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California Energy Commission 

Demand Response in the IEPR 
• Public Resources Code Section 25301(a):  “At least every two 

years, the commission shall conduct assessments and 
forecasts of all aspects of energy industry supply, production, 
transportation, delivery and distribution, demand, and 
prices.” 

• 2007 IEPR   
– “Price-responsive demand response is expected to reduce peak 

demand by only 2.2 percent in the summer of 2007, which is 
less than half the goal of 5 percent laid out in the Energy Action 
Plan.” 

– Recommendation:   “Initiate a formal rulemaking process 
involving the CPUC and California ISO in 2008 to pursue the 
adoption of load management standards under the Energy 
Commission’s existing authority. “ 
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California Energy Commission 

Demand Response in the IEPR 

• 2009 IEPR   
– Utilities should install meters able to record hourly consumption 

and publish their time-varying electric rates. 

– All customers with advanced meters should have access to near 
real-time information about their energy use 

– CEC will continue efforts to adopt statewide load management 
standards in collaboration with CPUC, CAISO, and POUs. 

– Continue R&D that supports load management standards 

• 2011 IEPR 
– “Continued investment is needed in energy efficiency, demand 

response, natural gas plants, and energy storage to help smooth 
the integration of variable renewable resources. “ 
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California Energy Commission 

Demand Response in the IEPR 

• 2012 IEPR Update 
– “While flexible natural gas plants can provide the services 

needed to operate the electric grid safely and reliably, it is 
important to also have a range of alternative and 
complementary options such as energy storage and demand 
response. Electricity planners need to incorporate and consider 
carefully how to develop a role and market for these supporting 
technologies.” 

– “[Infrastructure] analyses must consider many variables with 
differing degrees of uncertainty, including…the potential 
contribution of demand response to resource adequacy needs..” 
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California Energy Commission 

Demand Response in the IEPR 

• 2012 IEPR Update, Renewable Action Plan Recommendation 
– Develop a forward procurement mechanism designed so all 

resources including DR, storage, distributed technologies, and 
natural gas plants can compete equally; should use competitive 
solicitations and complement CPUC’s LTPP process. 

 

• 2013 IEPR Scoping Order 

– “Analysis of technical, economic, market, and policy barriers to 
the use of demand response to support reliability and the 
integration of renewable resources.” 
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California Energy Commission 

CAISO EE/DR Roadmap 

• Workshop to get stakeholder input May 13 

• Draft roadmap released June 13 

• Additional info available at 
http://www.caiso.com/informed/Pages/Stakehol
derProcesses/DemandResponseInitiative.aspx  
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California Energy Commission 

Today’s Agenda 

• Background on DR and Load Management Policies 

• Panel 1:  The Customer Perspective 

• Panel 2:  The Aggregator Perspective 

• LUNCH 

• Panel 3: Market Structures to Enable and Expand DR 

• Panel 4:  Enabling Technologies to Support DR 

• Panel 5: California’s Regulatory and Utility Landscape 
for DR 

• Discussion 

• Public Comments 7 



California Energy Commission 

Background:  
Demand Response  

and Load Management Policy  
in California 

 
David Hungerford, Energy Commission 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 1: Providing Demand Response –  
the Customer Perspective 

Moderator:  

Sila Kiliccote, Demand Response Research Center, LBNL 

 

Panelists: 

• Patrick Roybal, U.S. Naval Facilities Engineering 
Command Southwest 

• Angie Beehler, Wal-mart 

• Anthony Macdonald, Target 

• Veronica Hicks, Department of Water Resources 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 1 Questions 

• In what kind of DR programs do you participate?  

• What do you do when you respond and why? 

• What can we do in California to make 
participation easier for you and other customers? 

