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WestConnect Steering Committee Meeting #53

July 21, 2009

APS Learning Center

Conference Room B

9:00am - 2:00pm MST

Meeting Call-in:  877-857-7026
Conference code:  6023716910

I.
Introductions/Arrangements - All

II.
Determination of a Quorum – Smith  A quorum was present.
III.
Approval of Agenda – All  The following item was added to the agenda:

VII.E.  wesTTrans Executive Committee.  The revised Agenda was approved.  
IV.
Approval of Meeting #52 Notes – Reinhold  The Notes were approved.
V.
Finance Report – Gardanier
The Planning Budget is now under the fixed price revision to the Planning Agreement.  Some additional detail on yearly status has been added to the report.  One invoice is outstanding.

The Steering Committee finances remain under budget.  There will be some catch-up later in the year with website invoices.  Brian needs to begin thinking about next year’s budget and requested any input.  One invoice is outstanding.

There was discussion of the Stakeholder meeting budget line, and the consensus of the Steering Committee was to target a stakeholder meeting for the October/November timeframe, potentially in concert with the WestConnect Annual Planning Workshop.
VI.
NREL Wind Integration Study Update  - Erik Ela 
Erik presented a summary of the wind integration study.  3 scenarios have been run with little variation in results to date, although some sensitivities still need to be analyzed.  NREL is also looking for suggestions on two additional scenarios that could be devised to provide more variation in results and according additional insight into the impact of large penetrations of renewable generation.  NREL will host a Stakeholder Meeting & Webex Conference to communicate the results to date on July 30, in Denver.
VII.
Project Manager's Report - Reinhold

A. Monthly Activities – Reinhold
Reinhold briefly reviewed activity since the June 30 meeting and reviewed future commitments & activities.


B.
Market Enhancement Initiatives



1.
Pricing – Reese
The Pricing Experiment went live on July 1, but there have been no transactions to date.  OATI has done some software enhancements that have reduced transaction reservation query times, but the market remains soft which will continue to limit the economic advantages of non-pancaked transactions.



a.  Billing Agent Agreement

A more formal Billing Agent Agreement is being developed, mainly to document processes between OATI and the RTPs, as well as between customers.  The document is being written for execution by Reinhold on behalf of the RTPs.  Reinhold will seek email approval  for that signature in the next few weeks.

The Steering Committee discussed future status reporting.  Doug was asked to bring up the issue with the Pricing Management Committee again to see if a more formal definition of success metrics can be made.


2.
Virtual Control Area – Avery
Mark’s written status report is attached.

a.  ADI

Three BAs have begun operation within the southern bubble. 

The WECC OPS review revealed no adverse reliability impacts from ADI operations.  The ADI Agreements group will now consider consolidated, single bubble operation.  
b.  DSS

Contract negotiations continue for a DSS contractor.

CAISO has been contacted with information regarding DSS and is showing some interest.
c.  Intra-Hour
The VCAWG will meet by conference call to discuss common regional intra-hour scheduling & reservations rules.


3
Flow Based Market Investigation – Taylor
No report this month.


4.
LGIP – Henrickson
There is no new progress to report since the last WCSC meeting, but Linda sought WCSC input on the scope & direction of the effort.  Linda’s handout materials are attached.
A concern about the breadth of the issues already identified is that addressing all items could take a period of years.  The suggestion is to identify a subset of the issues that can be addressed quickly and target a potential FERC filing near the end of calendar 2009.
Members of the Western Utilities Compliance Group have expressed interest in participating.  WCSC members welcomed additional stakeholder participation, but cautioned that the goal was to create a regional approach to a few key changes and address other items at a later date.
C.
Regional Planning – Harper
FERC issued its Order on the WestConnect TPs’ Attachment K filings.  The WCSC suggested the work group that worked on the original filing reform to determine the exact language for the TPs to use for a compliance filing.
1. FERC Technical Conference Sept 3 in Phoenix
FERC will hold a Technical Conference on Regional Planning in Phoenix on September 3.  Gary suggests WestConnect suggest an agenda format to FERC and have a speaker provide an overview of WestConnect Planning Issues at the conference.  Some believe the second and third topics suggested in the FERC notice (consideration of needs & solutions on a regional basis and adequacy of existing planning processes) will receive greater attention.
It was suggested that WestConnect contact FERC staff to determine their thoughts on makeup of presentations and policies.
D.
Website – Carroll/Reinhold

