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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:
Retail Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Members and Interested Participants 
FROM: 
Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB Counsel
RE:
Notes from Retail Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Review Session – September 25, 2009 
DATE:

October 16, 2009
Dear Retail Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Members and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the meeting held on September 25, 2009.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The meeting began at 3:00 pm Central on September 25, 2009.  The roll was taken and participants were welcomed.  Antitrust was given and the agenda was adopted.

	Attendees:
	Ruth Kiselewich, BGE
Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto, PUC Texas

Patrick Eynon, Ameren Services

Valy Goelpfrich, WPPI Energy

Cheryl Hindes, BGE

Judy Ray, Alabama Power

Mark Rogers, Southwest Power Pool
	Cory Galik Cummings, NAESB
Rae McQuade, NAESB
Veronica Thomason, NAESB

Neal Allen, Southern Company

Clifford Grimm, DTE Energy
Paul McCurley, NRECA

Phil Precht, BGE

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

· Review of recommendation, comments and discussion
· Adjourn

	Discussion:
	· The recommendation and comments received were posted for review.   Mr. Precht provided the review of the recommendation.  In the development of the recommendation the retail work group agreed to stay in lock step with the wholesale recommendation and make any changes necessary for the retail market.  Both retail and wholesale industry participants were actively involved in the development process.  

· The sections of the recommendation were reviewed.  The definitions created are an important part of the recommendation.  Many of them are used in the wholesale recommendation with minor retail differences that did not change the content of the definition.  Some new definitions were created and other were incorporated from prior model business practices.  The retail glossary subcommittee was utilized to review the definitions to ensure the definitions are consistent throughout the NAESB retail model business practices.  It was noted that while some of the definitions are not used in the demand response model business practices they were left in the definitions section to be considered in the second phase of demand response standards development.  If they are still not needed at that time they will be deleted from the recommendation.    

· Mr. Precht reviewed the four major sections of the model business practices, 1) general characteristics of a demand response event; 2) measurement of load; 3) statistical sampling; and 4) performance evaluation.  The first three sections are included to provide a contextual framework for demand response.  The model business practices are general as it was not the intent of the subcommittee to develop model business practices for the design of demand response programs.  The section of the model business practices performance evaluation contains four different methodologies, maximum base load, meter before/meter after, baseline evaluation and metering generator output, all of which are defined.  The retail recommendation contains a single baseline methodology rather than the two created by the wholesale work group.  

· Ms. McQuade reviewed the comments submitted.  Many of the comments were made for clarification, language clean up and creating more concise language.  The comments are critical because it allows companies to voice their opinion even if they were unable to participate in the drafting process.  She noted that at the October 2 EC meeting the REQ EC has several options, they can vote to approve the recommendation as submitted, modify the recommendation and vote on the modified version, review the comments and determine that it is more appropriate for the subcommittee to make changes and send it back to them or vote to reject the recommendation.  The process for the meeting begins with a motion to adopt the recommendation followed by any friendly amendments the REQ EC members offer.  The REQ EC members  may then suggest any other amendments they deem necessary.  Friendly amendments need the approval of the motioner and the seconder and the substantive amendments need a motion and a second in order to be considered.  If there is any debate on the substantive amendments, a simple majority vote will determine whether or not the amendment will be included in the recommendation.  A super majority vote is required for the recommendation to pass.  

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 3:39 PM Central.
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