20019 CHetET|&te| StAlEtEThal

=2% 2001.7.18-20

MY PZENES $AUZ| T2A0| HIS-EHA BAAN s 2L

O &=t

FZEQP** QAL+
ESES Ol

NSNS “EEGSD IR A HBSBE0IA

Cost-Benefit Analysis of DSM Program after Dereguiation

Tae-Yong Lee* Jong-Keun Park® Jun-Young Choi**
**Chunju Univ. ***EESRI

*Seoul National Univ.

Abstract - I 7&‘34‘1"{394 FA 7 A= %3}
HAax ARAFL 2L Eo] AR Ut
‘3*%4 TE 7Hﬁ4—'¢ 4 AYAtEL 159 SﬂrvH’“"‘
2 %07 dste PFA 8 Aotk F B9 B3}
HAGA AT ZHN TA VLo Sﬁﬂ‘w]ﬂiq o
| FAHEE 39 <]&FIFdIE F7 2 74014
E}E}H AYIAEL 929 I AA o o B
q dastA 2 Aoln, ojRA A FIA9 wAH
A G ARA AzsA "ot olEF AL WA
%’4311 AYIAEL 189 Az g BFES Fad:] =
2ol FoAj7] Bat@eE & Aol olF B3 o
Ax B g AAANA FAHES FolgE Aot &
HASE #9388 Z2ayd FHEE FEd] 93
o AHIAle 8 7R AQAEEE AFHA Hed,
AuAEL o)A °VﬂE]H"‘ Wol T2 o] 7‘&1%
RAXE HH3HA B =8dMe A3
se TZaAéL @.8@@ W ol F¥E A4A Hao
qAREo] e wolde %A FAE x5 %
Roltt. olgig AEL AFIA YA Fang
ni:ﬁ’é” Agste Aol AEAA ojdE AT &
AAQA g wajFo] 28AEL 89 ZaYPd A&
Hog HaF AJARNE HAYEA & Rolt}.

.M £

Zudxe) ARBYL shte Aol ofa) wA FA,
WA 2% ed8 o 2y APAFe) T2} A
Aol wa st Aol el JolH HEE #
g7k JAART, B2 A @ol AEewA
AUix) olgsl EH BAJ UTHs AR, of
A 2 BdE ABAle FAS ¢58 Rold o
dufet ABAF] FEAB] S48 B Aol o)z
Ao ciel wAYRB) LA FAaA Iv,
gx 158 AuAe o]RAEL ¥ o&g AUz
ot =g 71ed Aot 1Ay FesE BHA
o) Aol WA olEiUA HAL AWl So] she H &
e 252 2oo] A RolW, U2 Solut RaEe
o o4 4&%3 22A714 28 o, 1elm W
F282) T2aYEg olgsel 18

2 gy @ wer OMEP 3o ot
Ne 22% 3 wa B Adsed Sx vgg 2ol
7l AHAE o sede TeaRe A3 ALLdq
58 259 Aon 2 Sesa A e

P mlm ml

Oimr
)

]

f

H
i

o]

TADT Rejde Dy 4AA U g 1
Folz B0 AAHAY @AV &S Fole 8
g2lsh $ds) ARY Aotk ol Fage

AHoz 37 & A8 A oy =

| SF=HA gk a2y <A TR-"}Q"
9 JAAM A 2 FadR AHIAL
1S mE e Aol FIAMe] AR E JA
of “a“g?f]'t olge] Fg3 FAAAG Y
P ELS D5 RIS ggrtA R A

4 i okl {1l ¢ v oo o
ﬁmuﬂﬁm

0
—

[¢]
)

2

Sang-Sung Lee***

71 2AEA =5, AZAE A AU T8
g ¥l g0 dehA " aRE AYIAse d
A faAxe JAAT pste FauAN EHHY
RZolgte Atmel d¥lste AIAHA F@AE 3ok
gk oA AYate oldd FAW g 3T
el duid e FE3) FrEop T Aojnk. U &
A YFAME Aol YAD 9 JHA AHHEE
AYHAZRH AFEE o) 2o g diZtE od
A Aol gloid A A E Aot T &Y
2 Al ko] ARt AFHALAA M ol2E RAA
2N A A GFA Eot

2.2 B

2.1 &2 =239 Hit

Fa@e] Zeadd WME} Ae B3y ¥

g ol A 3A M FEHRA e v & Eil%
2Ago 2N A¥AEY dA Hts vmste A
14 Azt o]21d dlyz] Aeke] YV T e RETL
Zod 2}l A CMJEW—J P2 AEHAAYG. BF &‘—91
HAAEL 3% F ol wo] Py EETE 2 &
Alwl g9 A7)URAE 7MAT}, ol #Aof I BME e

Hn

2}
o
o

ol o5 HolnF AFsAbe Z2aY FolAgd
A dAgEE A4 $ 3o
Societal {'Wi
cost "E‘“.m..i
’-uumy
uvhml
notto
procuce P
'cuum'
Iwu\gs
o
Utisty
provide subsidy
Marginal Cost b
oy | |
Customer
Cost
llnc_:easad'
[}
Society  Utiiy le Stakeholder Participants
i . Ratepayer

