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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

April 8, 2009
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee, Alternates, and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Cory Galik Cummings, Staff Attorney
RE:
WEQ Executive Committee Conference Call Final Minutes
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD 

Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Executive Committee Meeting

Tuesday, January 27 from 2:00 pm to 5:00 pm C
FINAL MINUTES

1.
Welcome

Ms. McQuade welcomed the Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Executive Committee (EC) members and other participants.  She introduced Mr. Goldberg as the new vice-chair for the WEQ EC.  Ms. Cummings gave the antitrust guidance and initiated the roll call of the WEQ EC members.  Quorum was established.  The other participants on the phone introduced themselves.  Mr. Goldberg made a motion to adopt the agenda as drafted and Ms. Crockett seconded.  The motion passed.  

2. Discussion of Recommendation and Comments

Mr. Goldberg provided an overview of the recommendation of the subcommittee.  Mr. Winkler provided a high level summary of the recommendation and the goals established by the drafting team.  Those goals were 1) consolidate standards for existing and proposed Demand Response (DR) products and performance evaluation methodologies; 2) define common terms; and 3) create consistency among entities that participate in DR.  The ISO/RTO work group took an approach to create transparency in order to make the standards accessible and understandable, to enhance accountability and allow the System Operator to accurately measure the performance of these products as well as create consistency among the North American markets.  The work group identified the products, performance methodologies and key criteria as well as developed a glossary of terms that were used throughout the standards.  At the subcommittee level there was agreement on the types of products offered on the wholesale market and the specific criteria related to each product type.  There was also agreement on the performance methodologies.  There was discussion on some of the definitions, most notably the Baseline definition.  The subcommittee also discussed the addition of the word “framework” to the title as well as the applicability of the wholesale standards to only the ISO/RTOs.  The DR programs administered by utilities are associated with the retail effort.  In the future, there may be wholesale products administered by those other than the ISO/RTOs and at that time the standards can be re-addressed to determine applicability.
Mr. Breidenbaugh noted that the addition of the word “framework” to the title was important as this work was a first step and he hoped that additional work would continue to refine the work product to the point of creating technical standards for measurement and verification (M&V) after this recommendation is adopted.  Ms. McQuade responded that it has been recognized that more granularity would be helpful.  Mr. Breidenbaugh commended the work group for their hard work on the recommendation.
Mr. Wattles moved to adopt the recommendation.  Mr. Breidenbaugh seconded the motion.  

Mr. Winkler noted that the IRC had a redlined version of the standards submitted as comments with 41 changes to the standards in the motion.  They provided an additional document with an explanation of the more significant changes made.  Ms. McQuade noted that the changes for spelling errors could be made as friendly amendments.  Mr. Winkler reviewed the spelling and grammar corrections.  Those corrections were accepted by Mr. Wattles and Mr. Breidenbaugh as friendly amendments.  
Mr. Winkler offered a friendly amendment related to the wording of the Baseline definition.  Wording was removed from the definition as it was modified at the December 2 DSM-EE subcommittee meeting and placed in a higher level region, as it was more appropriate in the text of the standard description, rather than in the definition.  Mr. Winkler also asked that qualitative statements on the performance methodologies that did not add value to the standards be removed as part of the friendly amendment.  Mr. Wattles and Mr. Breidenbaugh agreed to those changes.

