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AgendaAgenda


 

Statutory RequirementsStatutory Requirements


 

Approach and FeaturesApproach and Features


 

National Results National Results 


 

Selected State ResultsSelected State Results


 

Barriers to Demand Response, and Barriers to Demand Response, and 
RecommendationsRecommendations



 

The NADRP Model SpreadsheetThe NADRP Model Spreadsheet


 

Action Plan for Demand ResponseAction Plan for Demand Response


 

Q&AQ&A
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Purpose and Content of the Purpose and Content of the 
AssessmentAssessment



 

FERC Staff report to Congress, as FERC Staff report to Congress, as 
required by the Energy required by the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of Independence and Security Act of 
20072007
•• Demand response potentialDemand response potential
•• Barriers to demand responseBarriers to demand response
•• RecommendationsRecommendations
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Unique FeaturesUnique Features



 

BottomBottom--up, stateup, state--byby--state analysisstate analysis


 

15 pilot programs synthesized15 pilot programs synthesized


 

UserUser--friendly spreadsheet modelfriendly spreadsheet model


 

Review of barriersReview of barriers


 

Recommendations to achieve Recommendations to achieve 
potentialpotential
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Approach: ScenariosApproach: Scenarios



 

BusinessBusiness--asas--Usual (baseline)Usual (baseline)


 

Expanded BusinessExpanded Business--asas--UsualUsual


 

Achievable ParticipationAchievable Participation


 

Full ParticipationFull Participation
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U.S. Peak Demand & NADRPU.S. Peak Demand & NADRP
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Range of State Results Range of State Results 
(Achievable Participation Scenario)(Achievable Participation Scenario)

Gigawatt BasisGigawatt Basis



 

Texas (13.2 GW)Texas (13.2 GW)


 

Florida (11 GW)Florida (11 GW)


 

California (8.8 GW)California (8.8 GW)



 

Hawaii (0.2 GW)Hawaii (0.2 GW)


 

Vermont (0.01 GW)Vermont (0.01 GW)


 

Alaska (0.01 GW)Alaska (0.01 GW)

Peak Load FractionPeak Load Fraction



 

Conn. (26%)Conn. (26%)


 

Maryland (24%)Maryland (24%)


 

Maine (22%)Maine (22%)



 

Wisconsin (8.5%)Wisconsin (8.5%)


 

Hawaii (8.5%)Hawaii (8.5%)


 

Alaska (4.6%)Alaska (4.6%)
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Illinois ResultsIllinois Results
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Minnesota ResultsMinnesota Results

Enabling Technologies Cost-Effective for Medium C&I only
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Ohio ResultsOhio Results

Enabling Technologies Cost-Effective for all classes
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State Details in Appendix DState Details in Appendix D
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BarriersBarriers 
(in no particular order)(in no particular order)



 

Disconnect between wholesale and retail Disconnect between wholesale and retail 
pricesprices



 

Measurement and verification challengesMeasurement and verification challenges


 

Lack of advanced meteringLack of advanced metering


 

Lack of interoperability and open Lack of interoperability and open 
standardsstandards



 

Lack of customer awarenessLack of customer awareness
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RecommendationsRecommendations


 

Educate customers about demand response, AMI, Educate customers about demand response, AMI, 
dynamic pricingdynamic pricing



 

Share program information with utilities, state Share program information with utilities, state 
and local regulatorsand local regulators



 

Coordinate programs at wholesale and retail Coordinate programs at wholesale and retail 
levelslevels



 

Develop standards for measurement and Develop standards for measurement and 
verification at wholesale and retailverification at wholesale and retail
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Build Your Own EstimateBuild Your Own Estimate

1 2
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Report and Model online atReport and Model online at 
www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/induswww.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus--act/demandact/demand--response/drresponse/dr--potential.asppotential.asp

http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/electric/indus-act/demand-response/dr-potential.asp
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Next Steps: National Action PlanNext Steps: National Action Plan



 

Discussion DraftDiscussion Draft
•• Possible elements of an Action PlanPossible elements of an Action Plan
•• To be issued prior to technical To be issued prior to technical 

conferencesconferences


 

Technical ConferencesTechnical Conferences
•• Oct. 22 in Washington, DCOct. 22 in Washington, DC
•• Oct. 27 in Portland, OROct. 27 in Portland, OR



 

Submission to CongressSubmission to Congress


 

Implementation ProposalImplementation Proposal
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