Subcommittee Co-Chair (Ed Skiba) Meeting Summary – March 8-9, 2011 (Draft)

1. The February 22, 2011 and February 28, 2011 Meeting Minutes were approved.  It was noted that James Culliton is working on a plan to catch up on the backlog of BPS meeting minutes.  A suggestion offered was that someone other than the co-chairs run the webcast and document the minutes in the agenda as we go along.  This will be considered for the April meeting.

2. Ed Skiba suggested that the subcommittee talk through the details of what were the alternatives for two-tier curtailment and seams agreement.  The bulk of the first day was spent on developing alternatives for requiring coordination with external entities when evaluating and providing transmissions service and to address curtailment priorities of existing approved transmission service (How to treat the transmission service that was provided before/without coordination).   Three alternatives were discussed along with the potential impacts for selecting each alternative.
a. Should NAESB have requirement to have seams agreements that honor external constraints when providing transmission service (PTP and Network) for all entities; or
b. Should there be standards developed by NERC and NAESB to mandate honoring external constraints for providing transmission service (PTP and Network); or
c. Should there be a two tier approach that provides incentive to have seams agreements that honor external constraints when providing transmission service (PTP and Network).
The full document is posted at http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps030811a3.doc 

In a non-binding straw poll the IGO segment preferred option (c) while others preferred option (b).  The second choice across all segments was option (a).

3. The subcommittee identified a number of other topics that require further consideration before an option can be selected.  The topics include:
a. What will be in the Seams Agreements and who you have to have agreement with? 

b. Two-Tier Curtailment for subordinate treatment for flows in excess of allocation

c. Credit for Redispatch

d. Impact of NITS on Parallel Flow Visualization – If a resource has firm rights does it automatically have firm rights for the entire/whole load of TSP Load?

e. What will be minimum requirements for Business Practices in lieu of seams agreement (Option 2) – What NERC Standards will come into play/impacted?

The document containing the topics is posted at: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps030811a2.doc 

4. The subcommittee began discussion on the topic “What will be in the Seams Agreement and who you have to have agreement with?”  The paper being developed by the group is posted at: http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps030811a4.doc. The subcommittee will continue discussing this document when it meets on April 11-13.
5. There was general agreement to hold sending the two-tier curtailment work paper to the Executive Committee and the Managing Committee until the topics listed under item 3 above have been discussed.  Based on how the discussions are heading it is unclear whether the BPS would support a two-tier curtailment process.  The subcommittee needs to be sure on what it is requesting from the Executive Committee and Managing Committee so that it does not need to go back multiple times or request input on a direction that the BPS may not take.
6. The subcommittee agreed that the topic discussions would work better during face-to-face meetings.  As a result the following changes were made to the BPS meeting calendar:
a. March 17th Conference Call – Cancelled

b. March 29th Conference Call – Cancelled

c. April 11 (1:00 – 5:00 EDT) – Added to the April 12-13 meeting

d. April 28 (9:00 – 5:00 EDT) and April 29 (9:00 – 12:00 EDT) – New, tentatively hosted by Duke, Charlotte NC

e. May 17th (9:00 – 5:00 CDT) – Added to the May 18-19 meeting 
