Notes

(with Agenda in Bold italics)

Western Congestion Assessment Team Meeting

Joint Meeting with DOE

Portland Airport Conference Center – Room St. Helens A 

November 10, 2005    1:00 pm to 5:00 pm

1:00
1.   Introductions / Logistics

1:10
2.   Introductory remarks

David Meyer – DOE

Louise McCarren - WECC

1:30
3.   Congestion Study – 

· Overview of DOE Study and Energy Policy Act requirements – David Meyer

a)  DOE Congestion Study Task list (1 thru 10)

b)  Definition of “Congestion” under the Energy Policy Act

· Overview of Western Proposal – Doug Larson

· Results of October 28 DOE kickoff meeting in Washington – David Meyer

a)  Definition of “corridors” – Areas, not paths

b)  Preliminary thinking on Criteria for ranking congestion areas – DOE Task #5 

c)  Granularity – how far down into the system will we look for congestion?

David Meyer described the new Process that will be followed by DOE (with a diagram on the Board):

Review extant studies, identify areas of interest from the criteria.  Note the criteria that lead to those decisions.

Congestion modeling studies for the E and W.

Then sum these efforts up as an Inventory of Areas of Interest

Publish this report in August 2006

Note that this does not include the National Interest Energy Corridor criteria.  That would be done in parallel and would not be part of the August 2006 report.

Whole effort does not need to be completed by August 2006.  Only the studies and the inventory list are in the August report.

In parallel, DOE will receive proposals by applicants (already receiving ideas).  

Also in parallel, development of criteria for evaluation of the areas for NIETS.  A public process.  

Then criteria and studies come together into a screening process, to the designation of NIETCs.  

Purpose of the entire process is to make it easier to add facilities.  

Areas listed in the August report will be based upon the criteria we use to identify those for the West, form our existing and new studies for the West.  The overall criteria for designating specific NIETS comes later (after the August report).  What problem does this cause?

DOE was asked how this is connected with Section 368 - - it is only on federal lands

Granularity – David sees the planning as more conventional industry planning.  Looking a larger load pockets and differential price, how big is the load, etc.     

Is it primarily interstate?  More interested in interstate, but keep open other intrastate facilities to large load areas.  

SEND DAVID A LIST OF REPORTS FROM THE WEST

Should we identify the criteria we used in the first step, id of studies?  Yes.

Congestion modeling – 

Not just financial congestion – may get into reliability issues.  

Need to stress more on economic work, but reliability should also be part of it.

In East, won’t do any reliability studies.  But they already know where there are reliability problem areas.  Will include results of reliability studies (transmission solutions) in economic modeling of the system.

What form of product would you like form the west?  Areas vs. Paths.

There may be different metrics for the West than the East, with the same concept behind them.

Mike DeWolf sees a second round of modeling before national interest corridors can be identified, using the overall criteria.

Our congestion study should only encompass existing criteria, not the broader national interest corridor criteria.

Granularity – DOE will look to us a lot for how low we should go.  They are most interested in the big picture.

DOE is Interested in long term view.  We will be looking more long term than they will in the East.

Do we submit alternative “paths” if they are competing “paths”?  Or submit both with their study results.  Or do we submit only this as one “congestion area”.

The east is not planning to model how they will expand the east.  Views are too diverse.  They will use the existing system.  The West is looking for the future and existing.  They will review the eastern RTO studies as part of this though.  

Mentioned several times that we have a more organized process in the Western Interconnection than they do in the East.

Dave does not interpret a congestion area as an entire state.  How broad is an area?  Need to understand this.

Need a good criteria to prevent abuse.  Concerned about the Politics of individual proposals coming to DOE and bypassing the regional processes.

There will be a public notice and comment period on the criteria for national interest corridors..

DOE will publish an NOI for the Criteria.  

2:30    4.   DOE Task #1 – Developing the list of existing western plans and studies.  Discuss: 

· What types of existing plans/studies should be on the list? 

Granularity – include bulk system thru subtransmission plans?

