NOTES

Fifty-first Meeting of the 

COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY PERMANENT ENGINEERING BOARD

with the

ENTITIES

5 February 2003, Vancouver, British Columbia

The meeting was held in the 2nd Floor Auditorium of the BC Hydro Building at 333 Dunsmuir Street in Vancouver, commencing at 10:00 am.  A roster of attendees and the agenda are attached.

During the introductions of participants, Mr. Burpee indicated that Mr. Whelan had not yet been replaced as Chair of the Canadian Section of the Board.  Mr. Wilkerson advised that Mr. Stockton, Chair of the US Section, was unable to attend.  

Introductory Remarks

As Chair of the host Entity, Mr. Bell welcomed attendees to Vancouver and made a few introductory remarks regarding the achievements of the Entities during the previous operating year, ongoing initiatives such as the streamline method and the development of an update to the Principles and Procedures document, and emerging issues such as VARQ, transmission adequacy, and transmission market design and pricing issues in the Pacific Northwest.  

Mr. Bell noted that the Entities have been able to successfully address issues in the past, due in large part to the professionalism of US and Canadian Entity staff who he thanked for their hard work and constructive approach to resolving issues. 

Mr. Wright and General Fastabend echoed Mr. Bell’s sentiments regarding the achievements under the Treaty and the efforts of Entity staff.  

Following the initial round of opening comments by the Entity Chairs, the Chairs of the Operating Committee Chairs Kelvin Ketchum (BC Hydro), Bill Branch (Corps of Engineers) and Rick Pendergrass (BPA) provided some further operational context for the activities and achievements of the operating year in review.  

The Treaty Coordinators, Ken Spafford (BC Hydro) Greg Delwiche (BPA) and Mike White (Corps of Engineers), briefly discussed the implications of evolving environmental policies (such as VARQ) and the challenge of meshing Treaty objectives with emerging values through coordinated action that is able to address concerns on both sides of the border.  Through the creativity of Entity staff, these challenges are being overcome with the use of side agreements.  It was also noted that once the streamline method is implemented, more staff time would be freed up to address these emerging issues. 

Streamline Method

Board Members remarked on the excellent informal session with the Entities' Operating Committee the previous afternoon (February 4), which was organized to discuss the streamline method for preparing the assured operating plans and the determinations of downstream power benefits.  Mr. Burpee summarized the Board’s observations regarding the Entities’ streamline proposal.   

In particular, Mr. Burpee indicated that the Board:

· recognized the need for the change has been precipitated by changes in the electricity industry which make it difficult to obtain data on loads and resources;  

· noted the increasing demands on staff resources, particularly when data is incomplete;

· was satisfied that the development of the streamline method is an evolving and iterative process, and that the Board looked forward to further dialogue with the Entities on the issue;

· was generally satisfied that the proposed streamline method would be consistent with the Treaty, however the Board looked forward to full and detailed documentation of the methodology in a Principles and Procedure document or the AOP/DDPB for review in the future;

· saw no reason to advise the Entities not to proceed with plans to implement the streamline method for the next three AOP/DDPB documents (2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09).  

Other Agenda Items

Entity staff addressed the remaining agenda items by way of a detailed Power Point presentation that summarized Treaty Operations and provided updates or exception reports on existing or emerging issues.  Each Board Member was provided with a copy of the fifty-page Power Point slide deck to aid the discussion. 

The purpose of the presentation was to highlight aspects of the Entities Annual Report on Treaty Operations and to apprise the Board of the status of other evolving issues.    

At the end of the presentation, Board Members congratulated the presenters for their excellent presentations, and the skill of all concerned in keeping to the schedule without compromising presentation quality or limiting the opportunity for further discussion of issues of particular interest to the Board.

The next Board meeting with the Entities was set for February 11, 2004 in Portland.

The meeting adjourned at 2:30 pm.  
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PROPOSED Agenda (Draft -19 Nov 02)

Fifty First Meeting of the

COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY PERMANENT ENGINEERING BOARD

with the

ENTITIES

Wednesday, 5 February 2003, 10:00 a.m. –2:30 p.m.

Vancouver, BC 

 

 

  I.
Introductory Comments / Meeting Objectives: Entities, PEB Chairs
15 minutes

 

 II.
Introductory Comments: CRTOC Chairs

  

10 minutes

III.
Policy Directions/Comments:  CRT Coordinators


10 minutes

 

IV.
Streamlined Methods – Decision for OY 2003



30 minutes
V.
Brief Overview of Operations: 



 
20 minutes    OC Chairs

 

VI.
Exception Reports (1-2 slides each) / Lunch



130 + 30 minutes

NOTE TO ENTITIES:  Recategorize as necessary; use more descriptive titles where appropriate.  Add issues as appropriate.


A.  August 2001-September 2002 Operations

1. Reliability Concerns & Treaty Storage

OC Chairs




2. Fishery Operations



Allan W. & Cindy H.



3. LCA Use





Kelvin K. & Pam K.

4. Libby Operation Plan Update


Cindy H.





5. Entitlement Delivery Issues


Tony W. & Doug R.

6. Spill Test at Libby / VarQ


Bill B. & Cindy H.


Embedded Lunch break at 12:00 in meeting room  - continue meeting at 12:30

B.  Operating Committee Activities – Preparing for the Future

1.  POP Status




Ken S. & Tony W.

2.  Emerging Burbot Issues



Cindy H.

3.  Flood Control Split and Request


OC Chairs

4.  AOP Update Status 



John H. & Tom S.

5.  BiOp related Activities



Cindy H. & Rick P.

C.  Related Activities


1.  Hydromet Committee Update


Eric W.





2.  Non-Treaty Storage Agreements Update (info)
Kelvin K. Tony W., Pam K.



3.  Columbia WUP Update



Allan W.

 

 V.
Question Period






30 minutes 

VI.
Adjourn at 2:30 p.m.
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