[image: image1.png]



                                        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

                                        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:
NAESB DSM-EE Distribution List
RE:
Final Minutes of the January 23, 2008 
Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Subcommittee Meeting 
DATE:

January 31, 2008
Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Subcommittee
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January 23, 2008 10:00 AM – 4:00 PM Central
Final Minutes
1. Opening Remarks
Ms. Kiselewich introduced herself and welcomed everyone to BGE, Baltimore and the meeting.
2. Administrative

Ms. Kiselewich led the meeting on behalf of the NAESB.  She pointed out the emergency exits and restrooms to all participants.  Mr. Overtree gave the anti-trust advice.  Mr. Newcomb moved that the agenda be approved as drafted.  The agenda was approved by consensus.    After discussion and a few amendments offered, Mr. Winkler moved that the minutes of the November 30, 2007 meeting be approved as amended.  The motion passed unanimously.
3. Discussion of development of ISO/RTO Demand Response Matrix for Wholesale Markets
Mr. Winkler reported that the ISOs and RTOs updated their joint matrix during a conference call meeting on January 14.  Information in the matrix was expanded and added by all the RTOs at that time.  More additions are due to be filed on January 30, leading to another ISOs-RTOs meeting in mid-February.
Mr. Coe added that some 40 different DSM and EE programs have been reported by the ISOs and RTOs to date.  SPP has no programs implemented to date; the others all have multiple programs.  The goal is to identify trends and similarities in the programs with respect to the measurement and verification that may be appropriate for development of business practice standards.  The matrix has been divided into five groups of programs with common features:
· Initial Testing and Auditing

· Ongoing Testing and Auditing

· Triggering; Construction

· Statistical Analysis

· Performance and Baselines

Mr. Coe added that the section on performance and baselines may be the most critical to NAESB.  Mr. Pickles inquired whether any commonalities were found in measurement and verification in the 40 programs?  Mr. Winkler replied yes, and added that all the ISOs and RTOs see the value in more commonality.   Mr. Pickles inquired whether there are any additional programs under development for the future?  Mr. Langbein replied yes, that enhancements and alterations are being vetted via stakeholder processes now.  Mr. Wattles noted that all ISO/RTO programs result from stakeholder processes, which can result in less uniformity among programs, but Mr. Coe predicted that the ISOs and RTOs should find commonality in the numerical portions of measurement and verification.

Mr. Winkler alerted the Task Force not to expect a great deal of detail in the completed matrix, but rather documentation of what is being practiced.  He added that NERC is actively investigating DSM, and that Mr. Laurita chairs the NERC committee on same.  He also added that the matrix will be presented to the ISO-RTO Council at its April meeting, and hopes to have a draft available for NAESB during March.
Ms. McQuade asked whether or not the draft matrix in March will enable drafting of model business practices?  Mr. Winkler replied that in March the ISOs and RTOs plan to submit draft business practices for the consideration of the Task Force along with the draft matrix.

Mr. Pickles asked for a list of topics to be covered in the draft MBPs, and Mr. Winkler said it will be very similar to the list the ISOs and RTOs submitted to the Task Force last fall.

Mr. Pickles asked whether or not definitions of terms will be needed.  Mr. Winkler replied that he attends the Glossary sub-task force meetings and will pass along the terms needing definition.  Mr. Coe added that the ISOs and RTOs have been using NERC definitions, wherever available.

4. Discussion of development of Demand Response Matrix for Retail Markets

Mr. Newcomb explained the Retail matrix, which is intended to follow the same groupings as the ISOs and RTOs matrix.  He proceeded through the Dominion example entries, then asked Ms. Straub to describe BGE’s examples, and Mr. Neal to describe Southern Company’s examples.  Mr. Neal pointed out that he added more detail to his examples at Mr. Winkler’s request, because commonalities are easier to identify, the more detail available to compare.  Mr. Neal suggested that other authors of examples may wish to add more details also.  Mr. Pickles in particular asked for more detail about the timing and duration of pre-measure baseline measurement.  He added that Livermore Labs just published a new survey of baseline measurements in the industry.
Commonalities may be found in:

· Size and accuracy of samples

· Frequency of verifications

· Triggers for programs

· Windows of operation

The matrix has been reformatted on a larger, more legible size (Mr. Winkler noted that the ISO-RTO matrix will be on bedsheet-size printouts!).

Ms. Kiselewich asked whether the matrix will include only programs now in effect.  Ms. McQuade replied that the Retail sub-task force decided to also include programs under development.  Ms. Straub pointed out some discrepancies between BGE’s and Dominion’s examples having to do with evaluation measurement vs. verification measurem.ent.  Ms. Kiselewich suggested the author(s) of each example be added to the matrix, so commenters can contact them with questions and corrections.  Mr. Newcomb stated that the Retail sub-task force needs to discuss distinctions between evaluation and verification measurements.
Mr. Pickles suggested the authors add citations to the tariffs or other public documents that embody their examples, so others can read about the details for themselves.  Mr. Winkler asked that all statistically-based predictions state the coefficient of variation (standard deviation from the mean, divided by the mean).  He also added that actual before-and-after measurements should be used wherever available, instead of statistical predictions how demand will behave.

