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via e-mail
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Seams Subcommittee Interested Parties
FROM: 
Bob Schwermann, Chair of WEQ Seams Subcommittee
RE:
Response to Action Item Assigned During February 7, 2007 WEQ Seams Subcommittee Meeting regarding Items 134 & 138
DATE:

March 5, 2007
ITEM 134 & 138:  It was noted that the FERC and the ISOs are currently addressing this item.  Mr. Schwermann stated that this item should also be addressed in the West.  Mr. Schwermann stated that he would consult with the WECC MIS and UFAS to determine if WECC is working to address this item.

I spoke to several people in the WECC including the former chair of the UFAS and several MIS members.  Based on their input I offer the following:  

Item 134 – Unscheduled/Parallel path flow management - Compensation for Parallel Path Flows: The WECC has an Unscheduled Flow Mitigation Procedure which utilizes Phase Shifters as the first line of defense in reducing unscheduled path flows.  The procedure reimburses the owners/operators of the Phase Shifters as they are operated to reduce unscheduled flows.  There is no other payment methodology, or market outside the California ISO.  It is felt that it was probably not feasible and would be difficult to create a west wide market to solve any additional problems associated with unscheduled flows.  Based on the notes stated above, I would suggest that the SEAMS Committee recommend no further action be taken on this issue.

Item 138 – Congestion Management – Congestion Management Market Coordination: at present the only congestion management market model in the WECC is in the California ISO.  UFAS has no plans to address this issue in a western wide initiative, or through a west-wide market.  Coordination of congestion practices is done between the ISO’s and adjacent balancing Authorities such as between BPA and the CAISO.  Based on the notes stated above, I would suggest that the SEAMS Committee recommend no further action be taken on this issue.

