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Progress Tracker

Topic Schedule
Transmission Availability
Definition of “buckets” Jan 6 — Feb 22
Types of transmission made available Jan 11- Mar 10
Transmission overlap or RSE Jan 11- Feb 17
Third party reserved transmission Jan 11- Mar 10
How unused transmission can be made available Jan 11- Mar 3
Utilization of transmission internal EDAM entity network Jan 11- Mar 3
Timing and Duration
Timing and duration transmission is made available Feb 1-17
Transmission Unavailability
Consequences if available in EDAM but not in RT Feb 3- Mar 3
Reliability or cost allocation concerns Feb 3-17
Compensation
Compensation of transmission made available Feb 3-22
Congestion Rent Allocation
Congestion rent allocated between BAAs Feb 3-Mar 3
Distribution of congestion rent from BAA to LSE/customers Feb 3-Mar 3
External Resource Participation
Facilitation of Intertie bidding/external resource participation Feb 24 — Mar 1

Proposed Specific Discussion Topics Coming Up:
2/22: EDAM — Bucket 2 Transfers and Legacy Agreement Timing and Roles
2/24 and 3/1: Intertie Bidding, including discussion of costs, revenue sharing and process

3/3: Use of CAISO Transmission and Internal EDAM Entity Transmission
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Weekly Discussion

February 15

Scope Items Discussed: EDAM Transmission — Bucket 1 and 3 Transfers
Presenters: Milos Bosanac — CAISO

Discussion:

The objective of this meeting was to continue the discussion on EDAM transmission transfers that are
bucket 1 and bucket 3. Milos Bosanac from the CAISO shared several examples of transfer transmission
rights for bucket 1 and 3. Examples include EDAM BAA to EDAM BAA as well as non-EDAM BAA imports
and exports to EDAM BAA.

Milos’s presentation covered EDAM transfer transmission rights for bucket 1 and bucket 3 transmission.
The presentation is posted on the EDAM working group #2 webpage. There was discussion around the
following topics:

e Bucket 1 transmission characteristics

e Bucket 1 transfers between EDAM entity areas

e No bucket 1 transmission between EDAM entity and non-EDAM areas
e Bucket 1 transmission examples

Stakeholders had the opportunity to ask Milos clarifying questions as well as questions regarding the
design characteristics around bucket 1 transfers. There were several questions on which buckets
unused OATT transmission products would fall under. The response was it would depend on the
situation and more examples to explore more scenarios will be included in the discussion of Bucket 2.

Conclusion
Milos was able to get through bucket 1 transmission examples, and will continue next meeting with
bucket 3 transmission examples.

February 17
Scope Items Discussed: EDAM Transmission — Bucket 1 and 3 Transfers
Presenters: Milos Bosanac — CAISO

Discussion:

The objective of this meeting was to continue the discussion on EDAM transmission transfers in bucket 1
and bucket 3. Milos started with a recap on bucket 1 transfers and answered any remaining questions,
then started the discussion on bucket 3 transfers.

Milos’s presentation covered EDAM transfer transmission rights for bucket 1 and bucket 3 transmission.
The presentation is posted on the EDAM working group #2 webpage. There was discussion around the
following topics:

e Bucket 3 transmission characteristics

e Bucket 3 transmission between EDAM areas
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e No bucket 3 transmission between EDAM areas and non-EDAM areas
e Bucket 3 transmission examples
e Making bucket 3 transmission available to market if it was not used in EDAM

Stakeholders had the opportunity to ask Milos clarifying questions as well as questions regarding the
design characteristics around bucket 3 transfers. Milos covered some of the sources of transmission
that fall into bucket 3.

Conclusion:
Milos was able to recap bucket 1, and walk stakeholders through bucket 3 examples. Next week the
discussion on bucket 2 will continue.



