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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

TO:
NAESB Smart Grid Standards Task Force Participants and Interested Industry Participants 

FROM:
Jonathan Booe, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
NAESB Smart Grid Standards Task Force Meeting Notes – October 22, 2009
Dear Smart Grid Standards Task Force Participants,

A conference call was held on October 22, 2009 to continue addressing the tasks assigned to NAESB from NIST Priority Action Plans 3, 4 and 9.  The conference call took place from 2:00 pm to 4:00 pm Central.  Mr. Booe served as counsel for the meeting.  The notes below and the attachments to these notes serve as the record for the meeting.
	October 22, 2009 NAESB Smart Grid Standards Task Force Conference Call

	Administrative
	Mr. Longcore welcomed the participants on the phone.  Mr. Booe provided the antitrust guidance and reviewed the agenda for the meeting.  Mr. Brooks suggested that a brief announcement from representatives from the IRC Smart Grid Project Team be added to the agenda.  Mr. Longcore moved to adopt the agenda as amended and Mr. Coe seconded the motion. The motion passed without opposition.  

	Participants
	Ralph Martinez, BAE

Jason R. Salmi Klotz, BPA

Kevin Colmer, California ISO
Pete Frost, Conoco Phillips

Wayne Longocore, Consumers Energy
John Petze, Constellation

Deborah Stephens, Dominion
Olga Krioutchok, EPAM Systems
Angela Chuang, EPRI

Matt Wakefield, EPRI
Bruce McAllister, FERC

Karthik Krishna, FIX Protocol
James Holbery, GridMobility
Ludo Bertsch, Horizon Technologies

Dick Brooks, ISO-New England

Ed Hedges, Kansas City Power and Light
Manual Atanacio, KEMA
Walt Johnson, KEMA

Rish Ghatikar, LBNL
	Jeremy Roberts, Lonmark International

Marie Knox, Midwest ISO

Alan Esenther, Mitsubishi Electric Research Labs

Jonathan Booe, NAESB
Veronica Thomason, NAESB
Robin Lunt, NARUC
Paul McCurley, NRECA
David Holmberg, NIST

Ali Ipakchi, OATI

Kenneth Huber, PJM
Mary Zientara, Reliant Energy

Bob Old, Siemens
Charles Yeung, SPP

Scott Coe, UISOL

Toby Considine, University of North Carolina

Joe Zhou, Xtensible Solutions

	 IRC Announcement
	Mr. Coe stated that the IRC created a Smart Grid Project Team several months ago to begin work on standards for demand response and dynamic pricing communications as related to Smart Grid.  The team has focused on demand response and has developed use cases, a glossary and a set of process diagrams that are based on the NAESB measurement and verification standards.  He stated that the IRC Project Team would like to get engaged in the NAESB Smart Grid Task Force and incorporate their effort into the NAESB deliverable to NIST.  The participants discussed the best method for accomplishing this within the short deadline of the NAESB Task Force and determined that, as a starting point, the IRC Project Team could provide the Task Force Subgroup a review of their work during their meeting on Tuesday, October 27, 2009.  Mr. Brooks stated that there is a fair amount of overlap between the IRC’s work and NAESB PAP 09 Framework and Use Case documents and that he would work with the IRC Team to integrate their effort. 

	Review of the Compilation of Comments submitted on the Common Price Communication Model (PAP 03) - Use Cases
	Mr. Brooks began the review with the comments submitted by BPA.  Mr. Klotz stated that BPA is slowly ramping up their demand response program and that a program is not currently offered.  He stated that the key point of BPA’s comments is that the Task Force be sure to consider legacy systems and BPA’s unique situation.  Mr. Brooks stated that the Task Force has considered legacy systems in their work thus far and has looked to the programs of New York ISO and ERCOT.  Mr. Brooks asked Mr. Klotz if his comments are directed to the wholesale or retail market.  Mr. Klotz responded that the comments are focused on the retail market as all demand response programs are administered by the utilities in BPA’s area.  Mr. Brooks suggested that Mr. Zhou consider legacy systems in the retail use case work.  Mr. Zhou responded that the use cases should not preclude legacy systems but that the work so for is more transactional and does not focus on technology choices.  Mr. Klotz stated that he had some specific legacy inputs that he would like to incorporate into on the retail side and that he would make those available for the group.  Mr. Booe stated that he or Mr. Zhou could be the point of contact to make the inputs available.
The participants reviewed the Entergy comments.  Mr. Booe stated that he discussed the comments with Ms. Etheredge and that she stated that the proposed modifications to the document are to enhance the appearance and grammatical content of the document and are non-substantive.  The participants agreed that the modifications were improvements to the document and approved including them in the next draft.
Next, the participants reviewed Mr. Russo’s comments.  Mr. Brooks stated that the comments suggest that government facilities be considered a unique actor in the use cases.  Mr. McAllister confirmed the intent of the Mr. Russo’s comments.  Mr. Longcore stated that government facilities can be considered a subset of the broader consumer and questioned whether the addition would create unnecessary complexity.  Mr. Holmberg echoed Mr. Longcore’s comment.  Mr. Brooks stated that security concerns may be the underlying factor of the suggestion.  Mr. Longcore stated that it would be more appropriate to label the actor “utilities” as “suppliers.”  The participants supported the modification.  Mr. McAllister stated that he would discuss the comments with Mr. Russo and suggested that the group table the discussion on the comments until the next meeting.  The participants supported the suggestion and agreed to discuss the comment at the next meeting.
The participants reviewed the comments submitted by Mr. Cox.  Mr. Considine agreed to help with the review as Mr. Cox was unavailable.  The participants supported Mr. Cox’s first suggestion to put the document in a pdf format and to insert line numbers.  Mr. Booe undertook to modify the document accordingly.  
Mr. Considine stated that Mr. Cox’s comment concerning the classification of actors and categories was addressed by the replacement of the term “utilities” with the term “suppliers”.  
Mr. Longcore asked if Mr. Cox’s comment concerning transmission congestion suggests that energy pricing should be affected someway by delivery capacity.  Mr. Considine stated that the he suspects that Mr. Cox did not differentiate between distribution and transmission.  Mr. Longcore stated that Mr. Cox may be using the term “transmission” in a context, such as, a cell phone signal is “transmitted.”  Mr. Brooks stated that he is not sure if Mr. Cox is aware that the prices are published at the wholesale level.  A price signal is given and broken out so that it can be sent to the consumers at the retail level.  Mr. Longcore stated that Mr. Cox’s comment might address the scenario of a parking lot full of PHEV’s trying to charge at the same time and suggested that the comment be tabled until Mr. Cox can participate.
Mr. Brooks stated that Mr. Cox’s next comment concerning the delineation of scenarios across multiple pages can be corrected by adding “continued” when the scenario spans multiple pages.  The participants agreed.

