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Agenda

s Statutory Requirements
= Approach and Features
= National Results

s Selected State Results

s Barriers to Demand Response, and
Recommendations

= The NADRP Model Spreadsheet




Purpose and Content of the
Assessment

s FERC Staff report to Congress, as
required by the Energy
Independence and Security Act of
2007

e Demand response potential
e Barriers to demand response
e Recommendations




Unigue Features

Bottom-up, state-by-state analysis
15 pilot programs synthesized
User-friendly spreadsheet model
Review of barriers

Recommendations to achieve
potential




Approach: Scenarios

s Business-as-Usual (baseline)
s EXpanded Business-as-Usual
s Achievable Participation

= Full Participation




U.S. Peak Demand & NADRP
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DR Potential by Program Type
(2019)
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DR Potential by Customer Class
(2019)
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Range of State Results
(Achievable Participation Scenario)

Gigawatt Basis

Texas (13.2 GW)
Florida (11 GW)
California (8.8 GW)

Hawaii (0.2 GW)
Vermont (0.01 GW)
Alaska (0.01 GW)

Peak Load Fraction

= Conn. (26%)
» Maryland (24%)
= Maine (22%)

s Wisconsin (8.5%0)
Hawall (8.5%)
Alaska (4.6%)




lllinols Results

lllinois DR Potential in 2019, by Scenario

(2019 System Peak = 35.9 GW)
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Minnesota Results

Minnesota DR Potential in 2019, by Scenario
(2019 System Peak = 17.8 GW)
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Ohio Results

Ohio DR Potential in 2019, by Scenario
(2019 System Peak = 38.6 GW)
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Barriers

Disconnect between wholesale and retall
prices

Measurement and verification challenges
Lack ofi advanced metering

Lack of interoperability and open
standards

| ack of customer awareness




Recommendations

Educate customers about demand response, AMI,
dynamic pricing

Share program information with utilities, state
and local regulators

Coordinate programs at wholesale and retail
levels

Develop standards for measurement and
verification at wholesale and retail




Build Your Own Estimate
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