1) Granularity of Transmission Service
Parking Lot Item # 19
Flowgate 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?
Status: Open
This item was discussed during the April 11-13, 2011, meeting under the discussion topic “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?” In the meeting the issue was framed as “The granularity of transmission service granted under the OATT will be at the same granularity in the parallel flow visualization calculation in the IDC.” In the April 28-29, 2011, meeting, the subcommittee was asked if anyone wanted to make a motion to include this concept into the Options under consideration. There was no motion to include the concept in the Options. See the April 28-29, 2011 Meeting Minutes, Item 4.
The subcommittee decided to discuss this issue in the FTC/LTC Subgroup. The co-chairs have the expectation that this issue will be developed and some proposal will be brought to the full subcommittee at the next BPS meeting. If no proposal is presented/developed, the issue may be dropped from consideration under the Parallel Flow project scope. (9/13/11)
The Sub Team discussed this issued on their October 05, 2011 Conference Call. The following reflects the discussion:
· Question 1: Is this a NERC Issue or a BPS Issue?
· This discussion led in to a related discussion of the granularity of GTL calculation and what IDC can support and/or will be able to support in future
· Subteam prefers that GTL impact calculation should be more granular that current IDC
· Subteam prefers that BPS should have coordinated discussion and problem solution with NERC IDCWG and/or ORS
· At present, GTL is only considered in the forward direction, however, the net GTL impact should ideally include the net of the forward and reverse (aka counterflow) component. Tags are only considered as unidirectional impact. This treatment of GTL in forward direction only can raise potential equity and operational issue(s)
· Sub team agrees that GTL should be netted, but given the time constraints, we think netting is a large/complex project that deserves consideration as a phase II improvement and/or additional scope. Also consider netting of tags at that point.
· NERC groups can give us decision/guidance of granularity and we can develop business rules that compliment NERC’s guidance
· Comparability issue – PTP and GTL should receive comparable treatment under first to curtail / last to curtail
· SUB TEAM CONCLUDING STATEMENT – Hold coordinated discussions with appropriate NERC groups. BPS to decide on merit of this statement and consider path forward.
· Sub team could not come to a consensus except that we all recognize that this item has critical equity concerns.
· Sub team members who also participate in BPS – will make a motion at BPS to continue discussion or not !!!