Ms. Straub recommended contact with the Association of Edison Illuminating Companies Load Research Committee for more input about load prediction and measurement of changes that it has developed.  This should be accomplished fairly easily as several of the NAESB participants also participate in the Association of Edison Illuminating Companies Load Research Committee.
Mr. Isser remarked that the connection between Wholesale and Retail DSM/EE derives from the purchaser of the demand response product/result produced by a given retail program.  Will it be sold to an ISO?   To an IOU pursuant to PUC rules?  He recommended conforming the Retail matrix boxes to the two wholesale matrices’.  Mr. Newcomb said he would, after there is enough information in the Retail matrix.  Mr. Pickles pointed out that the Association of Energy Engineers will meet very soon, and it would be an opportunity to gather more information on DR programs. Ms. Kiselewich suggested asking for volunteers willing to submit example programs for the Retail matrix.
5. Discussion of development of preamble text
Mr. Isser requested comments from the ISOs and RTOs on the draft, then suggested concentrating on drafting MBPs, rather than continuing to polish the preamble.
6. Discussion of development of glossary 
Mr. Precht led this discussion.  He stated that the Glossary sub-task force’s inclination is the use NERC definitions in each case possible, to avoid adding yet another different definition.  

Ms. McQuade added that for some terms, FERC and NERC definitions may have to be combined.  

Mr. Dietsch recommended that the Glossary sub-task force review USEPA’s recent publication about definitions.
7. Other items and Business
Ms. Kiselewich and Ms. McQuade summed up the excellent progress made by the Task Force and drafted a To Do List, as follows:
· ISOs/RTOs 
· matrix and draft MBPs being driven forward under Mr. Winkler’s direction

· Retail 
· matrix will be supplemented by Ms. McQuade with more example programs from participants 
· Ms. McQuade will return the supplemented draft matrix to the volunteer submitters to add as much detail as possible, and
· Ms. McQuade will solicit more examples from the same and additional volunteers

· Preamble 

· commenters will forward their names and comments to Steve Isser 

· the ISOs and RTOs will send Steve their comments during February
· Glossary 

· volunteers will look at USEPA’s recent publication

· add to its agenda a possible definition for Evaluation measurement and verification and 

· consider for definitions the terms used in the Retail matrix example programs

8. Next Steps and Meetings

The next meeting is scheduled for March 28 at the NAESB Office in Houston.  Additional meeting times and venues remain:  May 30 at ISO-New England in Holyoke, MA; July 30, September 30 and December 2, each at a location TBD. As usual, the sub-task forces may call conference call/webcasts as needed between the aforesaid meetings. 
9. Adjourn
Mr. Winkler moved to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned at 3:45 p.m. Eastern.
10. Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Neal Allen
	Alabama Power Company/Southern Company
	Phone

	Cheryl Hindes
	BGE
	In Person

	Ruth Kiselewich
	BGE
	In Person

	Phil Precht
	BGE
	In Person

	Mary Straub
	BGE
	In Person

	Damon Xenopoulos
	Brickfield Burchette Ritts
	In Person

	Nelson Yip
	Consolidated Edison
	Phone

	Brett Feldman
	Constellation Energy
	Phone

	Chris Perry
	Constellation NewEnergy
	Phone

	Monica Nevius
	Consortium on Energy Efficiency
	Phone

	Paul Pietsch
	Demand Response Coordinating Committee
	Phone

	David Koogler
	Dominion
	Phone

	Ripley Newcomb
	Duke Energy
	In Person

	Abraham Raher
	Efficiency Valuation Organization
	In Person

	Michael Jaeger
	Energy Curtailment Specialists
	Phone

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	Phone

	Paul Wattles
	ERCOT
	Phone

	Ryan Irwin
	FERC
	In Person

	Mary Beth Tighe
	FERC
	In Person

	Steve Isser
	Good Company Associates
	Phone

	Scott Coe 
	ISO-RTO Council
	In Person

	David Pickles
	ICF International
	In Person

	Bob Laurita
	ISO-New England
	In Person

	Eric Winkler
	ISO-New England
	In Person

	Mark Bowen
	Lockheed Martin
	In Person

	Carol Parker
	MidAmerican Energy
	Phone

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person

	Ed Overtree
	NAESB
	In Person

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	In Person

	Kim Pedersen
	Otter Tail Power
	Phone

	Pete Langbein
	PJM Interconnect
	Phone

	Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto
	PUC of Texas
	Phone

	Vikki Wood
	Sacramento Municipal Utility District
	Phone

	Carrie Voss
	TVA
	Phone

	Darrick Wright
	TVA
	Phone

	Niko Dietsch
	USEPA
	In Person

	Amanda Eades
	Vectren Energy
	Phone

	Diane Jenkins
	Virginia SCC
	Phone

	Paul Buckley
	Washington Gas Light Co.
	In Person

	Ronda Ferguson
	Wisconsin Public Service – Integrys
	In Person 
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