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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

TO:
Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Subcommittee and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Cory Galik, Meeting Administration/Project Manager
RE:
Final Minutes of DSM/EE Subcommittee Meeting – December, 2008
DATE:
December 8, 2008
WEQ, REQ, and RGQ Demand Side Management/Energy Efficiency Subcommittee
December 2, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central
Final Minutes
1 and 2.

Opening Remarks/Administrative 
Mr. Allen opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Galik read the antitrust guidelines.  Participants introduced themselves in the room and on the phone.
Mr. Allen moved, seconded by Mr. Hughes, to adopt the agenda as drafted.  The motion passed without objection. 
The DSM Subcommittee reviewed the minutes from the October 3, 2008 meeting.  Ms. Winkler moved, seconded by Mr. Hughes, to adopt the minutes.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/dsmee100308fm.doc
3.
Review of the balanced voting process
Ms. McQuade provided a review of balanced voting.  Members and non-members can participate in a subcommittee vote but each voter must identify its segment and are only allowed one vote per company per segment.  No individual can cast more than one vote.  In subcommittee voting, each segment has the same say in the outcome by apportioning votes equally – two vote per segment.  Anyone interested in the WEQ and operating in a segment of that quadrant is eligible to vote regardless of membership status in NAESB.
4.
Discussion of the ISO/RTO recommendation for wholesale electric DR M&V standards, comments received, possible changes to the recommendation based on the discussion, possible votes on changes and on the recommendation itself.

Ms. McQuade provided a review of the history of the recommendation.  Advanced Energy made the initial request to develop Measurement and Verification (M&V)) standards to support the evaluation of demand side management and energy efficiency products and services as they were implemented to determine their effectiveness.  Initially, the request only applied to retail products and services.  While reviewing the NAESB annual plans, Commissioner Wellinghoff asked NAESB to consider including the Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) in these efforts and the NAESB Board of Directors agreed and added this item to the WEQ annual plan.  The broad scope of the initial recommendation was narrowed to focus initially on the characteristics of demand response (DR) programs, which is currently being addressed.  
Mr. Winkler provided an update of the activities of the ISO/RTO work group.  Their draft recommendation was presented at the October 2 DSM-EE meeting in Austin, Texas and a two week informal comment period occurred subsequent to that meeting.  The NAESB office assembled the comments received into a matrix which summarized and categorized the comments.  The ISO/RTO work group reviewed the comment matrix and responded to the comments with their position on the particular comments.  They also reviewed the draft recommendation and made additional modifications based on the comments received.  
Several comments noted that many of the standards were to be specified by the system operator.  Mr. Winkler noted that in drafting the recommendation the ISO/RTO work group chose to preserve the integrity of their tariffs.  
Other comments suggested greater clarity throughout the recommendation.  The ISO/RTO work group reviewed the document to determine where greater clarity could be included and several conforming changes were made.  Mr. Winkler also noted that there were several requests for examples to better clarify the recommendation.  Examples will be created in the future as a document to aid in the understanding of the standards.
To further clarify which programs would be affected by the standards, Mr. Winkler noted that vertically integrated utility programs that only apply to retail would not be affected by these standards.  These standards would only apply to programs operated in the wholesale market.  Ms. McQuade added that currently the only wholesale Demand Response (DR) programs were operated by the ISO/RTOs.  

Several meeting participants expressed concern over the eventual development of products and services by companies other than the ISO/RTOs.  There was concern that those products and services would be governed by these standards.  There was also concern that the retail standards would appear similar to the wholesale standards.  Ms. Ralls said that it was her understanding that these standards would only apply to the ISO/RTOs.  Ms. McQuade said the FERC and state commissions were pleased that the retail and wholesale markets were working close together to draft these standards.  These standards would be important for two reasons, 1) It would be a national set of standards for DR; and 2) It contains a foundation that could be more broadly applied down the road.  It was important to get the correct foundation and add details as the industry gains experience with these products and services.
Other comments referenced the baseline methodologies.  Mr. Winkler emphasized that the area of performance measurement is complicated.  The ISO/RTO work group did not attempt to provide specific details for the performance methodology but they did identify the performance methodologies in such a way that one could see the applicability of the methodology to a specific product type.  The discussion about the specific details of the baselines will be ongoing.  

