November 13, 2008 Staff Workshop on

Draft Electricity Demand Forecast and Resource Plan Forms and Instructions

Notes by Tom Gorin, DAO

Demand / Price Forms

Jacqueline Jones (SCE) pointed out that the CPUC is not expected to approve the 2009-2011 efficiency programs until 1/15/09. Since the IOUs don't know exactly what the CPUC decision will be, there was a question from SCE about counting these programs as "committed" or "uncommitted."
Robert Gomes said that Form 8.3 desegregation may not be available. Wondered whether gas information can be collected on Form 8.1. Tom Gorin said he would consider that.

Kathy Treleven said that PG&E may not be able to provide 2008 date on Form 8.3 by February 13

Kathy Treleven said PG&E may not have complete information on self generators in their territory

Andy Brown said that the February due date conflicts with MRTU system kickoff.

Andy Brown suggests that the index of Forms more clearly shows which types of companies complete the forms

Supply Forms

Jacqueline Jones suggests extending Supply to 2020 since they have to have a forecast to 2020 for revenue requirements

Confidentiality

Andy Brown requests electronic copies of the executive director’s responses to requests for confidentiality.

Jacqueline Jones suggests a “green” designation for data that was granted confidential treatment last round.

Page 4 in the demand forms mentions a “guide for confidentiality.”

Notes by Lynette Esternon-Green

Nov. 13, 2008 Staff Workshop on Electricity Demand Forecast and Resource Plan Data Request (For 2009 IEPR)
Demand Forms

	Individual/Company Name
	Workshop Comments
	Staff response

	Jacqueline Jones (SCE)
	· Big issue is the definition of Committed and Uncommitted for the Demand side because they are going through the process of evaluating/re-evaluating their program plan.
· Issue on the Demand forecast – how the categories of savings (market goals) are going to be incorporated in the demand forecast, because it’s built into the beginning and once it’s changed, everything will have to be changed.

· CPUC process for EE side will not be decided until after 2009 – lots of pending issues to be considered to be able to submit the data in Feb 13 2009.  This will affect the 2009 to 2011 programs.  If staff continues to use the old definition of committed/uncommitted or approved/not approved, then there will be no committed demand side management program.
· Only option is to provide an unmanaged forecast.

· Clarify form 1.6b – If revised 1.6a is used, 1.6b will be eliminated.
	Staff would like to keep the old definition of Committed and Uncommitted.
Staff will respond to their concern later.

	Kathy Treleven  (PG&E)
	· EE and Demand Response folks have timing issues on demand response - new look on Apr 1 and brand new pricing regime.
· Different forecasts on EE are troubling – PG&E would like to work toward consensus on what our goals are, good solid baseline (what the beginning and ending). Dealing with different types of demand models.  Best effort is if we could change the deadline because a lot of data being developed over the winter and spring that would be of use to this effort. 
· Private supply in the demand form is an issue – it’s a bit of a challenge to cut the data program by program.
	Take to Mike Jaske for a resolution.

	Andy Brown (Constellation New Energy)
	· Pragmatic issues on both demand and supply forms – upfront in the instructions a table that lists the forms so that an entity is clear on which ones need to be submitted (disconnection on the Table heading and instructions), February submission date is an issue – because of people working on MRTU (vendors working with ISO will have to do some data mining).
· Timing could be staggered to some degree for both demand and supply forms.

· ESP-related forms – data relative to customers under contract, there is lack of consistency (needs clarity on forecasting – through the length of contract? Forecasting past that becomes speculative)
· Appreciate dropping out 04-05 dates.  Concern looking back historical and having to do data mining – will get more feedback on the specific concern.

· Need clarity if ESPs are to provide Form 8.3 and pricing information (revenue requirement term for ESP model is still in the works)
	

	Robert Gomez (PG&E)
	· Form 8.3 – actual thru 2008; has to be done internally and ready for all 2008 for Feb 2009 submission (data may not be ready).
· May not carry detailed information. Data mining issue (historical) may be problematic and time consuming.  
· Gas prices - Can Form 8.1 answer the question on form 8.3?
	Staff can make allowances.
Staff will take into consideration for revision.


Supply Forms

	Individual/Company Name
	Workshop Comments
	Staff response

	Robert Gomez (PG&E)
	· Credit for import reserves – depends on counting rights from the ISO 
· Form S-2 for generic renewable energy and non renewable energy – thinks it’s useful to have these categories in the S-1 form to have some consistency

· Monthly data for 2010 – suggest monthly filings for 2009 too.
	Staff agrees.
Staff will take suggestion unless staff hears something to the contrary

	Jacqueline Jones (SCE)
	· Analysis period for the demand forms thru 2020 since retail price form requirements are the same.
· Definition of planned contractual resources – assuming planned is signed and not necessarily approved or not online.
	Staff is ok extending the analysis period for retail price form thru 2020.
If updating the terms is appropriate to standardize it, we’d like to align the terms used in the industry.


Confidentiality
	Individual/Company Name
	Workshop Comments
	Staff response

	Andy Brown (Constellation New Energy)
	· Housekeeping question - In the application, can we point to cell references? 
· Can we request an electronic copy too (not just hard copy) when our confidential request letter to Exec. Director (single package) is received? Do we send a copy to staff too?
	Refer to line numbers in the Excel template.
Staff can do it. Only single package is needed to be delivered to Exec. Director.

	Manuel Alvarez (SCE)
	· In filing our comments, should we yellow highlight those cells now so that we can provide early indication what those confidential items are as opposed to when those forms are due?
	That might be useful and help staff understand what’s being applied for.

	Kathy Treleven  (PG&E)
	· Compile a Guide to Confidentiality Designations, do you still expect to produce this?
· Housekeeping question – continue our practice in filing confidential data to Exec. Director and clean version to staff so staff can start working on the data.
	Still in the process.
Good option.



	Jacqueline Jones (SCE)
	· Housekeeping issue – identifying confidential items: can we highlight in green the confidential items that were previously granted?
	OK.


Deadline for written comments to Dockets was extended to November 19 at 5 pm. Business Meeting adoption date of the Final Forms has been moved to December 17.  Filing deadline is February 13, 2009.
Staff propose to combine Forms 1.6a and 1.6b.  Staff informed the public that Form 1.7c was omitted in the Table but the instructions are in the Report.   

