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Draft Minutes
1 and 2.

Opening Remarks/Administrative 
Mr. True opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Cummings read the antitrust guidelines.  Participants introduced themselves in the room and on the phone.
The fifth agenda item was moved to be the new agenda item 3.  Mr. Precht moved, seconded by Mr. Winkler, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection. 
The DSM-EE Subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the September 28, 2010 meeting.  Mr. Precht moved to adopt the minutes.  Mr. Winkler seconded the motion.  One minor modification was made to the minutes.  The motion passed without objection.  He addressed the specific comments on how the work group attempted to accommodate them.  Two meetings were held to accommodate all of the commenters.  
3. Review and vote on the Wholesale Energy Efficiency (EE) Recommendation

Mr. Winkler provided a review of the recommendation and the four sets of comments received during the informal comment period.
Westar:  There was only one comment asking if homogeneity/heterogeneity will be defined at the general population level or at the subpopulation level.  The work group explained that it was left up to the sample designer to decide if the sample population was homogenous or heterogeneous, which was sufficient for the commenter.  No changes were made as a result of the comment.
WPPI: Some grammatical changes were made based on WPPI’s comments.  The main comment related to language on baseline conditions (standard versus current load) and the standard’s language was re-worded to clarify and satisfy the comment.  In addition, the third comment related to sample over larger geographical areas and language was changed to clarify the standard.  

ISO/RTO:  The comments were largely grammatical and added minor clarifications.  All of the changes were accepted by the work group.
EM&V Forum:  The main comment related to proxy measurements and stated “prescribed accuracy for ‘the overall accuracy of the calculated value’ extends beyond the hardware-specific scope of Section WEQ.020.3.11 and into methodological and bias issues addressed elsewhere in the Draft Manual.”  It also stated that “accuracy criteria for ‘any’ measured data used in the development of demand impacts would exclude many essential resources of undocumented accuracy such as TMY2 temperature, manufacturing production, and energy management system (EMS) temperature and flow data.  Exclusion of these data resources would in many instances necessitate recourse to a different methodological approach that would produce a calculated demand estimate that is less accurate than one based on the excluded data.”  Through consensus the work group agreed on new language to address that concern.
Mr. Winkler added that the wholesale energy efficiency work group harmonized the glossary terms with the wholesale and retail demand response recommendations.  

Ms. Hamilton asked about the history of the EE recommendation.  Mr. Winkler answered that a request came from Advanced Energy in 2006 to develop an EE recommendation.  It was agree upon that the demand response (DR) recommendation would be created first, followed by the EE recommendation.  The recommendation presented today was the culmination of that request.  Ms. Hamilton asked if these standards would be considered by the ISOs that do not currently allow DR from EE programs to bid into wholesale programs, but will one day.  Mr. Winkler responded that this recommendation was for the measurement and verification (M&V) of EE products.  If FERC adopts the standards, any company under FERC jurisdiction will have to comply with them.  
Mr. Winkler moved to adopt the recommendation and Mr. Miyaji seconded the motion.  The motion passed with one abstention from Mr. Jacobson from National Grid.  There were no votes in opposition.
4.
Review and vote on the Wholesale Demand Response Phase 2 Recommendation 
Mr. Wattles moved to approve the wholesale phase 2 DR recommendation.  Mr. Phillips seconded the motion.  
Ms. Hamilton noted, for the record, that the recommendation defers extensively to the governing documents with the ISO/RTOs specifying their own rules.  She understood that more values were assigned and that the working group was in general agreement that the document contained the correct amount of information, but she was concerned that the Commission was looking for a higher level of standardization.  Mr. Breidenbaugh stated that while there had been a lot of good work done and substantive improvements had taken place, EnerNOC believed the final product fell short of what was requested from FERC.  The types of changes that FERC was looking for were never considered, which stifled participation.  Mr. True responded that the work group attempted to provide as much granularity as possible.  This fell short of requiring the ISO/RTOs to modify their programs or process.  The work group was aware that the ISO/RTO stakeholders helped develop the programs and did not want to undermine that work.  Mr. Winkler stated that ISO New England never made any statements that he would object to any changes that would impact program design.  The ISOs did not place roadblocks in limitations and took a backseat to drafting the second phase of the recommendation.  Mr. True clarified that the work group was required to provide as much granularity as possible, given the parameters he discussed previously.  It was not the purpose of the work group to write policy and tell the ISOs to change their programs.
The motion passed a balance vote with six in favor and one opposed.

