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TO:	NAESB Retail Electric Quadrant (REQ) Executive Committee and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:	Jonathan Booe, NAESB Deputy Director
RE:	REQ Executive Committee Single Topic Conference Call – Final Minutes

NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
RETAIL ELECTRIC QUADRANT EXECUTIVE COMMITTEES
SINGLE TOPIC CONFERENCE CALL
Thursday, July 7, 2011 – 10:00 am to 5:00 pm Central 
FINAL MINUTES

1.	Welcome
Mr. Precht called the meeting to order and welcomed the Retail Electric Quadrant (“REQ”) Executive Committee (“EC”) members, alternates and other participants.   Mr. Booe provided the anti-trust guidance and called the roll of the REQ EC members and alternates.  A quorum was established.  Mr. Precht reviewed the agenda and noted that the late comments submitted by the Data Privacy Task Force, the California Public Utility Commission (“CPUC”) and Southern Company had not been included on the agenda.  Mr. Minneman moved to adopt the agenda with the addition of the comments noted by Mr. Precht.  Ms. Ray seconded the motion and the motion passed without opposition. 
2.	Review of Recommendation and Comments and Vote
Mr. Precht recommended that the EC begin with a motion to accept the recommendation incorporating the late comments of the Data Privacy Task Force before entertaining discussion on the additional late comments.  Ms. Lunt moved to adopt the recommendation as amended by the Data Privacy Task Force late comments and Mr. Jesensky seconded the motion.  Mr. Precht opened the floor for discussion on the motion. Mr. Booe noted that the task force considered the CPUC comments during the development of the task force late comments. Mr. Precht asked if anyone would like to amend  Ms. Lunt’s motion in response to the late comments submitted by the CPUC.  No amendments were offered.
Mr. Precht recommended that the EC consider the late comments submitted by Southern Company one at a time and asked Ms. Ray if she would like to review the first comment with the participants.  Ms. Ray deferred to Mr. Robinson as a Southern Company representative and an active task force participant to review the comments.  Mr. Robinson reviewed the first proposed modification and noted that the comment is intended to make clear that the applicable regulatory authority is allowed to create a screening process or application process for third parties.  Ms. Lunt questioned how the proposed revision in the late comments is different from the revision proposed in the original comments and rejected by the task force.  Mr. Robinson responded that the comment proposes the positive and more flexible “permitted” terminology rather than the originally submitted “disapproved” terminology and is based upon feedback from the task force.  Ms. Ray proposed an amendment to Ms. Lunt’s motion to adopt item one of the Southern Company late comments regarding third party screening/eligibility requirements.  Mr. Jesensky seconded the motion.  Ms. Munson stated that ERCOT wants to ensure that applicable regulatory authorities have the option to institute screening and eligibility processes and noted other places in the standard where that principle is implied.  Mr. Tillman noted that the modification proposed by Southern Company will complement the work underway by the Energy Services Provider Interface Task Force and will help the standards better align.  The participants took a roll call vote on the proposed amendment and the amendment passed a simple majority vote. [Vote 1].
Next, Mr. Robinson reviewed the second modification proposed in the late comments submitted by Southern Company and stated that it is intended to reiterate that cost recovery should be factor considered by applicable regulatory authorities.  Ms. Ray proposed an amendment to Ms. Lunt’s motion to adopt item two of the Southern Company late comments regarding consideration of cost.  Mr. Jesensky seconded the motion.  Mr. Minneman noted that other subcommittees in the REQ have made concerted efforts to avoid including such language in other REQ standards.  Ms. Stonier stated that consideration of cost is clearly an implied obligation of the applicable regulatory authorities.  Mr. Precht supported Mr. Minneman and Ms. Stonier’s comments and noted similar discussions held during the development of the retail choice standards.  The participants took a roll call vote on the proposed amendment and the amendment failed a simple majority vote. [Vote 2].
Finally, Mr. Robinson reviewed the third modification proposed in the late comments submitted by Southern Company and stated that the comment is intended to remove the implication that the information cannot be made available unless it is defined and governed in the governing documents.  Ms. Ray proposed an amendment to Ms. Lunt’s motion to adopt item three of the Southern Company late comments modifying the definition of smart meter-based information.  Mr. Jesensky seconded the motion.  Mr. Minneman asked if the task force did not accept the modification during its initial review due to concerns over Glossary Subcommittee approval.  Mr. Tillman responded affirmatively.  Mr. Booe confirmed and noted that there was also concern over modifying the definition given the difficulty in achieving consensus on the original language.  Ms. Stonier stated that she understands Southern Company’s concern but would be more comfortable if the term “and” is used rather than “or” when describing the relationship of the governing documents and applicable regulatory authority.   Ms. Munson supported Ms. Stonier’s recommendation.  Mr. Pabian proposed the following modification to the end of the definition:
“….which may be made available pursuant to the Governing Documents consistent with any requirements of the ARA[footnoteRef:1]” [1:  “ARA” refers to Applicable Regulatory Authority, a defined term in the Retail Electric Quadrant Model Business Practices.] 

