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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 – November 19, 2009 
DATE:

November 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 November 19, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 12:00 pm Central on November 19, 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
Damon Xenopoulos, BBRS

Wendell Miyaji, Comverge

Cliff Grimm, DTE Energy

Mark Westendorf, Midwest ISO

Ken Laughlin, Viridity Energy
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Neal Allen, Alabama Power
Deanna Kirn, Dominion

Valy Goepfrich, WPPI Energy

Doug Smith, National Grid

Damon Xenopoulos,  Brickfield, Burchette, Ritts & Stone, PC

	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.  This was the third work group meeting to discuss the performance evaluation methodologies in the IRC matrix.  The group began with a review of the Baseline Type I methodology.  
· Mr. Westendorf from Midwest ISO reviewed MISO 1.  Mr. Laughlin noted that some Baseline Type I methodologies allow for alternative baselines and asked if MISO would do the same.  Mr. Grimm noted that the business practice manual for MISO is currently being edited and it was unknown if the new manual would permit alternative baselines, but the current manual does allow alternative baseline methods based on a customer’s proven activity.  Mr. Laughlin asked if alternative baselines would be included in NAESB’s phase II recommendation.  Mr. Winkler answered that it was up to the wholesale demand response work group to determine the content of the recommendation.  He was open to ideas about how customized baselines would fit into the 5 performance evaluation methodologies.  Mr. Laughlin did not want the possibility of alternative baselines to be omitted by the standards developed by NAESB.  Mr. Winkler suggested a modification to Baseline Type II to accommodate interval metering.  After further discussion by the group it was agreed that Baseline Type I should be modified to encompass Mr. Laughlin’s concern.  Mr. Breidenbaugh asked, with the goal of transparency, how an ISO would replicate an alternative baseline.  Mr. Laughlin answered that it could be proven through an audit on a day no action is taken to verify the accuracy of the results.  
· Mr. Winkler asked participants to inform the work group of any other performance evaluation methodologies that should be included in the phase II recommendation.  He noted that the purpose of the standards was to establish minimum criteria.  Mr. Laughlin volunteered to draft a work paper regarding his concerns on alternative baselines.
· Mr. Winkler reviewed ISO New England’s products and services for Baseline Type I.  Mr. Breidenbaugh noted that ISO New England was the only ISO/RTO to use a 90/10 baseline window and he asked if this was the most accurate way to measure the baseline window.  Mr. Winkler stated that ISO New England is not currently evaluating their evaluation methods and that, from an operational standpoint, ISO New England was looking for higher granularity on resources that were delivering the product.

	Upcoming agenda items
	· The WEQ EC DR Task Force will review their recommendation on the scope of the phase II efforts

· Mr. Laughlin will review his work paper regarding alternative baselines.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 1:51 PM Central.
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