Ms. Sawyer asked if these standards, once adopted by the FERC, were intended to be enforceable standards for working with the ISO/RTOs.  Ms. McQuade answered that if these standards pass this subcommittee and the Executive Committee (EC) and are ratified by membership they will be filed with the FERC.  The FERC could do one of several things with the standards, 1) They could do nothing; 2) They could issue a policy statement; or 3) They could issue a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR).  She noted that 99% of the federally jurisdictional work that NAESB files with the FERC becomes enforceable by the commission for the applicable jurisdictional entities.  
Mr. Breidenbaugh had two suggested additions to the bullets in the introduction of the draft recommendation, 1) Integrity of the System; and 2) Alignment.  Integrity of the system was introduced to address the prevention of gaming.  Mr. Winkler stated that incorporating this suggestion went beyond the scope of the recommendation, which addressed the way the products and services are measured and verified.  Mr. Breidenbaugh suggested the addition of alignment in an effort to ensure that a stakeholder’s interest is aligned with the DR program.  Mr. Winkler answered that the draft recommendation did not address program design but rather the technical requirements for M&V.  The issues of program design are addressed in the tariffs.  Ms. McQuade noted that in future steps new principles could be created and new standards could be written to support them.  Mr. Breidenbaugh’s two suggestions were not made to the draft recommendation.
Ms. McQuade stated that the ISO/RTO work group has turned the draft recommendation over to the DSM-EE Subcommittee for further editing and approval.  Meeting participants agreed to discuss each page of the recommendation and suggest further changes.   
The motion to adopt the recommendation was made by Mr. Hughes and seconded by Mr. Winkler.
Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to table the previous motion so that the subcommittee could have more time to review the draft recommendation.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Davis.  The motion failed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Generation
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	3
	3
	6
	1
	1
	2

	End Users
	0
	4
	4
	0
	2
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	8
	13
	21
	6
	6
	10


Mr. Ulch made a motion, seconded by Mr. Breidenbaugh, to change the title to “Business Practices for a Framework for Measurement and Verification of Wholesale Electricity Demand Response.” There was no call for a balanced vote.  The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Davis moved to amend the definition of Energy Services to include megawatt hours (MWh).  Mr. Carter seconded the motion.  Mr. Wattles thought it was confining to write an energy term into the definition because it was possible that a company could measure and verify an energy based service that does not use megawatt hours as the unit of measurement for determining whether a DR provider is in compliance.  Ms. Ralls and Mr. Meade agreed with Mr. Wattles comment.  Mr. Carter suggested amending Mr. Davis’ recommendation so that the definition of Energy Service read, “The reduction in energy (MWh) during a specified period of time by way of a Demand Response during a Demand Response event.”  Ms. Pratt noted that not all DR service is a result of a DR event.  Mr. Wattles urged the group to avoid editing individual definitions without a broader look at the definitions as they need to be read as a whole to be best understood.  The motion failed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Generation
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	0
	7
	7
	0
	2
	2

	End Users
	0
	4
	4
	0
	2
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	4
	19
	23
	3.333333
	8.666667
	12


Ms. Ray moved to add, “for those programs administered by or in an ISO/RTO footprint area” to the title of the recommendation.  Mr. Johnson seconded the motion.  Mr. True noted that the ISO/RTOs do not use the term “program” to refer to their products and services.  She changed her motion to read, “Business Practices for the Framework for those Products and Services Administered by the ISO/RTOs.”  This change would be made to comfort those in the wholesale market but not an ISO/RTO that should the FERC ever ask them to create programs they would have an opportunity to look at these standards and determine if they should apply.  Mr. Breidenbaugh made a point of order.  This motion went beyond the scope of this subcommittee because it was his understanding that these standards would apply to the entire wholesale market and not carve out an exception for possible future programs.  Discussion followed on the original applicability of these standards.  Three work groups were initially created to address the request: retail work group, ISO/RTO work group and non-ISO/RTO wholesale work group.  This work product was created to apply to the ISO/RTOs.  NAESB polled the non-ISO/RTO wholesale work group and because the ISO/RTOs had the only applicable products and services the non-ISO/RTO wholesale work group deferred to the ISO/RTO work group to prepare a draft recommendation with the understanding that the document would be reviewed to determine if it was acceptable for the non-ISO/RTO wholesale work group.  Mr. Allen noted that the retail work group reviewed and agreed with the draft recommendation.  Mr. Winkler said he opposed the additional language proposed by Ms. Ray.  He wanted the wholesale standards to be consistent across the country.  He acknowledged that the products and services would change over time, necessitating a change to the standards.  This change in the language would undermine the actual purpose, which is to create industry-wide standards even though the ISO/RTOs are the only entities currently using these products and services.  The motion failed a balanced vote.