5.
Review and vote on the Retail Demand Response Phase 2 Recommendation
Mr. Precht provided the review of the recommendation.  The second phase effort was initiated in response to the formal comments that were received on the phase 1 model business practices.  Several meetings were held to review the comments that were not related to glossary changes.  Once those changes were made, the retail work group met jointly with the wholesale work group and the Retail Glossary Subcommittee to harmonize the glossaries where possible. 
Mr. Precht moved, seconded by Mr. Miyaji, to accept the retail DR phase 2 recommendation.  The motion passed unanimously.

Mr. McCurley asked if any formal comments led to changes in the wholesale DR recommendation, would those changes also be addressed in the retail recommendation.  Mr. Precht answered that they would be.  If there were any recommendations for changes, the wholesale and retail work groups would meet jointly to discuss the issues prior to the EC votes.
6.
Update from the retail demand response work group on R10002 (develop new standards to create common interfaces and data structures necessary for enrolling demand response sites into a demand response program)
Mr. Precht provided the review.  At the last retail DR work group meeting, Donna Pratt reviewed the details of the WEQ PAP09 process for enrollment into wholesale programs.  At that time, nobody on the call saw a need for any further work to be done at the retail level.  Mr. Precht contacted the original requestor, James Tillett, to ensure that the WEQ PAP09 standards would resolve his request.  Mr. Tillett responded that he did have some additional concerns, so the work group will continue to meet to address those concerns.   
7. Update from the Retail Energy Efficiency Work Group

Mr. Sobin provided a review of the retail EE work group efforts.  He noted that the retail effort was more complicated than the wholesale effort because EE programs in the retail market often have multiple objectives.  The work group had different views on the scope and tone of the document, which have been addressed.  The work group would continue to work on drafting the model business practices and hoped to have the work completed in the second quarter of 2011.
8. Other Business
There was no other business discussed.
9. Adjourn
Mr. Miyaji moved to adjourn the meeting at 11:51 am Eastern.
8.
Participants
	Attendee
	Organization
	Attendance

	Patricia Banet
	Vectren
	Phone

	Aaron Breidenbaugh
	EnerNOC
	Phone

	Bruce Campbell
	EnergyConnect
	Phone

	Cory Cummings
	NAESB
	In Person

	Gene Fry
	Northeast Utilities
	Phone

	Kevin Galligan
	Cape Light Compac
	Phone

	Cliff Grimm
	DTE Energy
	Phone

	Ryn Hamilton
	Representing Southern California Edison
	In Person

	Mike Jesensky
	Dominion
	In Person

	Owen Kopon
	BBRS Law
	Phone

	Ted Kuhn
	Midwest ISO
	Phone

	Paul McCurley
	NRECA
	In Person

	Rae McQuade 
	NAESB
	In Person

	Wendell Miyaji
	Comverge
	In Person

	Monica Nevius
	Consortium for Energy Efficiency 
	Phone

	Josh Phillips
	Southwest Power Pool
	Phone

	Phil Precht
	BGE
	In Person

	Bruce Sailers
	Duke Energy
	Phone

	Rodney Sobin
	Alliance to Save Energy
	In Person

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	In Person

	Elizabeth Titus
	NEEP
	Phone

	Roy True
	ACES Power Marketing
	In Person

	Paul Wattles 
	ERCOT
	Phone

	Eric Winkler
	ISO New England
	In Person

	Dixon Yee
	City of Palo Alto Utilities
	Phone
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