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                                        North American Energy Standards Board

801 Travis, Suite 1675, 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 – November 12, 2010 
DATE:

April 26, 2011
Dear DSM-EE Distribution List and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the meeting held on November 12, 2010.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 12:00 pm Central on November 12, 2010.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Roy True, ACES Power

Aaron Breidenbaugh, EnerNOC

Eric Winkler, ISO New England
Marie Pieniazek, Energy Curtailment Specialists
Pete Langbein, PJM

Mark Westendorf, Midwest ISO

Craig Markham, Constellation

Bruce Sailers, Duke Energy 

Bruce Campbell, EnergyConnect 
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Paul Wattles, ERCOT

Donna Pratt, NY ISO

Owen Kopon, BBRS Law

Ryn Hamilton, SCE

Josh Phillips, SPP

Michael Robinson, Midwest ISO

Cliff Grimm, DTE Energy



	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda
· Discussion on EnerNOC informal comments
· Final review of the Wholesale Demand Response Phase 2 recommendation

· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Breidenbaugh began with a review of his informal comments.  The work group discussed his proposed change in the definition of Capacity Service from megawatt to megawatt hours.  Mr. Winkler explained that the intent was to measure energy instead of demand.  The suggested change was not made to the recommendation.

· Next, he reviewed the sentence deletion in the Introduction.  He deleted the sentence because it was not necessary to state what the standards did not do.  Mr. Winkler stated that the sentence was included to clarify that the standards were not related to product design.  Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to strike the sentence.  The motion failed for lack of a second.

· Next, the work group reviewed the language on page 10.  Mr. Breidenbaugh noted that his comments were the result of EnerNOC’s analysis, which they undertook because it was not being done elsewhere in the industry.  FERC staff asked him to propose changes based on this analysis.  Mr. Wattles noted that the added language on page 10 was commentary and many industry participants would not approve of such claims without basis of fact in the public domain.  Mr. Breidenbaugh offered to provide data to individual participants to confirm the analysis, but he could not do so publicly.  Mr. Winkler objected to placing non-normative language (language that participants cannot comply with) in the standards.   Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to include the language added on page 10.  The motion failed for lack of a second.    
· Mr. Breidenbaugh reviewed the language added in the Aggregation section on page 19.  Ms. Pratt stated that the added language did not work for NYISO and its inclusion looked like a general statement that applied throughout the industry.  NYISO would not be able to comply with the standard without undermining its stakeholder process.  Ms. Pieniazek stated that her company supported aggregation, but agreed that the added language circumvented the stakeholder process and impacted program design.  Mr. Breidenbaugh moved to include the four instances of added language for aggregation.  The motion failed for lack of a second.
· Next, the work group reviewed Mr. Breidenbaugh’s deletion of Maximum Base Load as a method for performance evaluation.  He was unaware of it being used by any ISO/RTO in North America.  Mr. Winkler stated that it was included because it was a potential methodology.  
· Mr. Breidenbaugh reviewed his proposed changes to Baseline Adjustments on pages 34 and 35.  He moved to adopt the edits as provided in his informal comments.  The motion failed for lack of a second.  Mr. Langbein moved to adopt the second and third comments, seconded by Mr. Winkler.  The work group agreed to add those comments under the “event day operating conditions” section.  The motion passed unanimously.
· The work group reviewed the document in preparation of the December 1 DSM-EE subcommittee meeting.  The document was edited for consistency and clarity.  

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 3:10 pm Central.
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