Mr. True also introduced himself and led the meeting on behalf of the NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ).  Mr. Overtree gave the anti-trust advice.  Ms. Kiselewich requested any changes to the posted draft Agenda for this meeting.  There being none, Mr. True moved that the Agenda be approved as drafted.  The Agenda was approved by consensus.  Ms. Kiselewich reported that certain changes to the May 24 meeting minutes had meanwhile been received, made and reposted by the NAESB office, then requested any changes to the posted draft May 24 meeting minutes.  There being no additional changes, Mr. Wattles moved that the May 24 meeting minutes be approved as modified and reposted.  The modified May 24 meeting minutes were approved by consensus.  
2. Reports from task subforces:
Once again, Mr. Pickles facilitated the discussion.  He suggested that first each subforce report briefly on its activities since May 24, then after all six report, the entire Task Force could backtrack to discuss the issues identified in order of importance and agree on deadlines for deliverables.  Both rounds of discussions are described below for each task subforce.
· Steve Isser, Robert King and Julie Michals/Elizabeth Titus

· Review M&V protocols of existing DR programs

· Review M&V protocols associated with ancillary service markets

First, the subforce for wholesale tasks 1 and 2 (Review M&V protocols of existing DR programs and associated with ancillary service markets) reported to the meeting.  Mr. Isser asked for clarification of the dividing line between surveys and literature review in the wholesale market – ancillaries and generation.  He noted that a blizzard of workpapers on the subjects of survey have been posted on naesb.org for this meeting. 

At Mr. Pickles’ suggestion, Ms. Monzon explained how PJM researched its PowerPoint matrix comparing and contrasting ISOs with regard to DR programs.  She also recommended reading the documents filed in FERC Docket #AD06-000 for the definition of “Operational Products” as well as the “integrated resource planning” filings by monopoly utilities in still-regulated States.  She recommended that the literature review precede and inform the survey process, so that the surveys are as detailed and pointed as possible, to enhance both breadth of responses and accuracy of answers.

Mr. Isser urged more volunteers to review DSM literature, as there is so much of it.   He suggested a preliminary report by the July 26 meeting and a final report by the September 25 meeting.  Mr. Wattles recommended merging tasks 1, 2 and 3 in the report.  Mr. Pickles agreed, so long as interviewing is not overlooked.
· Paul Wattles and Rae McQuade

· Survey ISOs to determine existing practices as basis for an analysis of non-commonality

· This may be linked to a current effort underway by the IRC.

Ms. McQuade described the email-based survey software she recommends, and asked the subforce to forward to her a list of ISO representatives, curtailment service providers and endusers to email surveys.

Mr. Wattles added that the ISO-RTO Council is meeting today about DSM, to advance its planned  20-page summary of DSM data gathered by IRC.  The end product is expected to be public by August.  He further suggested interviewing the participants who researched IRC’s summary and offered to send the names to Mr. Isser.

Ms. Alexander pointed out that ISOs who have DSM programs have to have published them, and it is duplicative--not to mention offputting--to send ISOs surveys that reveal ignorance of the DSM programs they’ve already publicly announced.  Mr. Pickles agreed, suggesting that the task should proceed as follows:

First, collect all existing M&V documents that are publicly available

Second, compare and contrast to prepare a gap analysis by ISO and as a whole

Third, provide ISO survey participants the foregoing information and ask questions about the perceived gaps
Fourth, fill perceived gaps with draft MBPs 
Ms. Waldstein emphasized that while ISOs may desire more commonality in DSM programs, individual State DSM and particularly EE programs are different because of differing goals, priorities, market conditions and stakeholders’ desires.  She noted that the NE-ISO States agreed that the wholesale market should use consistent M&V, but that the individual States should be different.
Mr. Wattles suggested redrafting task #3 to survey ISOs to ask them what they need.  Mr. Winkler pointed out that experience with M&V reveals that endusers’ needs determine the extent of the protocols, which can require only what proponents can provide.  The crucial goal is to make easier both proposing DSM/EE and getting it approved for implementation.  He noted that he has 300 DSM/EE proposals to review right now.

