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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 – December 3, 2009 
DATE:

December 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 December 3, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 12:00 pm Central on December 3, 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
Wendell Miyaji, Comverge

Ken Laughlin, Viridity Energy

Marie Pieniazek, ECS

Michelle Greening, PPL

Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO

Paul Wattles, ERCOT

Mark Robinson, Midwest ISO

Paul McCurley, NRECA

Tan Rao, New England Clean Energy Council
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Deanna Kirn, Dominion

Valy Goepfrich, WPPI Energy

Roy True, Aces Power
Alan Pritchard, Duke Energy

Bruce McAllister, FERC

Mark Martinez, Southern California Edison

Tom Carter, Constellation

Sig Peplowski, New York State Department of Public Service

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

· Update on the status of the WEQ EC DR task force recommendation
· Review of the work papers submitted by Viridity Energy regarding alternative baseline
· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· Mr. Winkler opened the meeting and welcomed participants.  Ms. Cummings provided an update on the WEQ EC DR Task Force recommendation.  An EC meeting was scheduled for later that afternoon to review and vote on the task force’s recommendation.  Because of the potential for changes to be made to the recommendation by the EC, the details of the recommendation will not be discussed in detail until it has been approved.  
· Mr. Laughlin had submitted language regarding the alternative baseline discussion from the last wholesale work group conference call.  He suggested that the language be added for PJM-8 in the IRC matrix:  PJM-8   The EDC, LSE, PJM or the Load Response Participant may propose an alternative CBL calculation that more accurately reflects the relevant end-use customer’s consumption pattern relative to CBL determined (otherwise).  It was noted that the IRC matrix cannot be revised by the wholesale work group as it is not a NAESB document.  A question arose as to how this language would fit into the performance evaluation methodology criteria.  The group reviewed Baseline I and II and it was suggested that the language be included in the calculation type for Baseline I.  Mr. Laughlin was receptive to that idea.  Mr. Wattles noted that the language was more of a procedural issue that would be more properly embedded into market rules.  Mr. Laughlin agreed and noted the language is in PJM’s tariff.  He intended the language to be used as a placeholder in order to prevent the standards from precluding these alternative baselines.  Mr. Winkler noted that the standards currently allow the System Operator to specify the allowed methodologies, including alternative baselines.  Mr. Laughlin stated that he was satisfied that the standards do not preclude alternative baseline as drafted.
· Mr. Winkler suggested that the tariffs should be analyzed to determine if the work group can specify additional details to be included in the standards.  
· Next, the group reviewed Baseline I and Baseline II.  Mr. Wattles noted that the retail standards collapsed the two baseline methodologies into one.  Mr. Winkler suggested that a volunteer review the retail standards as a reference to determine if the wholesale standards could also collapse the two baselines.  Mr. Laughlin stated that he liked having both baselines and did not see the advantage of collapsing them into one.  He also suggested that the term “historical” be removed from Baseline I.  His company only used historical data to validate the models created.  He thought the use of the term was too prescriptive.  Mr. Laughlin moved to strike the term “historical” from the Baseline I definition.  His motion died for lack of a second.  The work group agreed to discuss this issue further in a future meeting.
· Mr. Skiba suggested that the work group create a parking lot of issues so that discussion items do not get forgotten.

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

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 1:20 PM Central.
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