	
	Wholesale Electric Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Generation
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	4
	2
	6
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	End Users
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	11
	14
	25
	6
	6
	10


Mr. Davis made a motion to amend the Applicability Statement on page six of the draft recommendation to read, “these standards are applicable only to the ISO/RTOs administered markets in North America.”  Additional language was added on page seven to read, “these standards do not apply in markets administered by non-ISO/RTOs.  Wholesale Demand Response standards applicable to non-ISO/RTO markets will be developed when required.”  The motion was seconded by Mr. Ulch.  No new discussion followed and the motion passed a balanced vote.

	
	Wholesale Electric Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Generation
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	3
	3
	6
	1
	1
	2

	End Users
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	11
	14
	25
	6.333333
	5.666667
	10


Mr. Davis moved to delete any reference to telemetry from the standards.  He thought any such references should be in the tariff requirements for interconnection and program initiation requirements but not in M&V standards.  The motion died for lack of a second.
Next, Mr. Cowan moved to amend the definition of Baseline because there are a number of meanings for the word and the potential for confusion exists for those working with both DR and Energy Efficiency (EE).  He wanted to amend the definition to be consistent with the definitions used by Efficiency Valuation Organization’s (EVO) community.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Mahling.  Ms. McQuade asked for a specific language change.  Mr. Cowan asked to include the table as shown in Comment 42 of the comment matrix with an introductory sentence and footnote placed in the General Terms section on page 11.  Ms. Pratt suggested adding that information as an appendix instead of a definition to avoid confusion because other organizations may use different terminology.  The appendix could include the necessary cross references so that organizations can look to it to translate the standards with their company’s terminology.  Mr. Cowan and Mr. Mahling agreed to place the language in an appendix.  The motion failed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Generation
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Marketers/Brokers
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1

	Distribution/LSE
	1
	2
	3
	0.666667
	1.333333
	2

	End Users
	4
	0
	4
	2
	0
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	5
	8
	13
	2.666667
	4.333333
	5


Mr. Cowan made another motion, seconded by Mr. Mahling, to amend the first sentence in the definition of Baseline to read, “a baseline is an estimate of electricity…”  The motion also added the following language to the end of the definition of Baseline, “a Baseline model is the simple or complex mathematical relationship found to exist between Baseline Window demand readings and Independent Variables.  A Baseline model is used to derive the Baseline Adjustments which are part of the Baseline, which in turn is used to compute the Demand Reduction Value.”  The motion also modified the definition of the term Independent Variable to read, “a parameter that is expected to change regularly and have a measurable impact on demand.”  The wording was consistent with other performance methodologies.  The motion passed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Generation
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1

	Distribution/LSE
	3
	2
	5
	1.2
	0.8
	2

	End Users
	4
	0
	4
	2
	0
	2

	IGO
	0
	4
	4
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	12
	6
	18
	8.2
	2.8
	9


Mr. Breidenbaugh readdressed his previous comments on adding a bullet in the introduction of the draft recommendation for alignment, which would read, “M&V approaches should align the interests of DR providers and customers and minimize unintended consequences such as inadvertently penalizing actual load reductions or rewarding lack of performance.”  The motion was seconded by Mr. Davis.  Mr. Winkler stated that he understood the intent of the addition but did not think the chosen words achieved its purpose.  He asked Mr. Breidenbaugh to withdraw the motion and consider language to better reflect his concern and submit it as a comment during the formal comment period.  Mr. True stated that the concern of unintended consequences should be addressed in individual tariffs.  The motion failed a balanced vote.
	