· What methodology should be used to compare the findings? 

a)  Congestion causes – include reliability and economic causes?

b)  Application of congestion metrics to the initial list

· Coordination of WECC work on DOE Task #1 with CRA’s work 

WECC will post on the WECC Web Site the reports we will gather.  Should it be public or not?  Those responsible for the various reports are, WGA report – Doug, SSG-WI 2003 report – Dean, SSG-WI current report – Mike DeWolf, STEP – Bob Smith (posted on CAISO web site under STEP) NTAC – Chris, RMATS – Ray, CCPG reports -  Bob Easton, CDEAC – Tom Carr, SWAT – Rob K., (DOE will make available to us what was submitted under Section 368, use a link to a DOE web site), Chris indicated that NTAC will also collect studies within the NW by members, State assessments – Jerry Smith – ACC.  Gary DeShazo will see if there are any applicable CAISO reports, Nevada – work sponsored by state and involved Sierra, CEC – focusing on 5 projects - - Grace indicated these also include criteria. 

From the reports, we need to identify the criteria that were used.  How does DOE want to see this presented?  David Meyer indicated they will be relying a lot on us to identify what is important.  –  Donald D. indicated that  we might want to develop a template for those supplying reports to id what we want to see, i.e. a standardized way to review the reports.  

Might want to see how they are doing this in the East, but not to use it necessarily.  Jo Eto will work with us if we want.  In the east, they will extract the criteria from the studies.  

Group identifies what is needed from the reports and those submitting the information then complete the identification of need.  Could use those names of folks submitting the reports.  Rob will set up a conf call.  Jim and Kurt should participate on this group.

Non-wires alternatives – suggest link to BPA non-wires work.

NWPP trans adequacy – this may contain criteria that we can refer to.

3:00
5.   DOE Task #2 (East) and #3 (West) – 

· Coordination of East and West studies 

a)  Study metrics – what will we use to measure and rank congestion in the studies (LMPs, etc.)

b)  Study assumptions - Which study assumptions should be the same East and West? (gas price, E to W transfers, study years, etc.)  How will these be determined?

Alex discussed the Eastern Interconnection approach to studies 

Definition of a Transmission Corridor – in east, paths are less well defined. And they are bigger.  CRA is considering a corridor to be a complex transmission path between two economic hubs, control areas or congestion.

In the east, they will use MMWG load flow.

Will use GEMAPS for hourly study of congestion

In the East, emphasis will be on existing paths and congestion.  They are not looking to where future generation should go and associated congestion.  Not looking at how to address the problems found.

CRA as part of task 2 is not going to do resource planning work for the east.  

· Western Interconnection studies - DOE Task #3 

a)  What studies will be used for the western congestion analysis in Task #3?

(SSG-WI, SPG, Transmission Provider studies?)

b)  How will we use the results of these studies to identify and rank congestion areas?

c)  Do we need additional studies?

In the West, we would provide the SSG and the CDEAC studies, using ABB Grid view model.

CRA (gas prices) will see if $4, $5, and $7 is adequate.  They would be looking at higher values for 2008.  In the West, we will now be adding a $10 scenario.

CRA will be looking at 2011, whereas we will look at 2015

CRA is comfortable with our use of ABB Grid view model.

CRA’s approach to identifying congestion will be to reduce flow on the corridors by 1 MW and see what happens on the rest of the system.  They asked if we can do this?  There was not much interest in doing this in the Western studies.  Their reason for this approach is that they don’t have cut planes and ratings defined in the east and using this as a way to identify congestion.  CRA was asked (by Doug Larson) to write up a description and reasons for their “1 MW” approach and we will consider it. 

4:30
6.   WCAT organization and next steps

· WCAT Membership/Participation – Do we need broader representation (renewable providers, marketers, etc.)?

· Next Steps/Assignments – Examples:

a)  Gather and review available congestion study information for DOE Task #1

b)  Review current and planned studies by SSG-WI, CDEAC and SPGs

c)  Determine if we need to run additional studies?

d) Start the historical path congestion analysis 

e) Develop Congestion Ranking Criteria 

f) Other tasks

CREPC – will send provide the names of its substitute representatives on the TF.  It was suggested we add a Non-Transmission Alternatives advocate to the Group.   Tom Foley was suggested.

Dean reviewed the historical path analysis that will be part of the Western study.  He indicated the estimate for ATC and scheduling data from OATI has increased from the original estimates.

5:00   7.   Adjourn – NEXT MEETING – December 14,, 2005 in Portland

