

From: Paul Sorenson
Sent: Wednesday, February 27, 2008 12:21 PM
To: Ed Skiba; weqess@naesb.org; weqits@naesb.org
Subject: RE: Load Forecast and Actual Load Recommendation for Posting
All,

I cannot support voting the document as currently revised by the subcommittee, and strenuously object to specific changes that were made to the original OATI recommendation.

Specific issues:

1) Format – Section 1.1 merges forecast and actual postings while Sections 1.2 and 1.3 split these two requirements for ISOs/RTOs.  Be cvonsistent and pick one way or other – I vote for separation of forecast from actual.  The current 1.1 standard organization is very confusing and jumbles system-wide forecast and actual and native-load forecast and actual.  Makes MUCH more sense to deal with forecast data, system and native, then actual data, system and native.

2) Enumerations are all screwed up!!

3) I object to posting of a daily peak load forecast.  OATI has already recommended that the data to be posted and granularity of that data should match the data that is incorporated into your ATC methodology.  Many may have hourly forecasts out 7 days in advance to match their hourly ATC posting obligation; then planning estimates from there out.  That data should be provided for all to see.  If you want to have this daily forecasted peak forecast be an ABSOLUTE minimum posting requirement, that may be okay, but it would then be a sub-standard under the main standard obligating posting of all load forecast info that is incorporated into your ATC.  But, I’m sure people are incorporating for today a forecast for the next 1-10 years as basis for their current ATC computations.  All that data should be exposed.  Otherwise you have lost significant transparency into ATC components.

4) Did anyone with real metering/telemetry experience weigh in on how well or easily a TP can determine an actual value for native load by next day??  Should data be revised once you have revenue quality meter data?

5) I believe 1.3 has an internal consistency problem.  If ISO/RTO uses hourly forecast data in ATC, posting daily peak is NOT the forecast used in ATC.  And, I would wager most ISO/RTOs don’t stake their day-ahead or real-time markets on a single hourly peak load value all day long.

6) In 013-3.3.2, definition of ZONE_LOAD_FORECAST for ISO/RTO is clumsy and shouldn’t include ref to system-wide load.  NATIVE_ACTUAL_LOAD for RTO/ISO should be “not applicable” as for other similar circumstances cited.  The wording between the TP defn and ISO/RTO defn should be made as consistent as possible.

Attached is an alternative (maybe minority) standard recommendation for consideration.
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