Website usage reports were recently distributed.  WCSC members were asked to review and provide any comments on content as well as frequency of receiving reports.
E.
wesTTrans Executive Committee

The Executive Committee has not met for several years.  There are some items coming through the Technical Committee that need Executive Committee attention.  Ed Beck and Frank Barbera were most recently in leadership positions with the Committee.  The Committee now needs to be reconstituted and become functional again.  The WestConnect members of the Executive Committee need to reaffirm (or name) their Executive Committee members and work with all wesTTrans members to convene a meeting of the Committee.  Reinhold was asked to get a list of the Executive Members from OATI to assist in the process.  Harper will subsequently work on scheduling an Executive Committee meeting.
VIII.
Joint Initiatives – Reinhold/Avery
DSS and Intra-Hour activities were reported in the VCAWG report.  The I-TAP business case and RFP have been delayed somewhat, but should be completed by the end of July.
IX.
Legal Subcommittee – Reinhold
Legal Subcommittee members are reviewing the Billing Agent Agreement.
X.
Meeting Schedule Attachment 1 – Smith
Next meeting is a conference call, August 18, Noon – 2 p.m. Phoenix time (MST)
XI.
Action Items - Reinhold

· Reinhold to schedule a Stakeholder informational meeting in October/November (potentially in conjunction with the WestConnect Annual Planning Workshop) and develop an agenda.
· All to provide annual budget suggestions to Gardanier.
· Reinhold to poll Pricing Experiment entities for approval to sign Billing Agent Agreement.

· Reese to raise the issue of performance metrics with the Pricing Management Committee.
· Reinhold to contact FERC staff to determine their thoughts on format of Sept. 3 Technical Conference.
· Whisler to lead a work group to develop an Attachment K compliance filing.
· Reinhold to get a list of wesTTrans Executive Committee representatives from OATI.
· Harper to organize a meeting of the wesTTrans Executive Committee.
XII.
Adjournment

Attachment 1

WestConnect Steering Committee Meeting 2009 Schedule
July 21







Phoenix (APS)

August 18






Teleconference
September 15






Reno

October 20






Salt Lake City

November 17






El Paso

December 15






Teleconference

ATTENDANCE:  

	
	Name
	Company
	Phone
	e-mail

	
	In the Room
	
	
	

	1
	Bob Smith
	APS
	602-371-6909
	robert.smith@aps.com

	2
	Brian Gardanier
	APS
	602-250-4733
	brian.gardanier@aps.com

	3
	Kristy Contreras
	APS
	602-250-3055
	Kristy.contreras@aps.com

	4
	Linda Henrickson
	APS
	602-250-1357
	Linda.Henrickson@aps.com

	5
	David Metz
	APS
	602-250-2004
	David.metz@aps.com

	6
	Lindy Fisker
	APS
	602-250-4643
	Lindy.fisker@aps.com

	7
	David Gutierrez
	EPE
	915-543-4083
	dgutierr@epelectric.com

	8
	Steve Keene
	IID
	760-339-9550
	sjkeene@iid.com

	9
	Sheryl Torrey
	NV Energy
	702-402-5888
	storrey@nvenergy.com

	10
	Joe Taylor
	PSCO
	303-571-7426
	Joseph.c.taylor@xcelenergy.com

	11
	Greg Miller
	PNM
	505-241-4570
	Gregory.Miller@pnm.com

	12
	Mark Avery
	SRP
	602-236-3960
	mdavery@srpnet.com

	13
	Laurel Whisler
	SRP
	602-236-3854
	ljwhisle@srpnet.com

	14
	Bruce Evans
	SWTC
	520-586-5336
	bevans@swtransco.coop

	15
	Bill Darmitzel
	TEP
	520-745-3422
	bdarmitzel@tep.com

	16
	Doug Reese
	TSGT
	303-254-5676
	dreese@tristategt.org

	17
	Charles Reinhold
	WestConnect
	208-253-6916
	reinhold@globalcrossing.net

	18
	Erik Ela
	NREL
	303-384-7089
	Erik.ela@nrel.gov

	
	
