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NOTES

SSG-WI Planning Work Group
November 16, 2004   9:00 am to 3:00 pm PST

Portland, Oregon

Comfort Suites Hotel – Portland Airport

12010 NE Airport Way 

The SSG-WI Planning WG meet in Portland, Oregon, November 16, 2004.  Attendance list is attached.  The following summarizes the primary discussion items: 

1.   BPA Transmission Adequacy Standards
 

Brian Silverstein presented a summary of the BPA Transmission Adequacy Standards program as described in the draft discussion paper entitled “Transmission Adequacy Standards – Planning for the Future”.  Nine issue areas are identified in the paper.  The PWG was asked to comment on whether these are the right issues and what is their priority for being addressed.  NTAC will serve as the forum for public review of the Adequacy Standards work.  A core team will be formed to work on the issues and to deal with the comments received from the public.  Discussion and comments from the PWG dealt with: 

· The relationship between this effort and the BPA “non-wires” solutions effort

· How do the adequacy standards interact with WECC’s resource adequacy work

· Does organizationally splitting resource and transmission adequacy (code of conduct) make coordination between transmission and resource adequacy more difficult?

· What is the role of the Northwest Power and Conservation Council?

· Resource siting issues

· Coordination of state IRPs with WECC load and resource data

· Queuing (transmission requests) and is it part of the review

· Role of WECC in setting adequacy standards

· How stringent should the adequacy criteria be?  

Brian asked for written comments from those attending the PWG meeting.  Comments are needed ASAP since the comment period is now officially closed, however comments from those attending the PWG are still desired.

2.   CREPC Transmission Pricing Principles WG
 

Doug Larson briefed the PWG on a new CREPC WG called the Transmission Pricing Principles WG. The WG will be meeting for the first time in the next few days. Goal of the WG, chaired by Becky Wilson, is to use RMATS recommendations to start a look at pricing principles.  They will likely start by reviewing the FERC approved principles for the Northeast.  Currently the WG is composed of representatives from the states of Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Nevada and Colorado.  It may be opened later to non-state representatives.    

3.   Report from Technical Support Group
 
 

Jeff Miller reported on the status of SSG-WI production simulation database update effort.  The group met yesterday (November 15).  The Generation Subgroup under the TSG will be reconstituted.  They will deal with resource assumptions in the database (fuel price, hydro and wind modeling, criteria for which resources represented in the database , etc.).  The Transmission Subrgoup is also being reconstituted.  It will deal with transmission topology, path ratings and path deratings.  A summary of the assumptions we be available in the notes for the November 15 meeting.  

The PWG discussed how the database maintenance and study work would be accomplished this year.  Manpower to do the database work and run studies will come from PacifiCorp, CaISO, BPA and WECC.  BPA and WECC need to acquire a license to the ABB program and neither have funds available to do so.  A proposal was discussed to collect funds from PWG participants to purchase the license.  The PWG did not agree to pursue this option.

Another option was presented to develop a PWG Work Plan and request the necessary funds from the SSG-WI Steering Group.  The PWG decided to pursue this option.  A group was formed to draft a Work Plan.  The Group consists of Doug Larson, Jeff Miller, Marv Landauer, Mike DeWolf, Charlie Reinhold and Dean Perry.  There is urgency in preparing and getting the Work Plan approved to not jeopardize the schedule for ongoing database preparation and study effort.
 
4.   SSG-WI / SPG relationship paper
 

Marv Landauer presented a redraft of the PWG Planning Process document, inwhich language was added to provide more information on the relationship between the PWG, the Subregional Planning Groups and the WECC.  

It was observed that there are other areas in the Planning Process document that should be updated if we are going to take the document to the Steering Group for approval.  After discussion, it was decided to not change the original Planning Process document; instead to prepare a new document that is essentially Appendix I in the Planning Process document.  Appendix I contains the Process diagram and the diagram box descriptions.  

Marv Landauer will review Appendix I for necessary updates, include the previously drafted revisions that describe the SSG-WI/SPG/WECC relationship and send the document to the PWG for review.  The resulting document will be discussed at the next PWG meeting.

5.    Modeling WG – Workshop follow-up  
 

Dennis Phillips gave an overview of the September 14-15, 2004 modeling Workshop and described the conclusions reached.  A list of the WG’s recommendations from the Workshop are attached.  The PWG decided that the Initial effort should be an Assessment of needs and priorities.

The PWG asked that the recommendations be incorporated in the PWG Work Plan that is being prepared for the SSG-WI Steering Group.  

1. Brief Status Reports of SPG Activities

Subregional Planning Group reports were received from Marv Landauer for NTAC,  Mike DeWolf and Doug Larson for RMATS, and Gary Romero and Charlie Reinhold for SWAT


7.  Next Meeting –  February 3, 2005 in Sacramento

ATTENDANCE

Brian Silverstein
BPA

Grace Anderson
California Energy Commission

Kirk Bracht
California PUC

Charlie Reinhold
WestConnect

Ray Brush
Northwestern Energy

Doug Larson
WIEB

Jamie Austin
PacifiCorp

Jim Tucker
Deseret Power

Dana Reedy
Northwest Power Pool

Jeff Miller
California ISO

Scott Waples
Avista Corp.

Mohan Kondragunta
Southern California Edison

Donald Davies
WECC

Gary Romero
Salt River

Peter Krzykos
Arizona Public Service

David Wang
San Diego Gas & Electric

Roger Hamilton
WWW/WRA

Marv Landauer
BPA

Ken Morris
PacifiCorp

Bill Pascoe
(Phone)

Dean Perry
SSG-WI

Modeling Work Group Report

Recommendations to Improve our Modeling

· Collect data at highest level with automated equivalencing, scaling and aggregation of data.

· Formal integration of bus level load forecasting with system level load forecasting.

· Longer term scenario analysis (as opposed to snapshot years).

· Improve scenario analysis design utilizing “smart” scenarios based on jointly correlated input/sampling data. 

· Better representation of extreme weather events, market power and demand side management. 

· Incorporate uncertainty and feedback effects into the decision logic of our models.

· Ascertain whether price iterative techniques can more effectively deal with the curse of dimensionality. 

· Apply parallel processing techniques.

· Better representation of gas supply constraints.

· Become educated consumers.  Figure out what we want our models to do, how best to do it and collaborate with vendors to facilitate these development efforts.   

Next Steps

KEY NEEDS: Selection of Modeling Approaches and Funding

SELECTION OF MODELING APPROACHES
· •Identify-modeling approaches through newly formed Production Cost Program Workgroup under WECC’s PCC

· Explore possible modeling approaches through exisiting SSG-WI Model Improvement Group (MIG)

FUNDING:

· Work through Western Governors’ Association to pursue funding from DOE

· Seek funding from other sources, e.g. CEC’s PIER Program

· Other Options

