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Introductions

On the phone: Jim Jennings, Bob Kahn

Kurt Conger, Tom Foley, Stefan Brown, Linc Wolverton, Ray Bliven, Carol Opatrny, Kurt Granat
Survey Summary

General Conclusions: Characterizes responses to each category of questions

Don’t use the term “fix” FBS. It means “solve” to some readers.

LW: need to caveat the survey summary that these are not necessarily associated with societal benefits or cost shifts.
SB: Not sure that a disclaimer is needed. The statements should stand on their own without discrediting the views expressed.

LW: don’t use the word “conclusions”, these are responses.

SB: need to qualify that responses are “perceptions” by the respondents.
LW: Ok with that qualification. Our job is to test the perceptions.

KC: Could take the additional step of adding references to other public forums where concerns are expressed (e.g. IRPs, BPA forums). 
LW: Also need to point out the responses to the contrary, i.e. support the view that certain problems are not present.

CCO: Keep the summary at a high level. If there are other supporting documents that can be brought in, put the details in the whitepaper text.

Need to clarify item 4, 4th bullet.

Again need to stress that these are perceived problems.
Where possible, include the contrary or neutral points of view.

LW: Our task is to test these perceptions.

CCO: How soon?

LW: DP2, but realizes that it won’t be done

RB: If GW is so messed up on evaluating options, then the problem could be worsened.

TF and others: We need to frame a method for testing that explains how the analysis could be done, what data would be needed, the likely terms for acquiring the data.

Response Summaries Related to Whitepaper Topics

These perceptions are what may be tested in the whitepaper discussions. They inform the whitepaper subjects.

Western Power Market Study
Discussed the validity of indices. Need to verify the data source and look at critiques of price index reporting (e.g. FERC report, etc.)

Approach is to look at whether the price spread for power flowing from the low cost zone to high cost zone is greater than the wheeling charge (incl losses) during periods when the interties are not loaded to their limits.

Look at FERC EQR data (Kurt gave a preview of 2004 data that he downloaded from the FERC website)

TSLG Cost Estimate

Structure Group is doing a bottom-up analysis of total costs admin, operational, facilities, 

Estimate will be in a spreadsheet that can be modified to allow sensitivity analysis.

Cost presentation will be concurrent with the risk/reward presentation by this group.

TF: is there consideration of the headcount impacts on the transmission owners when functions are transferred to Grid West.

Whitepaper Reviews
Technological Innovations

If GW is not transmission-centric, there may be significant technological developments enabled by the service structure and market design.
Need to clarify statement on “invests more by nearly a factor of two”

What differentiates whether GW enables these technologies.
Frequency responsive load shedding chip. How would GW facilitate?

Planning may be affected.

Regional visibility

Frequency responsive reserves.

Use of path utilization and generation shift factors to resolve congestion.

Load side technologies can only be effective if the LSE is able to implement functions that provide some tangible grid benefits that are passed on to customers implementing these technologies.

Independent determination of price would provide assurance to customers that the compensation is fairly priced.

Example of Monday morning load pickup in Seattle commercial building.

Need to consider new transmission system innovations. Conductors, control devices,  Grid West would get around the multi-party complexities that occur today. The planning and decision-making process allocates IWRs to those who participate.

LW: does not see how GW will overcome these existing impediments.

SB: but the question is whether GW could move us from the status quo. If there are other alternatives, that is not for the RnR group to investigate.

Need to add supply-side technologies. Kurt Granat will look at that. See some of the survey responses (planning elements).

LW: pricing improvements may not lead to new technologies.

New Transmission Construction for Generation Resources—Long Term Queues – Issue #4
April 11 verison

Overview by Linc

Discussion of WestTrans.net. Not a flow-based approach. Appears to be contract path with individual TPs making ATC calculations. Performs functions of Order 889 OASIS.
Unused Transmission Capacity – Issue #3

Mismatch between contract-path and flow-based usage.

Too many “nots” in the 3rd sentence of the Problem Statement. 

There is a negative tone that needs to be eliminated.

Alternative wording: “Grid West will address the mismatch…”

“Problem” of parallel flows needs to be better defined.

Needs to consider current scheduling rules inherent in contract path model.

The A to C to B example needs to be reviewed by more persons.

On conterflows, Grid West would look at net flows within the area it operates and not net area-to-area schedules.
Baseline
Should not include TIG—it is an alternative approach

Should consider the BPA flow-based ATC methodology

Market Monitoring

Send comments to Carol.
RRG Presentation
SB: Any CCA/IAWG preliminary products would be helpful (e.g. PowerWorld, Grid View)
Survey points in context of white paper topics