	
	
	

	
	On the Phone
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	19
	Jim McMorran
	NV Energy
	775-834-4640
	jmcmorran@nvenergy.com 

	20
	Erik Hansen
	NV Energy
	775-834-3893
	EHansen@SPPC.com

	21
	Craig Cameron
	SMUD
	916-732-5363
	CCamero@smud.org

	22
	John Dalessi
	TANC
	916-852-1673
	jdalessi@navigantconsulting.com

	23
	Dave Shelton
	WAPA
	801-524-4012
	shelton@wapa.gov

	24
	Gabe Aguilera
	FERC
	202-502-8489
	Gabriel.aguilera@ferc.gov


WestConnect Steering Committee Meeting  

July 21, 2009

VCAWG  Report

ADI  

Using ADI: APS; PS Colorado (Xcel), SRP
NVE: 
scheduled to connect October, 2010.
PNM: 
reinstalling the ADI code into the production system. Revised target date for end of July. 
TEP:
Scheduled to go into production end of July, 2009. ADI implementation fix required.
WECC OPS ADITF conclusions (see attachment)  June 18 -19:

· The analysis demonstrated no adverse impact to reliability of the interconnection when ADI operates in the single bubble configuration.  The analysis included actual and simulated ACE data which had very similar results.

· The analysis indicated that ADI impacted inadvertent flows by 10 percent or less.  The additional inadvertent created ranges from +/- 0-2% of the actual path flows.

· The Task Force Members have concerns that ADI cannot be suspended for reliability purposes by non-ADI participants.

The ADI OC has tentatively agreed to single bubble operations following release of Versify ADI Tool.  No date set for Single Bubble Ops.  The Agreement Group conference call tomorrow, July 22 to reach consensus and fix date for Single Bubble Operations. 

Versify tool  training for ADI Participants to use the ADI Tracking/Reporting Tool. 

Webex training sessions July 23rd, 10 am (Pacific) and, July 30th 10 am (Pacific).  

Production access for participants will begin July 24, following training. 

DSS

Contract  negotiations continue.   

Kyle Hoffman at CAISO has show some interest in DSS.  Integrating DSS into the transmission market may be tricky (my opinion).  Kyle has referred the issue to their Interchange Scheduling group. 

Intra-hour 

VCAWG Conference Call Scheduled for Thursday July 23, 13:30 MST.  This call is for the purpose of defining a WestConnect policy recommendation for intra-hour scheduling of energy and transmission.   

Intra-hour scheduling and transmission sales Criterion being requested of WECC is currently posted for comments at WECC. Questions concerning WECC scope, committee assignment, etc.  Criterion calls for Exigent Circumstance in which a PSE/LSE may request an emergency action prior to RC alert level.

Mark Avery,  July 21, 2009    
[image: image1.emf]ADI_OC_Rev2.ppt
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LGIP Reform Work Group Meeting
7/29/09
APS CHQ Bldg. — Conf. Room 2N
400 N. 5 Street
Phoenix, AZ
9:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

Conference Number 1-866-699-3239
Access Code 20067800

Agenda:
Introductions
Steering Committee Guidelines
Review Area’s for Potential LGIP/LGIA Reform
Prioritize Area’s for Potential LGIP/LGIA Reform
» Critical (can’t go forward)
o Important (good to have)
s Enhancement (nice to have)
Identify Area’s that can be Implemented Quickly

Develop Action Plan

Open Discussion Items:

Action Plan

Next Meeting



[image: image3.png]BUSINESS VALUE:

1) Meet business objectives which should be associated to CSI’s;

2) Mitigate priority gaps;

3) Estimate metrics for how much productivity will be achieved, costs saved, satisfaction
results increased, etc. These metrics can be “guestimates”, but will need to be refined if
the idea is selected for additional scoping.

