CONTINUED DIALOGUE ON DYNAMIC LOAD PROFILING

These comments are directed toward the SCE response to an earlier memo posted on the CPUC Load Profile working group website entitled,  DYNAMIC LOAD PROFILING.  Mr. Silsbee response states that SCE was able to convince attendees at the January and February load profiling workshops that:

1. The CPUC should not regulate how market participants make forecasts for scheduling purposes and,

2. ESPs/SCs (or their customers) should be financially responsible for the accuracy of their forecasts.

If this indeed happened, an egregious error has occurred.  The CPUC has clearly stated prior to those workshops:

“To the extent load profiles are used in a transaction over which we have jurisdiction, the same load profile that a given customer uses should be used for all applications.”







(D.97-10-086, Finding of Fact 18)  

The CPUC is required to have jurisdiction over small residential and commercial customers under state law, and “all applications” is defined in the Decision to include ESPs forecasting of customer’s loads.  This Finding was never open for interpretation by any party in subsequent workshops.


The January and February CPUC workshops on load profiling were convened for a specific purpose -- to prepare a workshop report on: (1) establishing a monitoring program to evaluate the effects of load profiling, and (2) determining how load profiling methodologies and procedures can be improved. (D.97-10-086, mimeo at p.48)  Given this agenda, UDCs were the primary attendees.  Mr. Silsbee’s statement that the above two positions of SCE “appeared to me to receive wide support from most workshop participants” is irrelevant.  Workshops are not “kangaroo courts” in which participants can arbitrarily change Findings in CPUC Decisions.   CPUC Decisions can only be changed through a Petition to Modify.  Since this was not done, load profiles (either static or dynamic) are still required by ESPs for bidding and scheduling purposes.


Carl is also mistaken about steps that can be taken to reduce UFE.  A major cause of UFE is the mismatch between forecasted load and the resources committed to serve it.  This type of UFE can only be reduced by improved day-ahead decision making.  The “improvement” SCE suggests through its after-the-fact manipulation of DLPs only allocates this type of UFE differently among market participants and does not reduce it.  The key point is that without better load forecasting for all market participants -- improved market efficiency is hampered. 


D. 97-10-086 mandates that UDCs must provide Dynamic Load Profiles for ESPs to forecast their customer’s loads for bidding and scheduling purposes.  The deadline for this information was July 1, 1998.  Because this information is not being made available, all ESPs are forced into non-compliance.  This is an intolerable situation that requires immediate CPUC action.
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