The participants supported Mr. Pabian’s suggested modification.  Ms. Ray and Mr. Jesensky withdrew the previous amendment and Ms. Ray proposed an amendment to adopt item three of the Southern Company late comments as modified by the REQ EC.  Mr. Jesensky seconded the amendment and the amendment passed a roll call simple majority vote. [Vote 3].
Mr. Precht asked if the participants would like to make any additional amendments to Ms. Lunt’s original motion.  No additional amendments were offered.  Ms. Lunt’s motion as amended passed a roll call super majority vote without opposition. [Vote 4].
3.	Other Business
No other business was discussed.
4. Adjourn
Mr. Minneman moved to adjourn the meeting at 11:13 AM Central and Ms. Ray seconded the motion.  The motion passed without opposition.  
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5. [bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]Voting Record and Attendance 

	NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD  
REQ EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Voting Record from July 7, 2011

	VOTES = V
	S – indicates an affirmative vote, O – indicates a vote in opposition, A – indicates an abstention, and a blank cell indicates that the voter did not vote. The motions from which the voting results are detailed below are noted in the minutes. 

	ATTENDANCE
	V1
	V2
	V3
	V4[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Roll Call Super Majority Vote] 

	
	

	
	REQ SERVICE PROVIDERS/SUPPLIERS SEGMENT

	Phone
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]S
	S
	S
	S
	Neal Allen alt. for Bill Barkas
	Dominion Retail, Inc.

	Phone
	S
	O
	S
	S
	Jim Minneman
	PPL Solutions, LLC

	
	
	
	
	
	Wendell Miyaji
	Energy Sciences, Comverge, Inc.

	Phone
	S
	O
	S
	S
	Susan Munson
	Electric Reliability Council of Texas

	
	REQ UTILITIES SEGMENT

	Phone
	S
	O
	S
	S
	Phil Precht
	Baltimore Gas and Electric Company

	Phone
	S
	
	S
	S
	Patrick Eynon
	Ameren Services

	Phone
	S
	S
	S
	S
	Judy Ray
	Alabama Power Company

	Phone
	S
	O
	S
	S
	Michael J. Jesensky
	Dominion Resources Services, Inc.

	
	END USER/PUBLIC AGENCIES SEGMENT

	Phone
	
	
	
	
	Robin Lunt alt. for James Bradford Ramsay
	National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners

	
	
	
	
	
	Annunciata E. Marino
	Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

	Phone
	S
	O
	S
	S
	Pam Stonier
	Vermont Public Service Board



	Voting Results for Supermajority Votes

	
	Votes Possible
	Votes Cast
	Percentage Affirmative Votes Cast
	Reaching the 40% Segment Affirmative Vote Threshold?
	Motion Passing

	V4 – SUPERMAJORITY
	REQ – 11
	8 affirmative
0 abstention 
0 opposed
	72%
	Yes
	Passes Super Majority Vote




6. Other Participants

	Participant
	Organization

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB

	Tanya Brewer
	NIST

	Daniel Francis
	AEP

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB

	Michael Pabian
	Exelon 

	Cherron Rinehart
	AEP

	Brandon Robinson
	Balch & Bingham

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB

	Leonard Tillman
	Balch & Bingham

	Jill Vaughn
	Court Reporter

	Tonja Wicks
	Florida Power & Light

	Christine Wright
	Public Utility Commission of Texas
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