Meeting Minutes 

MRWG Meeting – Conference Call
March 16, 2010

10:00 a.m.

Conference Call Attendees:
Carmel Gondek (NU)

Chuck Carpinella (CMEEC)

Eric Banach (ISO)

Pat Sprague (BHE)

Jim Michaud (UI)

Bob Koster (NSTAR)

Bill Bayard (NH Co-op)

Jeanne Dumont (CMP)

Dave Hesketh (NSTAR)

Mike Lundigren (Unitil)
Leslie Peterson (PSNH)
1. February meeting minutes were approved.  E. Banach will post to website.

2. Load Reconstitution 
a. Carmel summarized the 3/09/10 MRWG presentation made to the MC on this topic as well as addressed the various questions that came from MC’s representatives.  
b. The utilities agreed that generally they need the ISO to provide them with the list of DR customers – as well as the appropriate account identifiers – in order to answer the question posed by Nancy Chafetz.  While there is a list of DR customers, it does not yet include the necessary account identifiers.  The ISO began the process of collecting this additional information in January 2010 and expects to have the data gathering completed by the enrolling participants as of the end of May, 2010.  The AMRs will respond to Nancy’s question when the necessary information is available.  However, this customer information will generally be for active DR resources as the customer detail for passive resources related to state programs is not specific to any single customer or even a specific Metering Domain.  
c. The various HP AMRs will share their responses to the two questions asked by Rose Anne Pelletier amongst the various MRWG members and C. Gondek will respond to the MC directly on behalf of the MRWG.
d. The group discussed Bob Laurita’s suggested language for Market Rule 1 related to Load Reconstitution.  Generally, they agree that that matter of whether or not Load Reconstitution is appropriate should be left to the stakeholder process and not be dictated by ISO-NE market rules.  And, while bullets i-iv (as contained in Laurita’s draft) are consistent with the existing Load Reconstitution language contained in Manual 20, if Load Reconstitution is implemented, the ISO rules should not dictate LR methodology in any more detail than that reflected in bullets i-iv.  HP AMRs share their specific comments/edits on draft bullets i-iv and C. Gondek will respond to the MC directly on behalf of the MRWG.
e. Jim Michaud of UI suggested that the ISO do the Load Reconstitution by assigning specific customer’s DR capacity obligations to the Load Asset obligations of their supplier.  Dave Hesketh suggested that the ISO assign the capacity obligation directly to the Enrolling Participant and have the HP AMRs just report the physical load that was in settlement.
3. Reduction of Threshold for Nodally Priced ARDs/DARDs – from 5 MW to 1 MW.  This matter was discussed and E. Banach agreed to get some additional back ground regarding where this stood with the MC/PC and provide a time line on next steps.  HP AMRs expressed concern over the infrastructure requirements to support 1 MW, and suggest that perhaps an interim step be taken to implement something less than 5 MW and greater than 1 MW.  In addition, concern was expressed over the aggregation of customers at a single pricing node.  

a. (Note:  Subsequent to the meeting, Bill Bayard informed C. Gondek that the MC voted and approved the ISO’s recommendation to drop the threshold from 5 MW to 1 MW for ARDs and DARD and allow aggregation of retail customers at the same P-Node.  Implmentation will become effective when AMRs can implement this.  This was done to be consistent with FERC’s 2010 Order 719.  Some of the MC’s representatives were concerned that there was an open ended date for implementation.  This matter will go for vote at the PC on April 13 -14, 2010.)
4.  Manual Changes – Update provided by E. Banach – Manual 28 changes to be incorporated in to a new documented entitled “M-RPA” will be posted on the ISO website within a day or two (MC meeting materials).  MRWG representatives are strongly encouraged to read this document and share any significant concerns and get to their MC representative.  This document is scheduled to go to the PC for vote on April 13 – 14, 2010.  
5. Station Service Load Reporting – Nothing to report

6. PRD Design Basis Document Update – This is still in the design phase at ISO and nothing formal has been published.

7. Other:  Request sent to MRWG from Humphrey Wang last week.  HP AMRs to respond directly to Humphrey.

