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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 wholesale demand response work group – September 17, 2009 
DATE:

September 17, 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 September 17, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 1:00 pm Central on September 17, 2009.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Eric Winkler, ISO New England

Aaron Breidenbaugh, EnerNOC

Marie Peneziak, ECS
Wendell Miyaji, Comverge

Kevin Warren, EVOO

Deanna Kirn, Dominion
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Bruce McAlister, FERC
Bruce Sailers, Duke Energy
Donna Pratt, NYISO

Brett Feldman, Constellation

Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO

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

· Discussion of applicability of performance measurement methodologies for all products and services
· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Winkler opened the meeting and welcomed participants.  FERC released its Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR) on the Wholesale Electric Demand Response Standards.  Mr. Breidenbaugh noted that the NOPR asked for comments on whether or not to establish a deadline for the phase II standards.  Mr. Skiba stated that, from a NAESB subcommittee perspective, NAESB does not take positions on FERC NOPRs.  Mr. Breidenbaugh clarified that the purpose of his question was to determine whether or not the work group should go forward with a more rapid pace.  Mr. Winkler supported the continuation of the wholesale work group meetings in order to accomplish the tasks set forth by NAESB leadership.  He added that the work group was charged with creating more technical standards and not program design.  Also, the phase I standards have not been adopted by FERC.  If, after the comment period, FERC calls for more substantive standards within a deadline, it will be a clear indication that this group has been tasked with orders to develop a product, but the group is in a holding pattern until that happens.  
· Next, the work group reviewed the comments submitted by Comverge on M&V oversight.  Mr. Miyaji noted that a series of questions was sent out about a month ago and this document was in response to that.  Those questions include the following:
· What entity will have oversight and control over the M&V process? 
· What entity will perform the M&V? 
· Who will pay for M&V? 
· What will be the process for incorporating MWh quantities from the M&V process into the market settlement process? 
· What will be the process for providing the MWh quantities from the M&V process to LSEs for their retail billing systems? 

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 1:52 PM Central.
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