ISNE Comments on proposed Load Forecast recommendation


These concerns and corresponding suggestions on the proposed Recommendation are incorporated into suggested standards language at the end of this document. 
Forecasting by ISO/RTO:

Concern: We believe those ISO/RTOs with a ‘large’ control area footprint should be required to post in more granularity then a single ‘control area’.  However, the LSE entity used by FERC in the Order 890 does not make commercial sense as the alternative to a single control area, because:  

· The load served by specific LSEs is based on contractual arrangements and is extremely dynamic
· ISO/RTOs, even when previously made up of more than one control area, have never forecasted load relative to specific LSEs 
· The load forecasts impacting a TSP’s ATC calculation are more geographically based in than based on the load served by specific LSEs
Suggestion: ISNE would like to offer the concept that ISO/RTOs with a single control area that serve load greater than a specified size (say 50,000 MW) be required to post load data on a more granular level than their single control area; but do not specify that they post relative to LSEs.  Each market has evolved in a manner such that they are most qualified to define how to best present this information to their marketplace.
Posting by TSPs versus RTO:

Suggestion: The standard should be clear that if an RTO is posting on behalf of a TSP, that the TSP that is under that RTO need not post the same data.  
Purpose of Load Posting:

Suggestion:  The standards should be clear that the values to be posted, in the future, by the TSPs are those that will be used in the TSP’s ATC calculation.  

Load Forecast Assumptions:

Concern: ISNE does not agree that every posted value of a load forecast value should contain an annotation describing associated ‘assumptions’.  The FERC statement in Paragraph 413 requires “transmission providers to post their underlying load forecast assumptions for all ATC calculations”.  The proposed approach will merely encourage a single phrase to be attached to every value that provides no level of detailed information.  
Suggestion: ISNE believes that the NAESB requirement to post the ATCID, as defined in the NERC standards, inherently covers the FERC requirement that the load forecast assumptions be posted.  NAESB should ensure that the NERC standards require sufficient detail in the ATCID to satisfy the FERC requirements related to the description of load forecast assumptions.  
Standard Y: Forecasted and Actual Load Data Posting
Each Transmission Provider shall post on OASIS, using the systemdata template, the load forecasts that are used in their ATC calcluations and the actual peak load for the prior day. 

Standard Y.1:  Frequency and Timing of Forecasted and Actual Load Data
Standard Y.1.1:  Forcasted Hourly Load Data 
Each Transmission Provider shall post  the following data for each of the next twenty four hours of the next day by noon of the current day:

· Transmission Provider hourly system-wide load (including native load) 

· Transmission Provider hourly native load 
Standard Y.1.2:  Forcasted Daily Load Data

EachTransmission Provider shall post the following data for each of the next seven days by noon of the current day:

· Transmission Provider daily system-wide load (including native load) 

· Transmission Provider daily native load 
Standard Y.1.2:  Forcasted Monthly Load Data

EachTransmission Provider shall post the following data for each of the next twelve months by noon seven calendar days before the last day of the current month:

· Transmission Provider monthly system-wide load (including native load) 

· Transmission Provider monthly native load 

Standard Y.1.3: Actual System-wide Load Data (including native load)
Each Transmission Provider shall post their actual daily peak load for the prior day by noon the current day.

Standard Y.2: Transmission Providers that are ISO/RTOs

Standard Y.2.1:  If the Transmission Provider is an ISO/RTO made up of more than one control area,  the information in Standard Y.1 must be posted by each control area under the ISO/RTO footprint

Standard Y.2.2:  If the Transmission Provider is an ISO/RTO made up of a single control area, and the yearly forecasted peak load of the ISO/RTO is greater than 50,000 MW, the information in Standard Y.1 must be posted in a granularity that reflects more than the single control area under their footprint.

Standard Y.3 Transmission Providers under ISO/RTOs
Standard Y.2.1:  If the Transmission Provider is under an ISO/RTO such that the ISO/RTO is reporting the Y.1 standards on their behalf, that Transmission Provider need not post the data in Y.1 standards.
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