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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 Cummings, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Notes from DSM-EE Work Group 3 – June 10, 2009 
DATE:

June 15, 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 June 10, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 11:00 am E on June 10, 2009.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Aaron Breidenbaugh, EnerNOC
Eric Winkler, ISO New England

Wendell Miyaji, Comverge

Mark Potter, EnerNOC
Chris Ashley, EnerNOC
Roy True, ACES Power
Marie Pieniazek, Demand Response & Energy Consulting, LLC
	Cory Galik, NAESB
Rae McQuade, NAESB
Ken Schisler, EnerNOC
Donna Pratt, NYISO
Paul Wattles, ERCOT

Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO
Neal Allen, Southern Company

Ronda Ferguson, Integrys

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

· Update on M&V Issues
· Review of IRC Matrix

· Review of Comments on Phase I Standards

· Next Steps and Meetings
· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Breidenbaugh opened the meeting and welcome participants.  
· The May 29 DSM-EE subcommittee meeting included discussion on the IRC Matrix, which Mr. Coe reviewed.  At that meeting, Mr. Breidenbaugh presented an update on the wholesale work group activities and Mr. Newcomb provided a review of the retail draft recommendation.
· FERC has expressed interest in NAESB’s DSM-EE efforts.  Ms. McQuade noted her meetings with Commissioner Kelley and Commissioner Moeller. They have received the NAESB WEQ DR filing and are reviewing it.  
· The NERC DRDTF work group circulated a draft version of the work group report.  Comments on this work product are due by June 30.  

· Mr. Breidenbaugh asked participants if they have been encouraging participation in these efforts.  Ms. Pratt noted that NYISO would hold its stakeholder meeting next week and she would encourage stakeholder participation in this process at that time.  Mr. Wattles said that ERCOT had a stakeholder meeting last week and he provided an update on the NAESB DSM work group.  He invited the stakeholders to contact NAESB to join the exploder list.  Ms. McQuade has been in contact with various trade associations.  She has also met with Ms. Lunt from NARUC and they are planning on holding an update meeting in an effort to get NARUC more involved.  Ms. McQuade asked Mr. Winkler, Mr. Breidenbaugh and Mr. Allen to present at that meeting.

· The group reviewed the Comverge edits.  Normal Operations:   The group discussed the term "normal." It is a term of art used by the ISOs and RTOs, which is product specific as it applies to the M&V aspects of deployment.  There was no opposition to the changes but further consideration is needed by the ISOs before the changes are made.
· Baseline Type I and Baseline Type II:  The comments apply to both baseline type I and type II.  Any non-interval meter - such as data loggers - does not have direct measurement of the load change.  All universal interval metering is baseline line type I.   Changes were made to reflect this discussion.  In retail these types are merged.
· Clock/Time Accuracy:  NERC is also discussing this item.  For the energy product, it will be recommended that the ability of the system operator to define otherwise will be removed.
· Validating, Editing & Estimating (VEE) Method:  For energy products, the system operator reference should be removed and NAESB or other regulatory bodies VEE requirements should be notes instead.
· Next, the group reviewed EnerNOC’s edits, which focused on capacity products.
· Advanced Notification: Not all programs have advance notice (see matrix for capacity products). Providing advance notice increases transparency.
· Ramp Period:  New definition - implicit in the definitions describing the event, so ramp period should be defined.  Thirty minutes should be an appropriate length of time.  At some point, possibly after 30 minutes, it becomes load shifting rather than DR.  Ramp time should reflect the system contingencies of different products -- such as 10 minute spinning reserves or 30 minute spinning reserves and certainly leads into program design.  There is a crossover in these edits from straight M&V standards to aspects of program design.
· Sustained Response Period: For capacity, the call should not be made for less than one hour.  If there is a constraint, it could limit the full hour for DR with stop interruption messages to address constraint issues.  The standard should provide for an exception to the rule handling.
· Recovery Period:  Only ERCOT has a recovery period and it is long, 10 hours. None of the other programs are monitored.  In many cases the DR loads are committed around the clock.  ERCOT is more sensitive to frequency excursions and as such run programs 24 hours a day.  At the conclusion of deployment, the recovery period is the time after deployment before normal operations are reached. With large industrial loads, it may take longer to come back to normal operations.  If this is deleted, ERCOT can ask for a regional difference.
· Telemetry Requirement:  While this does not change the M&V calculation, it does impact how the data is collected.  This would clearly not be applicable to baseline type II.  Under type II, there would be a much higher percentage for the non-telemetered approach.  The term “provider” is not defined and should probably be modified to “aggregator.”  A question on barriers to entry for requiring telemetry was raised, but this would fall in the same camp as creditworthiness requirements.
· Telemetry Accuracy:  During discussions, it was determined to change the edit to not exceed 2%.
· Telemetry Interval:  For capacity products, the ceiling is raised from 5 minutes to 15 minutes as a set number.  A shorter interval may be required to calculate load so the standard could be worded as not to exceed 15 minutes.  Settlements may be focused on 15 minutes, but 5 minutes for calculating load and managing DR.  After additional discussion, it was determined to retain the 5 minute requirement for additional granularity of collection of data.  There may be significant deployment of AMI that could not meet the 5 minute requirement, so relaxing it to 15 minute or less would encompass more meters.  An example of deployment in Ontario was discussed - it was deployed in May 2009.
· Communication Protocol: Standard - want one telecommunication protocol.  ICCP was discussed as one method.
· After-The-Fact Metering Requirement: Baseline type II does not require after-the-fact metering.  Virtual meters, data fed into meters could be used as well as telemetry.
· Meter Accuracy:  After-the-fact metering meter accuracy requirements could be different than accuracy requirements for telemetry reflective of use of revenue grade meters. Wording should be modified to put the language in the positive.  "If Metering Generator Output is chosen as the Performance Evaluation methodology, the System Operator may specify additional metering requirements if on-site generation is present behind the primary metering point."
· Meter Data Reporting Deadline: For capacity products, this is reflective of current practices as utilities may not release the meter reads except every 60 days.  For reserves and regulation products, the products are held to the generator rules for daily rather than monthly settlements, so this restriction would not apply.  There are questions on how this affects M&V calculations.  It may be completely removed as it is not referenced other than here as a definition.
· Meter Data Reporting Interval:  Change made to support other changes in the document. However for after-the-fact metering, 15 minutes can be considered excessive.  Many of the products are settled on an average hourly basis.  EnerNOC may withdraw this request or a change.
· Clock/Time Accuracy:  Since "or exceed" is not clear, it should be removed.
· Validating, Editing & Estimating (VEE) Method:  These standards do not yet exist.  EnerNOC may provide such.  There may be existing state jurisdictional products.  EnerNOC will review their VEE work.
· On-Site Generation Meter Requirement:  Wording should be modified to put the language in the positive.  "If Metering Generator Output is chosen as the Performance Evaluation methodology, the System Operator may specify additional metering requirements if on-site generation is present behind the primary metering point."
· 

	Assignments
	· The work group will continue to provide edits to the WEQ DR standards.  Next week’s meeting will focus on edits to energy products.  Meeting participants will continue to encourage others to participate in this effort.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 2:47 pm E.

	Next Meeting:
	· The next WEQ DSM work group will be held on June 17, 2009 from 1:00 pm to 3:00 pm C.
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