
Parking Lot
1. All tags and all imputed tags internal to the BA (using NITs or Point to Point) will have their curtailment impacts determined in the IDC using a Generation to Load Calculation.  This applies to the interim solution as well as change order 310.  It needs to be determined if this is functionality is needed in the Tag All Non-Firm option.
2. Should BPS establish an alternate option – i.e. introduce the current prioritization methodologies outlined in the TSP’s current tariffs into the PFV for production (on an interim basis until the larger complicated issues are resolved) to allow the PFV to be used once the necessary testing is complete? Would this provide RC’s the reliability tool they are looking for and TSPs the interim tool to properly and equitably address the NOI issue raised by FERC? (see http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps042811w9.pdf)

3. Is the current BPS approach delaying the resolution of the FERC NOI issues? How are the NOI issues currently being addressed? (see http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps042811w9.pdf)

4. Is the requirement of “honoring your neighbors’ constraints” a policy issue that cannot be solely addressed at NAESB, and will necessarily need to be raised at FERC? Further, is this concern sufficiently addressed by the NERC MOD Standards? (see http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps042811w9.pdf)

5. Depending upon the prioritization method proposed, will the current implementation of the PFV flow impact calculation (Gen to total BA load vs. native and transfer impacts) result in an equitable single “impact” calculation? (see http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps042811w9.pdf)

6. Is it appropriate for BPS to design a tool and standard that pre-supposes the elimination of the CMP prior to this proposal being submitted to FERC (by the markets) and for all parties to raise their concerns in the FERC forum? (see http://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_bps042811w9.pdf)
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