In view of what Mr. Winkler said, Mr. Pickles added that as many endusers and curtailment service providers as can be identified should definitely be on the emailing list for surveys.  Ms. McQuade noted that over the years NAESB has collected a number of trade associations that help find industry participants like those.
· Roy True, Rae McQuade, Leonard Haynes and John Hughes
· Survey market participants to determine M&V protocols they would support
Ms. Waldstein’s reminder sequed perfectly into this next report.  After considerable discussion, the Task Force decided to concentrate its survey questions on the portions of existing M&V protocols (and omissions therefrom) that either promote or inhibit participation, especially those portions common to two or more DSM/EE programs that so promote or inhibit.  Mr. Pickles suggested that deliverables should be:  address list for survey emailing; introductory, explanatory paragraph stating who NAESB and the Task Force are what we’re trying to accomplish for the industry.
Ms. Alexander reminded the Task Force that the drafting and appearance of survey language should not be micromanaged, as the surveys will never be NAESB MBPs or the text of regulations—surveys are just a means to the end of drafting MBPs.

Ms. McQuade pointed out that survey drafting can begin, even before all existing M&V information is gathered and analyzed, though the surveys should not be emailed until all existing information is identified and understood.

Mr. Pickles asked whether or not surveys should solicit suggestions on which M&V techniques encourage participation?  Ms. Alexander agreed that they should, but care should be taken that NAESB is not advocating DSM, but only gathering opinions.  Ms. McQuade added that the survey questions should seek to identify what has worked and what has not.

· Steve Rosenstock, Ed Overtree and Cade Burks

· Review NAPEE/ACEEE/LBL documents (NAPEE document to be published in July) to determine MBPs to be developed – based on the conceptual frameworks present in the documents noted

Mr. Overtree reported that Mr. Rosenstock had researched and posted some 400 pages of the above documents, and that his review of same has so far revealed some 17 topics for possible MBPs, which he committed to post before the next meeting as an aspirational To Do list of sorts.
· David Pickles, David Koogler, Rae McQuade and Barbara Alexander

· Survey state utility programs via NARUC, NASUCA, ELCON, AISI, et al

This task subforce has a number of survey questions drafted, focused on documenting the historical experience of the States with M&V, attempting to identify gaps, impediments to participation and any DSM/EE programs for which no M&V now exists.  Ms. McQuade called for submission by anyone of additional names for the distribution list, and added that she would personally follow up with NARUC, who did not attend or phone this meeting.
Ms. Michals alerted this subforce to a USEPA draft of a guide to M&V protocols for EE programs that is now being drafted, as a means to identify existing EE programs.

Ms. Waldstein worried aloud that NAESB intends to file with FERC its work product on M&V, thus making it mandatory.  Ms. McQuade responded that all NAESB work product is voluntary; that FERC by itself decides what to make mandatory.   She suggested that comments on what should or should not be mandatory must be directed at FERC.  Mr. True noted that many participants in NAESB work understand that FERC may mandate compliance; that is why they are involved in the design and drafting of NAESB MBPs.

Mr. Eichenlaub reminded the Task Force that many States will not be able to respond to survey questions on their experience with M&V, because they have none.  He added that pre-program estimating and post-program evaluation should use the same M&V techniques because differences tend to discredit DSM programs.  State-to-State differences likewise bother him—the States need to have more commonality.  For example, the recent Virginia CC DSM Order requires State programs to complement PJM’s DSM programs.
· Ruth Kiselewich, Eric Winkler (ISO-NE), Roy True and Barbara Alexander
· Common terminology
BGE, NE-ISO and Constellation NewEnergy each helped a lot by researching and posting many definitions that have already been published somewhere.  Ms. Alexander suggested that the subforce combine the three lists to eliminate duplication if possible.  Others suggested identifying on the list who published each definition (especially FERC approvals), as well as highlighting commonalities and suggesting which definitions to tackle first. Mr. Precht recommended checking NAESB’s Retail Glossary to find definitions already drafted.  
Mr. Pickles pointed out that the survey questions cannot be finalized until we have definitions of the terms that will have to be used in the questions, so the glossary is a critical path deliverable.