• What would you need to increase your 
participation, particularly in Ancillary Services 
Markets, in California? 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 2: Providing Demand Response – the 
Aggregator Perspective 

Moderator:  
Mike Gravely, Energy Commission 

 

Panelists 

• Mona Tierney-Lloyd, EnerNoc 

• Ron Dizy, Enbala 

• Kevin Evans,  Energy Connect/Johnson Controls 

• John Rossi, Comverge 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 2 Questions 

• What types of customer loads do you enroll and 
how does load type affect what kind of programs 
you participate in?  

• How does your participation outside of California 
differ, in terms of program type, magnitude of 
participating load (kW), amount of load reduction 
(kWh), and frequency, from how you participate 
in California? 

• What could be done to increase your 
participation in California? 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 3: Market Structures to Enable and 
Expand Demand Response 

Moderator:  
Joe Eto, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory 

 

Panelists: 

• Mary Beth Tighe, FERC 

• Susan Covino, PJM 

• Joel Mickey, ERCOT 

• Mike Robinson, MISO 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 3 Questions 

• In which of your RTO/ISO’s markets does demand response 
participate?   

• What changes has your RTO/ISO made to facilitate increase 
participation in ancillary services (AS) markets? 

• What, if any, has been the relationship between legacy utility 
demand-side programs, such as load management, and 
participation by DR in your RTO/ISO’s AS markets? 

• What is the level of participation by third-party load 
aggregators compared to individual customers who 
participate directly in your RTO/ISO’s AS markets (in absolute 
numbers and by total MW provided)? 

• What is your RTO/ISO’s vision for the desired amount and 
type of demand response participation in AS markets? 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 4:  Enabling Technologies to  
Support Demand Response 

Moderator and Presenter:  
Mary Ann Piette,  Demand Response Research Center, LBNL 

 

Panelists: 

• Barry Haaser, OpenADR Alliance 

• John Dilliott, UC San Diego 

• Jacqueline DeRosa, Customized Energy Solutions 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 4 Questions 

• What is needed to bring fast DR to California? 

• How should markets be organized and retail 
programs be designed to encourage flexible DR 
growth in California? 

• Is significant 24-hour DR possible in California? 

• What is the impact of telemetry and controls on 
flexible DR commercial potential if costs remain 
high? 
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California Energy Commission 

Panel 5: California’s Regulatory and  
Utility Landscape for Demand Response 

• Presentations by: 
– Heather Sanders, California Independent 

System Operator 

– Audrey Lee and Bruce Kaneshiro, California 
Public Utilities Commission 

– Harlan Coomes, Sacramento Municipal Utility 
District 
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California Energy Commission 

Next Steps 
• Written Comments due July 1, 2013 
• By e-mail:  

– Send Microsoft® Word (.doc) or Adobe® Acrobat® 
(.pdf) document to docket@energy.ca.gov 

– Include your name, organization name, and docket 
number 13-IEP-F 

– Include “Demand Response” in subject line 
– Please cc David.Hungerford@energy.ca.gov   

• By snail mail: 
– Send to California Energy Commission, Dockets Office 

MS-4, Re: Docket No. 13-IEP-F, 1516 Ninth Street, 
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512 

 

18 

mailto:docket@energy.ca.gov
mailto:David.Hungerford@energy.ca.gov

	Increasing Demand Response Capabilities in California
	Demand Response in the IEPR
	Demand Response in the IEPR
	Demand Response in the IEPR
	Demand Response in the IEPR
	CAISO EE/DR Roadmap
	Today’s Agenda
	Background: �Demand Response �and Load Management Policy �in California��David Hungerford, Energy Commission
	Panel 1: Providing Demand Response – �the Customer Perspective
	Panel 1 Questions
	Panel 2: Providing Demand Response – the Aggregator Perspective
	Panel 2 Questions
	Panel 3: Market Structures to Enable and Expand Demand Response
	Panel 3 Questions
	Panel 4:  Enabling Technologies to �Support Demand Response
	Panel 4 Questions
	Panel 5: California’s Regulatory and �Utility Landscape for Demand Response
	Next Steps