Mr. Winkler offered an amendment to the standard regarding the Baseline definition.  Mr. Wattles provided an explanation.  The deletion was to restore much of their original draft definition.  As the ISO work group read the amendments from the December 2 DSM-EE subcommittee meeting, they discovered that the terminology incorporated into the Baseline definition at that meeting came from IPMPV, which is largely applicable to Energy Efficiency (EE).  The language added at the December 2 subcommittee meeting introduced terminology and concepts not found in the standards.  As such, the language was not appropriate for the Baseline definition as it is used throughout the recommendation.  Mr. Wattles and Mr. Breidenbaugh considered this to be a friendly amendment and accepted the change.  
Ms. Sheffrin moved to remove the word “framework” from the recommendation as she did not see the value in including that term in the standards.  Mr. Yeung seconded the motion.  Mr. Breidenbaugh said that removing the term would result in him voting against the recommendation.  Mr. Winkler reiterated a discussion that occurred in the December subcommittee meeting regarding the addition of the word “framework” without the terms “Business Practice” as an unacceptable amendment because there would be a connotation that the work would no longer be standards.  Ms. McQuade said that this document was drafted to create Business Practices and the removal of those words could lead readers to assume that the work product was not a set of business practice standards.  The ISOs believe that the use of the term “framework” does not add value to the work product and could diminish the intent of the work.  They recognize this document is the first step and noted that the ISO/RTO work group is committed to participate in efforts to develop more technical standards.  Ms. Sheffrin noted that she did not make the motion with the thought that this was the final work product; she recognized that more work would be done.
Before a vote was taken on the removal of the word “framework” from the title, Mr. Davis asked a question regarding quorum.  Ms. McQuade explained that quorum established at the beginning of a meeting holds for the entire meeting.  Mr. Boswell agreed that unless there is a bylaw provision to the contrary, quorum established at the start of a meeting continues through the meeting and is valid until a recess is called.  Mr. Davis asked about the conditions that would cause a meeting to end prematurely.  Mr. Boswell said a motion to adjourn could be made at any time and is not debatable.  To adjourn prior to the conclusion of business would require a motion, a second and a vote.  He also noted that NAESB operates under a Certificate and Bylaws and there is no reference to this issue in either and where our Certificate and Bylaws are silent, NAESB follows Robert’s Rules of Order, where quorum is established at the start of the meeting.

The motion to remove the term “framework” from the title passed a simple majority vote with eight in support and five in opposition (VOTE 1).

3.
Vote on Recommendation 

As the EC members prepared to vote, Ms. McQuade noted that any EC members not present on the phone will receive a notational ballot.  After members on the phone voted there were not enough votes cast to determine a result (VOTE 2).  Mr. Breidenbaugh expressed concern about the EC members casting votes that were not present on the call.  Ms. McQuade noted that absent members will receive the motions that were made during the meeting, a redlined recommendation, a list of EC members that voted for or against the motion and they will be encouraged to discuss the recommendation with their colleagues before casting their ballot.  She also noted that EC member will have two weeks to cast their notational ballot.  If the recommendation passes it will go out for ratification.  Mr. True pointed out that there is an EC meeting next week and that will be an opportunity for members to converse before the notational ballot is due.  Mr. Breidenbaugh suggested looking at the transcript and working with others to develop language to include in any filing regarding the EC’s view that in adopting the recommendation they are doing so in recognition that this is the first step in the development process.  
Ms. McQuade noted that companies were encouraged to submit comments with their notational ballots.

4. Adjourn

Mr. Pritchard moved to adjourn, seconded by Ms. Crockett.  The meeting adjourned at 3:59 PM Central.

5. Voting Results

	NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Voting Record – January 27, 2008 – With Notational Ballots Received by February 10, 2008

	Transmission Segment
	Subsegment
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote 2

	Patrick McGovern
	Georgia Transmission Corporation
	Muni/Coop
	Phone
	Opposed
	Support

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project
	Fed/State/Prov
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Daryl McGee
	Southern Company Services
	IOU
	Phone
	Opposed
	Support (NB)

	Edward Davis
	Entergy Services, Inc.
	IOU
	Phone
	Opposed
	Support

	Mark Hackney
	Arizona Public Service
	at large
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Bob Harshbarger 
	Puget Sound Energy
	at large
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Michelle Mizumori
	WECC 
	At-Large
	Phone
	
	Support (NB)

	Generation Segment
	
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote

	William J. Gallagher
	Vermont Public Power Supply Authority
	Muni/Coop
	Phone
	
	Support (NB)

	Kathy York
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Fed/State/Prov.
	
