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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– October 10, 2008 
DATE:

October 10, 2008
Dear DSM-EE Distribution List and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the meeting held on October 10, 2008.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

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

	Attendees:
	Neal Allen, Alabama Power
Phil Precht, BGE
Rip Newcomb, Dominion
Cory Galik, NAESB
	 Cliff Grimm, DTE Energy
Deanna Kesler, Dominion
Tess Pierluissi, ConEdison
Ruth Kiselewich, BGE 

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

· Discussion of the IGOs draft standards and whether or not the framework approach would work for retail.
· Next Steps
· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· This meeting was a follow up to the October 3 DSM-EE meeting in Austin, Texas. At that meeting the wholesale electric market ISO participants discussed  the draft standards.  The wholesale standards take more of a framework approach than the retail group had originally planned.  The group discussed whether or not to develop the retail standards as planned, modify the retail draft standards to align with the wholesale electric ISO draft standards or have only one set of standards to cover both the retail and wholesale standards.
· Mr. Newcomb reviewed a summary of the wholesale electric ISO draft standards.  The retail working group 2 should consider whether or not the wholesale electric system operator’s duties would translate into the retail draft standards.  The wholesale electric ISO participants developed four products which may or may not apply to the retail products.  The wholesale baseline methodologies are high level and could apply to the retail draft recommendation.  The retail work group will review the wholesale electric draft standards’ terminology to determine which definitions may apply to their efforts.  
· Mr. Newcomb suggested developing a framework first and then develop greater detail as needed.  Mr. Allen suggested eliminating the third option regarding development of a common document between both wholesale and retail.  Mr. Grimm agreed with modifying the wholesale electric ISO framework to make it applicable to the retail participants.  
· Mr. Allen reviewed the process  the  retail work group has utilized up to this point.  He suggested gathering necessary information from the industry before making a final decision on the type of retail standards that would be developed.  Mr. Newcomb asked if the matrix would be open ended or if there would be products assigned in it.  He wanted to prevent the matrix from becoming too large.   He suggested that the group either narrow down the programs before sending the matrix out for comments or send out the matrix to the industry in order to uncover new programs. 

· Several participants on the phone stated that the programs their companies used would fit into the categories presented in Mr. Newcomb’s chart.  Mr. Newcomb suggested changing the instructions of the matrix by incorporating these programs to help guide participants filing out the matrix.  The purpose of the survey is to determine commonality among the programs used across the region and ensure that if the retail draft standards utilize the wholesale electric’s framework approach, all retail programs will fit into the categories.  
· Mr. Grimm noted a study done on MISO DR programs:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/dsmee_group2_101008a1.pdf 
· Mr. Newcomb suggested a literature search to determine if any studies currently exist on this information.  Mr. Precht suggested the NAESB office could contact the large DSM-EE group and ask for participation in filling out the survey and develop standards from the information that has been gathered.  He did not think a lot of time should be spent on capturing companies across the country if they are not willing to participate in filling out the matrix.
· Mr. Precht expressed concern on the wholesale electric draft standards’ vagueness.  He thought the retail group’s work product should be more developed than the wholesale electric’s product.  Mr. Newcomb said he wanted to present the retail work product to the industry and receive comments to help further develop the matrix.  
· Mr. Newcomb wanted to schedule a two day face-to-face meeting to begin drafting standards and asked if there was enough information to do so.  It was agreed to have a face-to-face meeting with conference call capabilities to begin drafting the standards.  The matrix will not be sent out and the NAESB office will not contact the large DSM-EE group to assist in filling out the survey prior to this face-to-face.

	Next Steps and Assignments:
	· Review any existing studies for additional information prior to the face-to-face meeting.

	Scheduling:
	· A two day face-to-face meeting will be held November 12-13 in Baltimore, Maryland.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at  10:21 am C.

	Next Meeting:
	· Retail Working Group 2 meeting: November 12-13 in Baltimore, Maryland hosted by Baltimore Gas and Electric.  Agenda and Meeting Information to be posted.
· DSM-EE Subcommittee Meeting:  Tuesday, December 2, 2008, 8:00 am to 5:00 pm C in Birmingham Alabama at Alabama Power facilities.  Agenda and Meeting Information to be posted.


Notes from DSM Task Force – Work Group 2 Drafting Team, October 10, 2008
Page 1  of  2

