RESPONSES IN RED PROVIDED AT MAY 18, 2011 BPS MEETING



From: Bert Bressers, SPP 
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2011 8:59 AM
Subject: SPP questions
Ed,

SPP wants to ask following questions during BPS meeting before voting.

· Is there a confident level that we can address and resolve the gaming concern SPP has with the Allocation option.  (SPP concern with gaming:  Through merit order file,  getting maximum Firm rights on flow gates in certain direction on system)

1. Tom Mallinger indicated that he feels confident this can be address in the business practices and need to include the merit order, load forecast and reservations/tags.

· Can Nelson Muller make a statement in the BPS Meeting that the credit for re-dispatch issue can be resolved with software logic to the satisfaction of Market.

1. Nelson Muller – yes it can be resolved.  There may be multiple viable options that may require decision which option to choose.  
2. Tom Mallinger - To make a viable option, it need to consider (a) BA’s have 30 minutes to meet their relief obligation according to the market flow threshold field test recommendation to NERC, (b) next hour relief obligations and tag curtailments will not be issued until after 30 minutes BA relief obligation window closes for the current hour, (c) the frequency and/or timing of GTL data exchange under CO 283 may need to be adjusted to accommodate credit for redispatch timing requirements, and (d) the ORS is currently pursuing changes to the tag curtailment timing requirements from 10 to 15 minutes which makes the time when the next-hour curtailments are issued by the IDC critical to implement the curtailments.  

3. Nelson Muller – The next hour tag curtailments are sent out by the IDC no earlier than 35 minutes past the hour.

(THIS HAS BEEN MOVED TO THE PARKING LOT APPLICABLE TO HYBRID OPTION – Item 21)
· For the Allocation option:  When do Market impacts of Markets and GTL impacts of Non-Markets end up in NN6 bucket.

1. Extract from Flowgate Allocation Option Detail

· OATI will then assign the real-time GTL flows and PTP impacts into the correct priority buckets before reporting them to the IDC.

· Where there were no first to be curtailed firm allocations assigned between firm GTL and firm PTP, the firm allocation will be reduced by impacts from firm PTP schedules.  The remainder will then be used to set firm priority of the real-time GTL flows.  If there is more real-time GTL flow than the remainder of the firm allocation, this will be assigned a non-firm curtailment priority (6 NN).

· Where there were first to be curtailed firm allocations assigned between firm GTL and firm PTP, the firm allocation from the higher-of comparison has been split between firm GTL and firm PTP.  This split along with the amount of first to be curtailed firm allocation will be used to assign the priorities of real-time GTL flows and PTP impacts.For both the Allocation option and Hybrid option:    Is there an expectation that the Firm GTL impacts of Non-Markets and Firm Market impacts of Markets  as calculated by IDC Software applying new BPS rules,  will match (within acceptable range) the  Firm GTL impacts of non-markets and Firm impacts of markets as calculated, “granted”  and used by Tariff calculations.   If not why not.  If there is an expectation, how do we accomplish that.

1. This item has been moved to the parking lot (item # 19) since it is not required to select an option.

· If 2 Entities agree through Seams agreements to limit Firm on each others flow gates to a certain level,  how do we incorporate and accomplish that in both hybrid  and allocation option.

1. Added to the parking lot item # 20.
Thanks

Bert