221, aA/AE B AR v 8A 4B

RYHAE o]l QAHNE ol Eoed Helz 3
F 09 2aas due Fave T2aRe 27
+ Q0. agze 2919 See SEAE gehi:
9 olWeE RARNEL Fave Tzade A7)

- 536 -



e 2EeA e 7
AR A2, 19 B
AN Bag <
e Ae M e-ast

o

A

Q

Societal | | Societal

—cost, | | benfit
Utility
savings
not 1o
produce ey
Customer
savings
Litiliy "
Marginal Cost w‘?:ﬁ,’,
marginal y
energy Revenue ‘t"g;'zy

ojth, A o2 W FAREH}
AYEEo] 2o@E 2o
AElBE BEsA 2 Aot}
o]A B3 Fowy T2 Yol

W]
o
w
rlo
e
2
Y
jinca
L
o
X,
x
o
lo
ofr
N
LR

o
)
&2
lo
8,
9,
24
2
i
o
>

Increased
rates
" T
Society Utifity payer | O
Ldividends
Stakehoider

+
Net
Socletal cash
cost } | ____]
Marginat Cost cuo‘;l"%
provide Revenue
marginal
energy
fncreased
0 dividends
Society Utility I Reduced l Stakeholder
rates
N Ratepayer
383 2A/AHHA v &R 93

°lEg dgag ¥e

zzaw Az 371R)

Aol Hista] Au|ATolA B BE THE

2MAES) ¥ EUTE

1=
HEolatgolyt Aoz MERd JFL Fo

259 A& JFE uAd. AR Fane

>

o
I

4r 202
2 fo @ oot

o i 1k o

|

I ol >l ofy L

24
g

1ested dojs Mulag A(quality) ® &
Y, AbjaeE RS dMEBE
¥ 3 (discomfort) & WolEeltt npxjako
o] Z2ode] AL AFe Hadgs H
# 9 Mz &S wAY ang Ay
= 3 sgrle] RRo] glojol ) olE|E =
o Fodo] i3t FapH| folt F AV R EW

2o Fodsle nMe dgddr A ALY

o7}

fo rlo

a2
<]

P

E

#ele] APl ARE S L9 & Aok 1
:’;H}H UGS M ol ¥ EL A3 AHE 3o

2.2 7217|188

BAL 77w 4 AnAE &) Y FLHn 4
5ol Ae A$7F dERoiich zau A A}
AR 7718 748 F1 nAe BEAld AR Fx=
7t2 71719 ARRE A"IAL AT 249 g
At A3 ALY A FF o BEHY B$I}
S Aotk 9% £83F d=dole FHIA
A FPHAR L HAFHAAR 717] v L AreF
o XgHoiAt, adele 2¥o|FEe YA FF
e afE FA #4A% 7)7F 253ln AEATE
A7t B AFRY oXE AP Al )70
g AFHA ALE ATFo2H 7719 LFES B
F3t, o]AL aToA HFE FANE A3k A
g2 AE 7)7)o g ARAE JMRes
BASS =74 ge WA BB S Ay 5
Ao, I EER G n5S

ot BUN I
tlo
>
&
a2
AR o, ety e
B
do = k3
2%
-l
>
X
=
{>
i
12
X,

ool

12} F3) oi=] A

ofo 11
o

 do v
o o7y

(T ¥ 2
pos
L
VR~
L,
=
rok
X
2
R

Hj 2o g #4357 93 = o
Frl o)#d A& 4SS ne RFyHs
o AAZERZ Flo F

Customer Class

outage Large Small

) . Commercial [Residential
duration |Manufacturer {Manufacturer

Iminute 58.76 83.25 1.96 0.17

20minute 8.81 13.56 1.66 0.15

lhour 4.35 7.16 1.68 0.05

2hour 3.75 7.35 2.52 0.03

4hour 1.87 8.13 2.10 0.03

8hour 1.80 6.42 1.89 0.02

16hour 1.45 4.96 1.75 0.02

#1. gAdEe #42 ($/kWh)

FE1dlA Azh2e FAd 8o, 53 Fer FAA,

- 5837 -



AgAds) Ao FAAGAAY W gRTE WY
ade A2 Yz 99 93 AEz 89X 29
AiA e TP B go] BlE AA AN gL B
@ AW Do BAEE FAHX T U}, 1L o
23 %R0 U FFRANES T E29} 2
SIEEE L

Customer Class Outage Cost ($/kWh)
Large Manufacturers 2.15
Small Manufacturers 6.38
Commercial 1.98
Residential 0.12
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Fraction of |Class
Total Cost
Class EnergySales {Outage Cost (8/kWh)

in Class ($/kWh)
Residential 0.34 0.12 0.041
Commercial 0.39 1.98 0.772
Small 0.135 6.38 0.861
Manufacturers
Large 0.135 2.15 0.290
Manufactrurers

Total Outage Cost = 1.96 $/kWh
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Fraction of Class Total Cost
Class Peak Outage Cost ($/le:)S

Demand ($/kWh)
Residential 0.45 0.12 0.054
Commercial 0.36 1.98 0.713
S moa 11 50 6.38 0.638
Manufacturers
Loa x 8 e 49 2.15 0.190
Manufacturers

Total Outage Cost = 1.60 $/kWh
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