

From: weqess-owner@naesb.org [mailto:weqess-owner@naesb.org] On Behalf Of Paul Sorenson
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2008 2:41 PM
To: weqess@naesb.org; weqits@naesb.org
Subject: Load Forecast
For consideration with respect to load forecast standard for BPS-ESS/ITS:

The following is the excerpt from Commission regulations related to the above determinations:

890 18 CFR 37.6 Paragraph (b)(3)(iv);  

(iv) Daily load. The Transmission Provider must post on a daily basis, its actual daily peak load for the prior day.

890-A 18 CFR 37.6 Paragraph (b)(3)(iv) revised: 

(iv) Daily load. The Transmission Provider must post on a daily basis, its load forecast, including underlying assumptions, and actual daily peak load for the prior day.

The regulatory text is certainly less “clear” in what is expected to be posted than is the commentary/determination in the Order itself.  So, where does that leave us in terms of what we propose as standards?  Since I won’t be participating on Wed, here are some of my considerations:

Option A: Minimalist – do exactly what 18 CFR 37.6 says:

Load Forecasts:

TPs – post load forecast to same granularity (time) that is used in ATC; this would be system-wide load

ISO/RTOs – post load forecast for entire footprint

Actual load

TPs – post system-wide daily peak load

ISO/RTOs – post footprint-wide daily peak load

Option B: A little more detail:

Load Forecasts:

TPs – post system-wide AND native-load forecast load forecast to same granularity that is used in ATC

ISO/RTOs – post footprint-wide AND pre-RTO CA/BA zonal (if applicable) load forecast to same granularity that is used in ATC                                                                                                                                       

Actual load:

TPs – post system-wide daily peak load (skip native load actual peak load as I’m not sure one could get it by next day in all cases – opinions on that?)

ISO/RTOs – post footprint-wide AND pre-RTO CA/BA zonal (if applicable) daily peak load

Option C: A little more detail:

Load Forecasts:

TPs – post system-wide AND native-load forecast load forecast to same granularity that is used in ATC

ISO/RTOs – post footprint-wide AND pre-RTO CA/BA zonal (if applicable) load forecast to same granularity that is used in ATC                                                                                                                                       

Actual load:

TPs – post system-wide and native-load daily peak load 

ISO/RTOs – post footprint-wide AND pre-RTO CA/BA zonal (if applicable) daily peak load

Option D: What is in the recommendation – TPs do system and native load forecast and actual; ISO/RTOs do footprint, historic CA/BA, AND LSE zonal (when LSE supplies ISO/RTO with forecast data that is used in ATC) forecast and actual.

I personally kind of opt for Option B.  Gives customers view of estimated ratio of system to native load in forecast, and how good the forecast was with ATF peak load – note don’t post an “actual” for native load as you may not have means to calc that next day.  ISO/RTOs need to weigh in when they have done CA/CBA consolidation are they still using historic CA/BA forecasts or rolling their own?

Paul R. Sorenson
Open Access Technology International, Inc.
  
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION:  This email and any attachment(s) contain
confidential and/or proprietary information of Open Access Technology
International, Inc.  Do not copy or distribute without the prior written
consent of OATI.  If you are not a named recipient to the message,
please notify the sender immediately and do not retain the message in
any form, printed or electronic.
Email Firewall made the following annotations 
---------------------------------------------------------------------
--- NOTICE --- 
This message is for the designated recipient only and may contain confidential, privileged or proprietary information. If you have received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the original and any copy or printout. Unintended recipients are prohibited from making any other use of this e-mail. Although we have taken reasonable precautions to ensure no viruses are present in this e-mail, we accept no liability for any loss or damage arising from the use of this e-mail or attachments, or for any delay or errors or omissions in the contents which result from e-mail transmission. 
---------------------------------------------------------------------

