WestConnect Flow Base Work Group

Flow Base Experiment

Meeting #2

December 3, 2008, 8:30 am to 2 pm MST

502 South 2nd Avenue

Phoenix, Arizona

Call-In:  866-844-0636  Meeting ID is 2501110

(Lunch will be provided)

Proposed Agenda:

1.
Introduction and Meeting Logistics:  Attendees:


Joe Taylor, Bob Staton, Steve Owen, Tim Woolley (phone) (Xcel Energy)


Jason Spitzkoff (APS)


Chuck Falls, Wendy Weathers, Laurel Whisler (SRP)


Bob Easton (WAPA)


Ryan Wilson, Sheryl Torrey (NV Energy)


Charlie Reinhold (phone) (WestConnect)


Mark Graham (phone) (Tri-State)


Paul Arnold (phone) (Columbia Grid)

2.
Presentations (presenters can decide what order; there will be a projector to show your power points).

· TOT 5 (Easton):  Bob presented results of 2006-September 2008.  Schedules and actual flows on TOT5 track very close to each other in general, and are for the vast majority of time well under the path’s OTC (which is static at 1,680 MW with ALIS).  Significant discussion ensued as many were surprised that this path was so underutilized.  As a result, there is significant non-firm ATC during most seasons; however, there is no firm ATC on the path, as the TTC was historically allocated as the TOT was constructed and is used as a contract path for generation ownership and long-term PPAs.  One thing Bob is going to check is to make sure his scheduling information is west-east only (the direction of the path rating) and, if it is instead net, to either revise the results or determine if the netting is significant (which he does not believe it is).

· Southern Nevada (Wilson):  Bryan presented the results of three paths in to the Las Vegas load pocket.   The results show that schedules and actual flows are significantly less than TTC, that non-firm ATC exists during all seasons, and firm ATC exists as well.  This is the result of some upgrades and generation construction over the past few years.  This path will no longer be considered a candidate for the experiment.

· Phoenix Area (Falls):  Chuck presented results of three paths in Arizona for the month of May 2008; the Palo Verde transmission system (PVTS), Coronado-Silverking, etc.  The net schedules were compared to path limits.  Net schedules reasonably tracked flows.  Jason indicated that if west-east schedules only were used, the story would be different.   We discussed if non-firm ATC was being offered and sold based on net schedules; APS thought it was and SRP thought it might not be.  Chuck is going to re-run numbers for the summer season using schedules in the constrained direction (west to east) as well as counter schedules and net.  Chuck was also asked if he could break out PV-WW from Jojoba-Kyrene schedules and flows.

· TOT 3 (Easton):  Bob provided some preliminary information he had created for TOT3 (Wyoming to Colorado interface).  The information provided appears to show this path could have promise for the experiment, but Bob needs to look into the data more first.

3.
Free flow of ideas about the Presentations and the Experiment (all)

· Characteristics that make a path a good candidate:  Paths that are not constrained on a firm basis not good candidates.  Paths with large amounts of non-firm ATC regularly available probably not as well.  Paths that have little future commercial value also of limited value.  Paths with potential:  No firm ATC, limited amounts of non-firm ATC, commercial paths.
· Other paths to study?  Each party will have this for a homework assignment, based on the above criteria (you know it when you see it?)
· ATC calculation methodology

· How is short-term ATC developed?  Can a party use more than one of the three NERC-approved ATC methodologies? Not on the same path, at least.  There are other restrictions as well that we need to look at, but we have recognized this, that we have to ask NERC for a waiver.

· How would it change if a flow-base method is used?  Would the flow base product be curtailed before or after service made available on contract path methodology?

· Would ATC be posted differently?  Possibly a different “product” would be created, though there is concern about having to make tariff revisions (FERC filings).

· Hourly non-firm only?  Or longer terms?  Off-peak non-firm, if available in greater amounts on a path, may form the basis to purchase the output of a wind farm and avoid substantial transmission investment – wind would be curtailed when ATC goes to zero which would occur usually on-peak.  WAPA offers long-term non-firm that can be purchased on an annual basis, for on-peak only, off-peak only or full period, with different prices based on the product purchased.  Paid for with reservation (demand charge).  Curtailments are credited back in some cases to the customer.

4.
Summarize the Day’s activities/action items

· Discuss applicability of Business Case

· Action Items and Assignments to Members

· Taylor:  Post presentation materials on WestConnect website.

· All:  Review your system for applicable paths to study

· Easton:  Ensure TOT5 schedules were west-east only (if it makes a difference).

· Easton:  Further refine TOT3 analysis

· Easton/Reinhold:  Reserve meeting room at McCarron airport for Jan 15.

· Falls:  Refine PVTS by providing figures for June-August with west-east only schedules, east-west and net schedules.

· Staton:  Discuss software/programming issues with OATI.

· Next Meetings/Conference Calls

· January 15:  Meeting in Las Vegas, 8 am to noon

· February 3:  Conference call, 10 am to noon MST

· February 18:  Meeting in Phoenix or Reno:  10 am – 2 pm MST

· Adjourn:  1 pm