PROBABILITY FOR IMPLEMENTATION SUCCESS:
1) Ease of implementation;

2) Cost;

3) Availability of resources;

4) Schedule; ;

5) Probability for acceptance;

6) Number of functional areas affected.

“Just Do It” implies that the candidate improvement ideas are of such high value and
have such a high probability of success that a formal business case and project schedule
may not be required. Do what you need to get these candidate improvement ideas into
production quickly.

“Projects” implies that the project team will probably need to build a good business case
to get the candidate improvement ideas approved and will need to carefully plan the
implementation to ensure success. Expect that some of these ideas will not be approved.

“Quick Hitters” implies that the team should move forward with candidate improvement
ideas, but they are not a high priority. “Quick Hitters” should be combined and
implemented with formal projects or “just Do It” candidates that have similar
characteristics
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[image: image5.png]WestConnect LGIP Reform Work Group
WestConnect Activity Coordination Meeting (Internal APS)

Scope of Work Group

1. Identify LGIP/LGIA sections that need to be changed

2. Draft identical/consistent language for those sections

3. Jurisdictional utilities to incorporate those section into their individual LGIP’s
and coordinate filing at FERC

4. Identify what Non-jurisdictional utilities can do to support filing

Goals/Guidelines to Work Under

1. Integrate planning and interconnection request study processes (within
utilities and regional)

2. Create more certainty for Transmission Provider and Interconnection

customer (study timeframes, interconnection costs)

Speed up, simplify and standardize the process.

Evaluatequeues (determine which interconnectors are most likely to proceed

and identify customers that submit multiple interconnection requests)

5. Expedite process for interconnection customers that are ready to move

forward (those with PPA, site control, financing)

Reduce Re-studies

Better alignment of interconnection requests and transmission service request

studies.

Hw

N o

Areas of LGIP that need to be reformed:
1. Deposits (should they be increased, how to handle interest and withdrawal)
2. Network vs. Energy Interconnections (should we better define, should we
offer both?)
3.  Eliminate Feasibility Studies Windows for accepting Interconnection request
applications
Windows for queues for clustering (should these be standard?)
Variations on sanctity of queue positions (should we fast track and how
~should that look)
Site control (need to better define and determine at what point is required)
Optional studies (should we keep them?)
Study times (should these be extended, standardized?)
Notifications to customers (define requirements, should this be eliminated,
how to give estimate when you don't know)
10. Modification to Interconnection requests (what modifications are allowed
and at what point are they permitted)
11. Facilities Study - eliminate +/- 10 to 20% option (customer pays actual, so
why set expectation)

SRS

© 0N o



[image: image6.png]12.
13.
14.
15,
16.

17.

Who does study work (should it include option to let customer do study, TP
perform study or hire consultant)

Confidentiality (do we need to further define confidentiality rules for
sharing information with consultants and affected systems)

Grandfathering of existing interconnection requests prior to reformed LGIP
Affected systems (how to identify, how do they get paid for work; etc.)
Eliminating phasing provisions (determine when it is ok to use phasing
provisions and when it should be separate applications)

Revision of definitions as appropriate

Areas of LGIA that need to be reformed:

1.
2.

3.
4,

No suspension of in-service date

No alternate option for construction (allows customer to build if TP is not
able to complete by requested time)

Draft standard engineering and procurement agreement 1/0
Transmission credits for affected systems (define how this should be
handled)

Action Plan/Recommendations

1.

2.

3.

Divide the identified areas of the LGIP/LGIA into categories to be discussed at
later meetings — post agenda items on WestConnect web site.