	Wholesale Electric Quadrant
	
	
	

	
	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	1
	2
	3
	0.666667
	1.333333
	2

	Generation
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	1
	2
	3
	0.666667
	1.333333
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	0
	6
	6
	0
	2
	2

	End Users
	0
	3
	3
	0
	2
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	2
	20
	22
	1.333333
	10.66667
	10


Mr. Meade moved to amend the definition of Normal Operations to read, “the time following release/recall at which a system operation may allow a Demand Resource to cease an obligation regarding its load consumption and to be available again for deployment.”  The motion was seconded by Mr. Hughes.  Mr. Wattles said the ISO/RTO work group was very clear in the recommendation that the return to normal operations was an optional feature of any DR service.  Mr. Winkler addressed a redlined change made by the ISO/RTO work group on page 11which states that the system operator shall specify whether any and all elements are applicable.  ISO New England does not require that a load return to a specified level and the draft recommendation was written to reflect that flexibility.  The motion failed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1

	Generation
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	0
	6
	6
	0
	2
	2

	End Users
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2

	IGO
	0
	5
	5
	0
	2
	2

	Total
	2
	16
	18
	2
	9
	9


Mr. Cowan made a motion to amend the definition of Demand Reduction Value to include baselines.  Mr. Winkler said that Demand Reduction Value is a component of baseline but the term goes beyond that.  It was not the intent of the ISO/RTO work group to make the term exclusive to baselines.  The motion died for lack of a second.
Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to strike the words, “not to exceed 3%” from the Telemetry Accuracy bullet on page 17 of the draft recommendation.  He noted that many of the standards defer to the system operator while others offer greater specificity.  All standards in the draft recommendation should defer to the system operator to ensure consistency.  Mr. Winkler stated that these standards were a precursor to more technical standards as the products and services evolve.  The motion died for lack of a second.
Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to strike the language, “not to exceed 5 minutes” from the Telemetry Interval bullet on pages 17 and 18.  The motion died for lack of a second.

A vote was taken on the original motion to adopt the recommendation with the three approved motions to change the title, applicability and baseline.  The motion passed a balanced vote.
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	Balanced Voting by Segment Tally
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Segment
	Votes Cast
	 
	Balanced Vote
	 

	 
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL
	YES
	NO
	TOTAL

	Transmission
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Generation
	3
	0
	3
	2
	0
	2

	Marketers/Brokers
	2
	1
	3
	1.333333
	0.666667
	2

	Distribution/LSE
	6
	1
	7
	1.714286
	0.285714
	2

	End Users
	4
	0
	4
	2
	0
	2

	IGO
	5
	0
	5
	2
	0
	2

	Total
	22
	3
	25
	10.38095
	1.619048
	10


5.
Discussion of the results of the review of the ISO/RTO standard and how it may be used as a template for the retail standard, as well as a review of the retail matrix status and next steps
Mr. Allen provided the review of the retail efforts.  The retail work group met in Baltimore in mid-November to review the wholesale draft recommendation and determine if the approach taken by the ISO/RTO work group would apply to the retail efforts.  During that meeting they developed a matrix based on the wholesale draft recommendation and applied two retail products to determine its applicability.  At the end of the meeting, participants agreed that reviewing programs in the matrix was a helpful exercise in determining the level of detail that would be necessary for the draft recommendation.  Mr. Allen encouraged meeting participants to participate in the creation of the retail draft recommendation.
6.
Other Items and Business

The NAESB office will coordinate with the chairs of the WEQ EC to schedule a three hour single topic review session and a three hour EC conference call to vote on the recommendation.  Prior to the review session the recommendation will be posted for a 30 day formal comment period.
7.
Next Steps and Meetings
Ms. McQuade will coordinate with the chairs and subcommittee leadership to schedule the next WEQ/RGQ/REQ DSM-EE Subcommittee meetings.
8.
Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 4:33 PM Central by consensus.
9.
Voting Record

	NAESB DSM-EE Meeting Hosted by Alabama Power - Birmingham, AL

	December 2, 2008 -- 9:00 am to 5:00 pm

	

	Last Name
	First Name
	Vote 1
	Vote 2
	Vote 3
	Vote 4
	Vote 5
	Vote 6 
	Vote 7
	Vote 8
	Vote 9

	Allen
	H. Neal
	O
	O
	S
	O
	O
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Precht
	Phil
	O
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Futoryan
	Elena
	S
	A
	A
	A
	A
	A
	A
	A
	O

	Newcomb
	Ripley
	O
	O
	O
	O
	A
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Crouch
	Clayton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grimm
	Clifford
	S
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S

	Sailers
	Bruce
	S
	O
	A
	S
	A
	
	A
	O
	A

	Ralls
	Mary Ann
	A
	O
	S
	S
	
	
	O
	A
	S

	Johnson
	Wilbur
	A
	O
	S
	A
	A
	O
	O
	O
	S

	Mahling
	Dirk
	
	
	O
	O
	S
	S
	
	
	

