April 15, 2010

MRWG Conference Call

Agenda

10 a.m.

Conference Call:  1 (866) 613-5217  (code 8519931#)

1. Review and approve March MRWG minutes

2. Load Reconstitution Update   
3. Reduction of Threshold for Nodally Priced ARDs/DARDs (to 1 MW)  
4. Update on manual changes including Asset Registration 
5. Station Service Load Reporting  
6. FERC NOPR on Compensation for Demand Assets & PRD Design Basis Document Update    

7. Peak Contribution Values – Debbie Cooke

8. Settlement Holidays - Rachel Likeover

9. Other

Attendees:

Carmel Gondek (NU)

Jeff Glose (Nat’l Grid)

Claude (Nat’l Grid)
Eric Banach (ISO)

Rachel Likover (ISO)

Jim Michaud (UI)

Jeanne Dumont (CMP)

Heidi Blais (PSNH)

Bill Bayard (NH Coop)

Chuck Carpinella (CMEEC)
Dave Hesketh (NSTAR)

Bob Koster (NSTAR)

Jin Thian (ISO)
Corrie Cockrell (PSNH)

1) March Meeting Minutes – Approved and Eric Banach will post them to the ISO-NE website.

2) Load Reconstitution Update – ISO’s Bob Laurita provided draft language to the MC regarding the Load Reconstitution methodology at the 4/13/2010 MC meeting.  This draft language is not consistent with the information most recently provided to the ISO and the MC by the MRWG.  Carmel advised the MC that the current draft language is not what the MRWG agreed to and that the MRWG will provide ISO with revised language for MC consideration.  Carmel will send a revised redlined draft and would like everyone’s feedback by tomorrow (4/16/2010) so that the document can be finalized and brought to the MC.  Jeff Glose will finalize the MRWG comments and ensure that Eric Banach and Bob Laurita get the revised MRWG language.  This item will go for vote at the May MC meeting.  HP AMRs are encouraged to contact their MC representatives to express any concerns they have – including the fact that as the number of customers participation increases, the greater the magnitude and complexity of the reconstitution process.
3) Reduction of threshold for ARDs and DARDs – As noted in the March MRWG minutes, the MC voted upon and approved language for the threshold for ARDs and DARDs to be dropped to 1 MW and to allow aggregation of end use customer load.  The MC vote was caveated with the implementation date being determined by the readiness of the HP AMRs.  The resolution language sent to the NPC for vote last Friday (4/9/10) did not initially have any caveats about the infrastructure readiness.  As a group we were successful in getting the necessary support to have the resolution language amended to include a caveat about the key stakeholder readiness prior to the PC vote on 4/9.   
4) The following revised manuals were approved at the MC on 4/13/2010:  M11, M20, M28, M29, RPA, M-MVDR.  HP AMRs that have not reviewed these documents are encouraged to review them and provide comments to their PC representatives if appropriate.  These documents are going to the PC for vote on 5/11/2010.
5) Station Service Load Reporting – ISO’s Dave Cavanaugh informed C. Gondek that the ISO has assigned a resource to address the issue of intra-station netting.  The ISO expects to have an approved solution by Q4 2010.
6) FERC NOPR – Price Responsive Demand to be paid LMP for all hours – The NU memo expressing concerns about the FERC NOPR and it’s related infrastructure requirements, as presented to the MC on 4/1/2010, was distributed to the MRWG.  As of 4/13/2010, it was the ISO’s intent to file with the FERC their position that compensation should be based on LMP less generation retail rate (adjusted for losses).  HP AMRs are encouraged to talk to the MC and PC representatives on this issue and express their concerns about infrastructure needs.

7) Peak Contribution Values – Jin Thian asked that the HP AMRs provide two peak values as of 5/1/2010.  One value would be the current capacity year’s UCAP Peak Obligations by Load Asset, and the second value would be the future capacity year’s UCAP Peak Obligations by Load Asset.  The HP AMRs expressed that this is not something they can provide with such short notice.  HP AMRs have been working towards providing these values as of 6/1/2010 – which is consistent with the present market rules.     Jin said she would take this back to the ISO to determine how they would satisfy their new requirements.  
8) Settlement Holidays – Rachel Likover revisited to matter of whether or not the HP AMRs could support production reporting on Patriot’s Day and Good Friday in an effort to accelerate the ISO’s fnancal settlement process and reduce financial assurance requirements.  As many utilities observe at least one of these days as holidays, it did not seem reasonable.
9) Lead Time to identify substations for DR measures – Going forward there will be a need for the HP AMR to identify which PNode a DR measure is served from.  The general consensus from HP AMRs was that it would take at least 10 business days, maybe more, to satisfy these requests going forward.

