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Base Case Study Assumptions 

ICS completed an initial review of the base case assumptions matrix.  On Monday July 2, 
2012, NYISO will issue the updated matrix for review.  Submittal to the EC is expected by 
July 5, in time for the July 13th meeting.   
 

Parametric Study and Quality Assurance Review 

Concern was expressed that the NYISO will not meet the deadlines set for completing the 
parametric studies and quality review.  NYISO will report to ICS members on July 2 how 
they intend to meet the timeline’s requirements. 
 

Report to Executive Committee on Load Shape and APA/EFORd Model 

Attendees reviewed the report and agreed with minor changes to send it on to the EC.  
Changes were adopted and Mr. Al Adamson submitted the ICS report and supporting 
documents. 
 

SCR Modeling Assumptions 

At the request of ICS, NYISO’s Donna Pratt, Manager, Demand Response Products, 
presented an analysis and recommendation for forecasting Special Case Resources (SCRs).  
Ms. Pratt’s analysis used load data supplied by Aggregators of SCRs to calculate performance 
and energy payments.  NYISO stated that it is committed to using the baseline methodology 
used to calculate SCR performance (Average Coincident Load (ACL)).  Even with the 
commitment to ACL, NYISO provided three choices for d-rating SCR performance values. 

1. Take 95% of the current ACL value 

This method conforms to last year’s methodology, which accounted for the 
difference between the ACL value and the methodology used to compute energy 
payments. 
The average d-rating across the state would be 90.2% (performance varies by 
region) 

2. Take the product of 95%^3 times the ACL value 

In addition to reducing for  conformity, additional reductions of 95% are applied to 
account for performance changes that might occur for curtailment requests that last 
beyond the required 4 hours (aka Effective Capacity Values) and to account for a 
reduced performance due to the number of days being activated (aka Fatigue 
Factor). 
The average d-rating across the state would be 81.4%. 

3. Take the customer baseline methodology used for energy payments to calculate 
performance and reduce it by 95%^2  
The reductions account for performance changes that might occur for curtailment 
requests that last beyond the required 4 hours and for reduced performance due to 
the number of days being activated. 
The average d-rating across the state would be 80.2% 

Members in attendance voted: 3 for adopting the 81.4% method, 1 for adopting the 80.2% 
method, and 3 abstained 
Total participants voted: 5 for the 81.4% method, 2 for the 80.2% method, and 7 abstained. 
 

All in attendance voted to adopt a 1.75% growth rate for SCRs. 



 

Attendees also requested that the NYISO’s materials and Mr. Younger’s materials be 
presented to the EC for review prior to adopting the base case assumptions (attached with this 
report). 
 

 

 

 

 