	Hughes
	John
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S
	S
	O
	S
	S

	Kajander
	Gary
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S
	S
	O
	S
	S

	D'Antuono
	Michelle
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S
	A
	O
	A
	S

	Meade
	David
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S
	S
	A
	S
	S

	Johnson
	Kathy
	O
	
	O
	S
	A
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Bisesi
	Phil
	A
	A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Holt
	John
	A
	O
	S
	S
	A
	
	O
	A
	S

	Ciza
	John
	S
	S
	S
	S
	A
	S
	A
	O
	S

	Wattles
	Paul
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S

	Winkler
	Eric
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S

	Robinson
	Mike
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	
	O
	O
	S

	Pratt
	Donna
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S

	Langbein
	Pete
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	S

	True
	Roy
	A
	O
	S
	S
	A
	A
	O
	A
	S

	Breidenbaugh
	Aaron
	S
	A
	O
	O
	O
	A
	S
	O
	O

	Carter
	Roman
	S
	S
	S
	S
	A
	S
	O
	O
	S

	Davis
	Ed
	S
	S
	S
	S
	A
	S
	S
	A
	O

	Morrison
	Jay
	A
	O
	S
	S
	A
	
	O
	A
	S

	Ulch
	Dean
	S
	S
	S
	S
	A
	S
	O
	O
	S


10.
Attendance
	Attendee
	Organization
	Attendance

	Neal Allen
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Jim Beyer
	Wisconsin Public Service
	Phone

	Stephen Bennett
	Exelon Generation
	Phone

	Phil Bisesi
	ElectriCities of NC
	Phone

	Aaron Breidenbaugh
	EnerNOC
	In Person

	Mark Bruckner
	Entergy
	Phone

	Roman Carter
	Southern Company
	In Person

	John Ciza
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Scott Coe
	IRC
	In Person

	John Cowan
	Efficiency Valuation Organization
	Phone

	Clayton Crouch
	Dominion Virginia Power
	Phone

	Michelle D’Antuono
	Occidental Chemical
	Phone

	Ed Davis
	Entergy
	In Person

	Mary Edwards
	Dominion
	Phone

	Ronda Ferguson
	Integrys
	Phone

	Elena Futoryan
	ConEdison
	Phone

	Cory Galik
	NAESB
	In Person

	Katherine George
	Demand Response Coordinating Committee
	Phone

	Clifford Grimm
	DTE Energy
	Phone

	Cheryl Hindes
	BGE
	Phone

	John Hughes
	ELCON
	In Person

	Ryan Irwin
	FERC
	Phone

	Kathy Johnson
	Dominion
	Phone

	Wilbur Johnson
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Jason Jones
	Kansas City Power & Light
	Phone

	Gary Kajander
	Monsanto Company
	Phone

	David Koogler
	Dominion
	Phone

	Pete Langbein
	PJM
	In Person

	Bill Lohrman
	FERC
	Phone

	Dirk Mahling
	CPower, Inc.
	Phone

	Doug Marley
	
	Phone

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB 
	In Person

	David Meade
	Praxair
	Phone

	Julie Michals
	Northeast Energy Efficiency Partnerships
	Phone

	Wendall Miyaji
	Comverge
	Phone

	Jay Morrison
	National Rural Electric Cooperative Association
	Phone

	Monica Nevius
	Consortium on Energy Efficiency
	Phone

	Rip Newcomb
	Dominion
	In Person

	Donna Pratt
	New York ISO
	Phone

	Phil Precht
	BGE
	In Person

	Denise Rager
	NAESB
	In Person

	Mary Ann Ralls
	National Rural Electric Cooperative Association
	Phone

	Judy Ray
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Rob Rice
	Dominion
	Phone

	Michael Robinson
	Midwest ISO
	Phone

	Bruce Sailers
	Duke Energy
	Phone

	Pam Stonier
	VT Public Service Board
	Phone

	Roy True
	ACES Power Marketing
	Phone

	Dean Ulch
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Paul Wattles
	ERCOT
	Phone

	Erick Winkler
	ISO New England
	In Person

	Damon Xenopoulos
	Brickfield, Burchette, Ritts & Stone PC
	Phone
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