Ms. Kiselewich proposed a smaller group to draft a glossary by the July meeting.  Mr. Frazier volunteered to participate in that smaller group.  
Then Mr. Pickles asked each subforce to summarize the changes in its task list; propose a one-sentence description of each task; commit to a schedule for the next deliverables; and state whether or not it has the resources it needs to prepare its deliverables on the schedule committed.  
After each task subforce answered Mr. Pickles’ questions, the results became a redraft of the document entitled “Meeting Decisions and Assignments –Volunteers, Background Documents, Status.”  The best description of the discussion appears in the completed document, which may be found at:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/dsmee061807a1.doc
Ms. McQuade reminded all task subgroups that the NAESB office will coordinate and provide conference calling and webcasting for drafting sessions or other meetings in between Task Force meetings.

3. Next Steps and Meetings

July 26 – American Gas Association, 400 N. Capitol St., Washington, D.C. at 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. Eastern.
September 25 – Electric Reliability Council of Texas, 7620 Metro Center Drive, Austin, TX at 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. Central.
November 30 – TBD (but possibly Dominion in Richmond, VA) at 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. Eastern. 
4. Adjourn
The meeting was adjourned at 3:06 p.m. Eastern.
5. Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Barbara Alexander
	Maine Office of Public Advocate
	In Person

	H. Neal Allen
	Alabama Power Co.
	Phone

	Mariam Arnaout
	American Gas Association
	Phone

	George Behr
	Energy Service Group
	In Person

	Robert Burnette
	Dominion
	In Person

	Edward Colston
	TVA 
	In Person

	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	Phone

	J. Clayton Crouch
	Dominion Virginia Power
	Phone

	Niko Deitsch
	USEPA
	Phone

	Dan Delurey
	U.S. Demand Response Coordinating Committee
	Phone

	Amanda Eades
	Vectren
	Phone

	Dave Eichenlaub
	Virginia SCC
	Phone

	Ollie Frazier
	Duke Energy
	In Person

	Chuck Goldman
	Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
	Phone

	Cherie Gregoire
	NYSERDA
	Phone

	John Hughes
	Electricity Consumers Resource Council (ELCON)
	In Person

	Steve Isser
	Good Company Associates
	In Person

	Diane Jenkins
	Virginia SCC
	In Person

	Katherine Johnson
	Market Development Group
	Phone

	David Kathan
	Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
	Phone

	David Kelly
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person

	Ruth Kiselewich
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person

	David Koogler
	Dominion
	In Person

	Mark Lauby
	NERC
	In Person

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person

	Julie Michals
	Northeast Energy Efficiency Partnerships
	Phone

	Alice Miller
	New York Department of Public Service
	Phone

	Stephanie Monzón
	PJM
	In Person

	Monica Nevius
	Consortium for Energy Efficiency
	Phone

	Michael Novak
	National Fuel Distributors
	Phone

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB
	In Person

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	Phone

	David Pickles
	ICF International
	In Person

	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	In Person

	Abraham Raher
	Efficiency Valuation Organization
	In Person

	Mary Ann Ralls
	National Rural Electrical Cooperative Association
	Phone

	Judy Ray
	Alabama Power Company
	Phone

	Thomas Rone
	Allegheny Power
	In Person

	Ilze Ruskis
	Integrys Energy Group, Inc.
	Phone

	Bruce Sailers
	Duke Energy
	Phone

	Jim Templeton
	Comprehensive Energy Services
	Phone

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	Phone

	Mary Beth Tighe
	FERC
	Phone

	Elizabeth Titus
	Northeast Energy Efficiency Partnerships
	Phone

	Roy True
	ACES Power Marketing
	In Person

	Greg Urbin
	Constellation New Energy
	In Person

	Sandra Waldstein
	Vermont Public Service Board
	Phone

	Paul Wattles
	ERCOT
	In Person

	Eric Winkler
	ISO-New England
	In Person

	Bill Wolf
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person

	Jason Wojciechowicz
	Allegheny Power
	Phone

	Damon Xenopoulos
	Brickfield, Burchette, Ritts & Stone
	In Person

	Steve Zavodnick
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	In Person
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