Meetings will be held every three weeks — the first meeting to be held the last
week in July.

The first meeting notice will be forwarded by the utilities to all generators
currently in their queues and generators that participate in SWAT to invite
them to the meeting and to notify them to check the WestConnect web site
for continuing information on the work group including future meetings and
agendas.

Recommend that a sub-work group be formed to make recommendations on
LGIP study issues.
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ADI Technical Analysis Task Force Report

Fred LeBlanc

OPS Chair



WECC OC Meeting

Salt Lake City, UT

June 18-19, 2009







Task Force Objectives

		Identify reliability risks

		Investigate the credibility of these reliability risks

		Task Force Members:

		Rich Bauer (IPC)		Ron Schellberg (IPC)

		Greg Van Pelt (CISO)		Rich Hydzik (AVA)

		Don Pape (VRCC)		Mark Willis (SMUD)

		Ken Silver (LDWP)		John Tolo (TEPC)

		Mike McGowan (NWMT)	Nick Saber (WAPA)

		Steve Ashbaker (WECC) 	Glenn Rounds (PG&E)









ADI Background

ADI stands for Area Control Error (ACE) Diversity Interchange.

ADI is the pooling of individual Area Control Errors (ACE) to take advantage of are control error diversity (sign differences associated with the momentary generation/load imbalances of each balancing area).







ADI Background

		OPS was requested by the OC to review ADI Operation to determine if it adversely impacted the reliability of the Interconnection.

		OPS formed a Task Force to review ADI’s impact on reliability.  TF  members were from ADI Utilities and those expressing reservations about ADI.









ADI Analysis Program

		An 18 bus model using WECC Basecase impedances was used to calculate impacts to the major WECC Paths.  Actual ACE data was used in addition to simulated ACE data.
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Start Time: 0:00:00 Elapsed Time:
# of Hours: 48:00:00



Current Time: 0:00:00 Display: ResultsFlow
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ADI ADI Multi C4 C5 Zone MW ADI Multi
Circuits Flow Flow Flow -33 -7 1 Portland 51.4 -2.9 0.0
(i=1,n) MW MW MW 2 Seattle 12.6 -2.2 0.0



1 Sea-Port I5 -4 -3 0 C2 C6 3 eWA 6.5 0.0 0.0
2 Cascade North 17 1 0 17 18 4 BC -40.2 -1.5 0.0
3 Cascade South 1 -3 -1 5 Montana 16.9 -2.9 0.0
4 Canada-NW West -33 -1 0 6 Utah 5.7 -1.5 0.0
5 Canada-NW East -7 0 0 C1 C3 C13 C8 7 Idaho 2.0 -1.5 0.0
6 Mont-NW 18 -2 -1 -4 1 0 3 8 Reno 5.3 -1.5 0.0
7 Mont-PACE 1 0 0 C14 9 Wyo 18.5 0.0 0.0
8 Mont-ID 3 0 0 -5 10 Colo 9.2 -1.5 -5.8
9 Utah-ID 6 1 -1 C11 C7 11 Fcorn 0.0 0.0 0.0



10 ID-NW South 11 -2 -1 0 1 12 Nmex 31.3 -1.5 -5.8
11 ID-NW Mid 0 0 0 13 Arizona -26.5 18.2 17.3
12 JDay-Malin 49 -8 -1 C12 14 Nevada -12.0 -1.5 -5.8
13 ID-NW eWA 0 0 0 49 C15 15 San Diego -19 0 0 0 0 0
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Conclusions

		The analysis demonstrated no adverse impact to reliability of the interconnection when ADI operates in the single bubble configuration.  The analysis included actual and simulated ACE data which had very similar results.

		The analysis indicated that ADI impacted inadvertent flows by 10 percent or less.  The additional inadvertent created ranges from +/- 0-2% of the actual path flows.

		The Task Force Members have concerns that ADI cannot be suspended for reliability purposes by non-ADI participants.
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