Mr. Brooks stated that removing references to specific implementation technology would address Mr.Cox’s comment concerning the smart meter reference.  Mr. Considine suggested that the reference to specific technology be preceded by “for example” to make the use case more generic.  The participants supported the suggestion.

Mr. Considine stated that Mr. Cox’s final comment could be addressed by removing the section from the document.  Mr. Holmberg noted that the comment could also be addressed by referring to the NIST Roadmap and Framework documents in the section.  The participants supported Mr. Holmberg’s suggestion.  

The remainder of Mr. Cox’s comments were addressed through modifications in response to other comments.

Next, the participants reviewed Mr. Bertsch’s comments.  Mr. Bertsch stated that the his first comment suggests the addition of an introduction similar to the introduction in the DR/DER Framework document.  Mr. Brooks stated that there is a great deal of overlap between the PAP03 and PAP09 documents and that he would try to put something together for an introduction.  Mr. Zhou noted that some of the participants consider the scope of PAP03 to be very broad and that the Task Force discussed keeping PAP03 and PAP09 deliverables separated.  Mr. Brooks stated that he would discuss the comment with Mr. Northey.
Mr. Ludo stated that it would be appropriate to include the consumer categories described in the language above the table in the table.  The participants agreed.
Mr. Ludo stated that he would like some clarity on the intent of the “description” column.  Mr. Brooks suggested that the comment be discussed with Mr. Northey when is available.  

Mr. Ludo stated that the structure of the document does not make it clear that there will be more than just a Consumers sub-section within the Actors section.  Mr. Krishna stated that the intent of Mr. Northey and the FIX Protocol team was to include additional sub-sections and that the document was just an initial draft.  Mr. Ludo stated that numbering the sections would help clarify the structure.  The participants and discussed and agreed that the structure and format of both documents for PAP03 and PAP09 be the same.  
Mr. Ludo stated that he thinks some clarity should be added to the scope of the use cases – i.e. is the list of use cases exhaustive.  He suggested that the description of the use cases make it clear that what has been drafted are the key or important use cases.  The participants agreed.  He also stated that “real-time” be removed from the title of the use cases so that it is more generic and day ahead pricing can be included.  The participants agreed.

Next, Mr. Ludo stated that it would be useful to have an all inclusive list of Actors and, if possible, draw on the actors used in the PAP09 use cases.  The participants agreed and discussed creating a stand alone document with the use cases for both PAPs.  Mr. Brooks stated that he supported the proposal of a stand alone document because it would be useful for change control coordination, as long as it is supported by NIST.  Mr. Holmberg stated that he does not believe that the proposed structure will present any issues for NIST.  Mr. Ludo stated that the document could be created now and if NIST would prefer separated use cases the documents could be merged.  Mr. Brooks stated that a stand alone document would dovetail with getting the PAP03 work into Enterprise Architectures format.  Mr. Zhou stated that the OpenSG group has created a spreadsheet with a global set of actors that could be used as starting point for the NAESB document.  Mr. Brooks stated that the wholesale actors list, retail actors list, the IRC actors list and the NIST actors list all need to be reconciled.  Mr. Zhou noted that there are other actors that should also be identified.

Mr. Brooks stated that Mr. Ludo’s final comment will be addressed when the introduction section is drafted. 

	Review of the Compilation of Comments submitted on the DR and DER Framework Document and Use Cases (PAP 09)
	Mr. Zhou stated that he would circulate the PAP09 through the Task Force Subgroup and develop responses for the next meeting.

	PAP 04 – Common Scheduling Mechanism
	Mr. Brooks stated that he would work with Mr. Considine to develop a work paper for the next meeting to facilitate discussion on PAP 04.

	Other Business
	Mr. Brooks stated that the purpose of the meeting at ISO-New England will be to consolidate the work of the Task Force and Subgroup and have something ready to send to the NAESB Executive Committees and present at Grid-Interop Week and encouraged participation.  He noted that the name given in the RSVP to the meeting must be identical to the name given when asked for identification at ISO-New England.

Mr. Holmberg stated that there will be sessions set aside during Grid-Interop Week for each of the PAPs and the Task Force should discuss putting together a presentation for the meeting.

	Adjournment
	The meeting was adjourned at 4:14 pm Central

	Meeting Materials
	Announcement: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd102009_102209announcement.doc 
Agenda: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd102209a.doc 

Compilation of Comments submitted on the Common Price Communication Model (PAP 03) - Use Cases: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd102209w1.doc 

Compilation of Comments submitted on the DR and DER Framework Document and Use Cases (PAP 09): http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd102209w2.doc 
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