	
	Support (NB)

	L. Oberski for J.Babik
	Dominion Resource Services, Inc.
	IOU
	Phone
	
	Support

	John Ciza
	 Southern Company Services
	IOU
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Ron Mucci
	Entegra Power Group, LLC
	Merchant
	
	
	

	Gary Hinners
	Reliant Energy, Inc.
	at large
	Phone
	Abstain
	Abstain

	Neal Balu
	Integrys Energy Services, Inc.
	at large
	
	
	

	Marketers/Brokers Segment
	
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote

	Mack Thompson
	American Municipal Power - Ohio 
	Muni/Coop
	
	
	

	V. Crockett for B. Thornton
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Fed/State/Prov.
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	V A C A N C Y
	
	
	
	
	

	Mark Mitchell
	Salt River Project
	at large
	
	
	

	John Apperson
	PacifiCorp Energy
	IOU
	
	
	

	Roy True
	ACES Power Marketing
	IOU
	Phone
	Opposed
	Support

	Barry Green
	Electric Power Supply Association
	at large
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Distribution/Load Serving Entities (LSE) Segment
	Subsegment:
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote

	Robert Williams
	Florida Municipal Power Agency
	Muni/Coop
	
	
	

	V A C A N C Y
	
	
	
	
	

	Alan Pritchard 
	Duke Energy Corporation
	IOU
	Phone
	Abstain
	Support

	Jeffrey C. Mueller
	Public Service Electric and Gas Company
	IOU
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Robert Martinko
	FirstEnergy Service Company
	at large
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	Syd Berwager
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Other
	Phone
	Abstain
	Support (NB)

	Andy Rodriquez
	NERC
	At-Large
	
	
	Support

	End Users Segment
	
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote

	V A C A N C Y
	
	at large
	
	
	

	Aaron Breidenbaugh
	EnerNOC
	at large
	Phone
	Opposed
	Support (NB)

	Lou Ann Westerfield
	Idaho Public Utilities Commission
	Regulator
	
	
	Support (NB)

	V A C A N C Y
	
	at large
	
	
	

	V A C A N C Y
	
	at large
	
	
	

	V A C A N C Y
	
	Large Industrial
	
	
	

	B. Shwermann for P. Sorenson
	Open Access Technology International, Inc.
	At-Large
	
	
	Support (NB)

	Independent Grid Operators/Planners
	
	Present
	Vote 1
	Vote

	C. Wesley for S. Bresler
	PJM Interconnection
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	Jim Castle
	New York Independent System Operator, Inc.
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	Matt Goldberg
	ISO New England, Inc.
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	Anjali Sheffrin
	California ISO
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	P. Wattles for J. Mickey
	ERCOT
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	J. Marshall for E. Skiba
	Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator
	
	Phone
	Support
	Support

	Charles Yeung
	Southwest Power Pool
	
	Phone
	
	Support


Notes:

· The WEQ EC passed the modified recommendation with all segments reaching the 40% threshold and the 67% quadrant threshold.  The WEQ EC had 29 out of a possible 36 votes (83%) in favor.  No negative votes were cast. Votes cast via notational ballot are indicated with (NB).

· In the voting column, a blank indicates that the EC member did not attend, return a ballot prior to the meeting, or return a ballot after the meeting.  
· A vote of “Abstain” in the voting column has the same effect as a negative vote and contributes as such to the overall result, but the submitter is casting a vote that is neither in support nor in opposition.
6. Other Participants

	Name
	Company

	John Babik
	Dominion Resources

	Bill Boswell
	NAESB

	Cory Galik Cummings
	NAESB

	John Hughes
	ELCON

	Ryan Irwin
	FERC

	Gary Kajander
	Monsanto Company

	Bill Lohrman
	FERC

	Rob Martinko
	FirstEnergy

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB

	David Meade
	Praxair

	Donna Pratt
	New York ISO

	Diana Pommen
	Alberta Electric System Operator

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Dean Ulch
	Southern Company

	Jill Webb
	NAESB

	Eric Winkler
	ISO New England
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