PARALLEL FLOW VISUALIZATION ASSIGNMENTS


Phase 1 - What non-firm transmission usage is presently excluded or misidentified from TLR priority 
Scope for consideration

· This is non-firm network usage (6-NN) – (Jim Busbin)
· For non-market it will be non-designated resources (Jim Busbin)
· For the markets need to identify what would fall into this category (Tom Mallinger/Cathy Wesley)
· Need to take into consideration that parts of a unit can be designated where other parts are not.  (Steve Sanders/Blaine Erhardt) 
· Presently the gen-to-load impact calculation (for firm) is based on a static set of generator and load data.

· Will have more “real time” generator output data.

· MW output from the unit that is associated with a tag needs to be decremented by tag amount (will get the appropriate priority as defined by the tag).

· Impacts on FGs from DNR MWs are currently considered firm.

· Impacts on FGs from the non-DNR MWs would be NN-6 (serving network load from non-DNR).

· Portions of generators can be undesignated, regardless of tagged transactions occurring at the time, and that portion would not be considered as priority 7FN in the NNL calculation.
· Resource can be designated/undesignated on an hourly basis  (some may allow un-designation on less than an hour basis)  (Steve Sanders/Blaine Erhardt)
· Under FERC’s Order 890, a network resource designation can be changed on short intervals.  Transmission Providers are required to allow designations at the minimum term that they provide Firm Point-to-Point service (i.e. if the Transmission Provider’s minimum term of Firm Point-to-Point is Daily, then a generator can be designated on as short as on a daily basis.)  Some Transmission Providers have included Hourly Firm Point-to-Point as a transmission offering under their OATT, and therefore, network resource designations for some systems can occur on an hourly basis.  Under FERC’s Order 890 rules, there is no minimum term for un-designations.  (Order 890 at ¶ 1583).
· Even though there is no minimum term for un-designations, there is a practical granularity to reflect the un-designations.  For example, if the minimum ATC postings are hourly, and the un-designation of a network resource within that hour impacts the posted ATC, the ATC will be reduced for a minimum of an hour even for a 5 minute un-designation.   Therefore, this similar timing issue needs to be addressed in the TLR implementation.

Note the ESS/ITS is working on designation and un-designation of resources.  If there is anything we need to bring to them, this would be done now.  Designation and un-designation will need to be done on OASIS.

· Need to consider what is being done under the 890 work by the NERC ATC Drafting Team (Andy Rodriquez is the NERC point person).  The ATC group is working on the impacts of designating/undesignating resources on ATC Calculations. (Cathy Wesley)
· Need to consider wind farms, co-generators (Qualifying Facilities) (Tom Mallinger/Charles Yeung)
· Does there need to be a size limit  (Was the size limit previously based on modeling limitations,  there may be some size limits for behind the meter generators)  (Steve Sanders/Blaine Erhardt)
· Presently, in the current TLR per-generator method:

· Size limit is 20 MW of aggregate modeled capacity at a bus.

· GLDF must be greater than or equal to the Curtailment Threshold (5%).

· Probably not any current justification for continuing the 20 MW size limit due to modeling limitations.

· There is a practical justification for a size limit, and size limit for behind the meter units should be established to clearly identify units to be included.  Various Transmission Providers have different thresholds under their OATT for behind the meter generation, and some may be as low as in the 100’s of KW.
· Some small units may not presently be modeled (behind the meter or netted with load).  Depending upon the threshold, additional units may need to be added to the power flow models.
· If behind the meter units are excluded, there will there be an incentive to label units as behind the meter.
· Practical size limit choice may be influenced by requirements and criteria for the models that are developed and used.
· Intra BA transactions (Jim Busbin)
· Some entities are not FERC jurisdictional and may/may not have a tariff (may need to identify firm/non-firm or equivalent to designation for non-jurisdictional) (Tom Mallinger/Kathy York)
· A generator does not know if it has been declared as designated (Steve Sanders/Blaine Erhardt)
· Transmission Providers make designations and maintain status of networks resources that are so designated.  Generator owners do not necessarily know if off-taker Network Customer has designated the unit.  Information regarding status of network resource designations will need to come from the Transmission Providers.
· How does conditional firm impact (could have 6CF in one control area and 7FN in sink control area) (Steve Sanders/Blaine Erhardt)
· Under FERC’s Order 890, an external network resource can be designated even though the long-term Point-to-Point transmission service in the external BA is conditional firm and therefore can be priority 6CF at times.
 
· Once the required OASIS and tagging tool changes are in place, the 6CF priority of the long-term Point-to-Point tagged transmission service will be visible; provided that the external unit’s transmission service is tagged (may need to consider the pseudo-tied scenario).
· Unless the tags associated with conditional firm service for external network resources are specifically identified and carved out (which doesn’t appear to be the case), the priority of the transaction will be the lowest priority on the path; i.e. 6CF, and will be curtailed at the 6CF priority, even though the unit is considered to be a network resource in the sink BA.
· The generator would be considered firm internal to the sink BA at all times by the Transmission Provider based upon its network resource designation; however unless it is pseudo-tied in, it will not be included in the BA NNL calculation (confirm).
· Therefore, if the impact of the transaction on the Constrained Facility or Flowgate is due to the tagged transaction, the priority will be determined by the current status of the conditional firm service (7F or 6CF).  Need to ensure that there isn’t an overlap where both the tag and the NNL could include the same unit. 

Action Items:
· Contact ESS/ITS group to let them know what we are considering

· Contact ATC Drafting Team to let them know what we are considering

· Contact Andy Rodriquez about what we are doing so that he can discuss within the appropriate drafting teams as needed
· Start to identify how the non-firm usage will captured/classified as non-firm.

� Conditional firm point-to-point service is allowed to qualify as firm service that supports the designation of network resources imported from other control areas.  It is appropriate to allow conditional firm service to support the designation of network resources because the conditional firm option only affects the transmission of the resource to the network, not the interruptibility of the generating resource itself.  Also, conditional firm service satisfies FERC’s requirement for the delivery of the resource to the network to be non-interruptible because such transmission service is curtailable only for specific reliability reasons, not economic reasons.  (Order 890 at ¶ 1091)
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