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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


via email

TO:
Posting on the NAESB DSM-EE Page (http://www.naesb.org/dsm-ee.asp)
FROM: 
Cory Galik
RE:
Notes from DSM-EE Work Group 2 – March 24, 2009 
DATE:

March 24, 2009
Dear DSM-EE Distribution List and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the meeting held on March 24, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 9:00 am C on March 24, 2009.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Clayton Crouch, Dominion
Kent Walter, Arizona Public Service
Clifford Grimm, DTE Energy
Eric Winkler, ISO New England
Sharon Nighter, Dominion

Rob Rice, Dominion

Neal Allen, Alabama Power

Deanna Kesler, Dominion
Tess Pierluissi, Con Edison

Katherine George, Demand Response Coordinating Committee
	Cory Galik, NAESB
Ripley Newcomb, Dominion

Kathy Johnson, Dominion
Phil Precht, BGE

Cheryl Hindes, BGE

Mark Westendorf, Midwest ISO

Daniel Perez, ECS
Wilbur Johnson, Southern Company
Kali Runk, Dominion


	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda

· Review of Measurement and Verification (M&V) for Demand Response Programs work paper

· Next Steps

· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Newcomb reviewed the retail standard outline to allow new participants an opportunity to view the current content of the standards.  He noted that the goal for today’s meeting was to review the business requirements section.  The group compared the wholesale business requirements section with the work Mr. Precht provided for the retail recommendation.  
· Mr. Precht presented a review of the retail recommendation’s business practice requirement section.  He reviewed the changes made to 015-1.0.  Additional information was added to the section on General Characteristics of Demand Response (DR) to be more specific than to allow the Program Administrator to make the decision.  The work group will first review dispatchable programs before addressing non-dispatchable programs to determine any differences which may require additional business practice requirements.  
· The group began to review the general characteristics of DR.  Mr. Allen stated that he wanted to avoid writing standards for program design and focus on measurement and verification.  Ms. Johnson suggested a defined time period in order to avoid measuring a response with Before/After Metering when there has been an advanced notification.  Mr. Newcomb asked if the Program Administrator would decide whether or not there has been advanced notification.  The group discussed whether or not to modify the standard for advanced notification.  It was ultimately agreed that the wholesale description would be used until a reason to create more specific requirements is presented.  The group agreed with Mr. Precht’s changes to aggregation, deployment time, reduction deadline, release/recall and normal operations.  
· The group discussed demand resource availability measurement and Ms. Hindes noted that the retail work group was departing from more general statements and she was not sure if the level of detail was appropriate.  Mr. Grimm believed it was an important section but agreed with Ms. Hindes that it should contain a more general statement.  The group agreed that this was an area where, as the programs are reviewed and more specificity is needed, it can be readdressed.  Mr. Newcomb will address this item with Mr. Wattles and Ms. Pratt for their input.  The glossary subcommittee will also be asked for guidance on this item.  
· Transparency of requirements was also discussed by the group.  The term “publicly accessible” was added.  RXQ.13.3.1.11 was also discussed.  Concern was expressed regarding confidential information and the transparency requirement of the standard.  This issue will be addressed in future meetings.
· Mr. Newcomb suggested changing the terminology in RXQ.13.3.2 from Direct Load Control Programs to Dispatchable Programs.  
· The group discussed the types of dispatchable programs in the retail DR recommendation that require telemetry.  The group agreed that telemetry would be separate from the control signals.  Ms. Johnson noted that this was an area that would require a distinction between dispatchable and non-dispatchable programs.  The work group agreed to further review telemetry at a future meeting.  
· During the discussion on after the fact measurement, Ms. Johnson noted that 13.3.2.2.2 and 13.3.2.2.3 seemed duplicative.  Southern Company agreed to review section 13.3.2.2.

· Ms. Johnson, Ms. Hindes and Mr. Johnson agreed to review the section on statistical sampling to ensure consistency with the AEIC white paper.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 10: 56 am C.

	Next Meeting:
	· The next retail DSM work group will be held on April 9, 2009 from 9:00 am to 11:00 am C.
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