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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 – April 23, 2009 
DATE:

April 23, 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 April 23, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 9:00 am C on April 23, 2009.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Ripley Newcomb, Dominion

Kathy Johnson, Dominion

Kent Walter, Arizona Public Service
Clifford Grimm, DTE Energy
Eric Winkler, ISO New England
	Cory Galik, NAESB
Phil Precht, BGE
Mark Westendorf, Midwest ISO

Paul Wattles, ERCOT
Aaron Breidenbaugh, EnerNOC

	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.  The group has taken a broader approach than originally intended.  Once review of the entire document is complete in the work group, participants will begin to circulate the recommendation internally.  The group reviewed the recommendation submitted by Mr. Newcomb which he redlined with the changes made from the previous meeting.  Mr. Newcomb created a comment matrix to track comments received with the resulting resolution.

· Mr. Walter discussed the transparency requirements of the recommendation.  His company has DR contracts in place and some of the items in the recommendation are contractually confidential.  At a minimum, he would like to see those confidentiality clauses grandfathered in the recommendation.  
· The diagram for maximum base load was changed from “2kW” to “to 6kW or below.”
· It was determined that there was not enough differentiation to create business practice requirements for both dispatchable and non-dispatchable programs so there will only be one business practice requirements section for both.  Mr. Wattles stated that the terms dispatch and non-dispatch could be used interchangeably as long as it was commonly understood that dispatch had a start time.  Participants will need to have a commonly understood start time of the event.  Mr. Newcomb suggested that difference could be explained in a definition.  
· Mr. Newcomb suggested the recommendation contain a single business practice requirement section and as the standards are discussed a new section or definition could be created.  The goal is to create standards for DR with a specific start and stop time and the methodology used will be determined by the program administrator.  There was discussion surrounding the specifics that will be determined by the program administrator.  The goal is to create standards that are general enough to allow flexibility for the program administrator and the techniques are geared towards programs with a start and stop time and a specific window.

· A discussion on transparency as stated in 13.3.1.11 followed.  Mr. Walter noted that in current DR programs, some confidential information would need to remain confidential.  Mr. Precht stated that the governing documents would cover this concern as the confidentiality of the contract would supersede transparency rules.  
· Mr. Grimm had comments on the baseline section for the business requirement for performance methodologies.  Mr. Breidenbaugh noted that the changes made allowing a market participant to propose an alternate Baseline Calculation would make it more difficult to add granularity in the future.  The group agreed to not make the proposed changes to baseline.
· Mr. Winkler asked about what type of precedence the wholesale standards would be given.  Mr. Newcomb stated that the intent of the retail recommendation is that if a program bids into the wholesale market, the wholesale standards will take precedence.  Language clarifying this situation was added to the recommendation.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 10: 59 am C.

	Next Meeting:
	· The next retail DSM work group will be held on May 7, 2009 from 9:00 am to 11:00 am Central.  During this meeting, the glossary terms will be discussed.  
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