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SUMMARY 
 

Major topics discussed include: 
2013/14 IRM Study 
A timetable developed by Curt Dahl and Al Adamson required the NYISO to present two 
white papers (Load Shape and APA/EFORd) at May 2 meeting to keep to the IRM 
report on schedule.  Neither white paper was presented.   
 

The load shape white paper will not be delivered on time; June is the expected 
delivery month.  NYISO indicated that it might deliver a “memo” report by noon 
on May 8 for review by ICS members.  ICS scheduled a teleconference at 3:30 
on May 9 to review the report and determine if there are sufficient details to 
accept the new load shape and present the report to the Executive Committee.  If 
the memo report is not acceptable to either the ICS or Executive Committee, 
then the load shape proposed by the NYISO will be used in a sensitivity run.   
 
The APA/EFORd paper is not complete because the validation process is not 
progressing smoothly.  The NYISO reported that the Fluegy software was not 
producing correct results.  NYISO is hopeful that the developer of the software 
code and Dr. Singh can uncover the error in time for inclusion in the base case.  
ICS asked the NYISO to prepare the paper minus the validation results.  ICS also 
asked that the paper include the process/procedure that will be followed to 
validate the model.  The abbreviated white paper must be delivered to ICS 
members by noon on May 8 for review.  ICS scheduled a teleconference at 3:30 
on May 9 to review the report and determine if there are sufficient details to 
present the report to the Executive Committee.  If the software does not produce 
the desired output in time for inclusion in the base case or the Executive 
Committee does not approve the report, then any improvements will be used in a 
sensitivity run.    

 
SCR analysis 
 
NYISO study1 on SCRs was presented to the group by Donna Pratt and John Adams.  The 
report showed that performance increases for those resources whose performance was 
reported for the entire duration of the NYISO call, not just for the mandated 4-hours.  The 
NYISO used the GE MARS program to analyze value of capacity.  The MARS model results 
showed that the longer SCRs are required to perform and the more calls made in year the 
higher the capacity value.  The MARS model results were primarily due to peak load reductions.  
After 30 days of SCR calls, the peak load is less than 85% of the annual peak.2  
 

                                                             
1 Special Case Resources: Evaluation of the Performance and Contribution to Resource Adequacy 
2 Page 4 of the report 



NYISO presented highlights from the Report on System-Level Estimation of Demand Response 
Program Impact.  The analysis performed by the NYISO used a regression model to predict 
performance of SCRs and EDRP enrollments obligated or available to perform in July 2011.  
The regression model’s predictions for hour 15 provided R2 of over 98% for the NYCA, zone J of 
99.7%, and 95% for zone K.  
 
 At the next meeting, a decision on whether to use the regression model or to use the historical 
performances presented by Ms. Pratt and Mr. Adams will be made. 
 
PRR109 
ICS agreed a rule is required to mandate that the NYISO collect performance data on both 
generation and demand response providers.  ICS removed language from the PRR that 
reference policy 5.  This was done so ICS and NYISO could go through an iterative process 
without a non-compliance ruling hanging over the NYISO’s head.  In addition, aggregators were 
concerned that a non-compliance ruling could be issued against them while the collection 
procedure was being developed.   
 
A new issue surfaced during the meeting.  Aggregators want the Transmission Owners held 
accountable when SCR data is not provided to the Aggregators.  Because of the newness of 
this issue, ICS did not approve this item. 
 
 
Policy 5 
NYISO proposed a method to adjust the IRM database if the EC chooses a lower final IRM than 
what was presented to the EC.  NYISO proposed that a list of parameters for adjusting the base 
case be included in policy 5.  This will give the NYISO the guidance they seek for adjusting the 
database and does not require the EC to explicitly state what parameters to change in any given 
year.  ICS approved the proposal.  The proposal still needs to flesh out parameters that do not 
bias the results.   


