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Listed below is the summary description of changes for the proposed amended Section. Please refer back to the Letter of Notice under the “Attachments to Letter of Notice” section to view the 
actual proposed content changes to the ISO rules. Please place your comments/reasons for position underneath (if any). 
 

ISO Rules Market Participant Comments and/or Alternate Proposal 

Amended 

The AESO is seeking comments from market participants with regard to the 
following matters:  
 
1. Do you agree or disagree with the proposed amendments to amended 

Section 501.10? If you disagree, please provide comments.  

Comment # 1: Maxim Power disagrees with the proposed amendment to Section 7 of AESO rule 501.10 
Transmission Loss Factors.   

The proposed amendment would seek to include in calculations of loss factors data from scenarios where 
the calculation of transmission system losses cannot be determined when one or more of the generators 
for which loss factors are being calculated is notionally removed.   

The impetus for the rule amendment appears to be that the AESO is encountering a large number of cases 
where the calculation of transmission system losses cannot be determined.  

Maxim is concerned that there has been no investigation provided by the AESO into why apparently large 
numbers of the calculations are failing.  Moreover, Maxim is concerned that the AESO has not provided 
any analysis to show if the failures of these calculations are as a result of modelling errors or difficulties 
with solution techniques.   

Testifying on behalf of the AESO in the recent 790 proceeding Dr. Bhuiya  indicates that the calculation 
failures are at least in part related to a voltage issue in the northwest area of the province, particularly in 
the Valleyview area.   

 
Transcripts AUC 790, Vol 2, June 13, 2017 page 238 lines 10 to 25; Q.   Thank you.  Dr. Bhuiya, I have a 

question for you.  Do you have any sense as to why -- and I think earlier we talked about the 10 percent, the 

20 percent in cases not solving, and I'm curious to know if you have a sense as to why the model is not 

solving in the modified Module B method? A.   DR. BHUIYA: I mean, even a few models, few scenarios and 

we checked few of them and in some cases, the voltage issue is the reason.  And whoever is familiar with the 
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AESO's bar system network, they know that the northwest area, especially the Valleyview area, the voltage is 

very sensitive, and that's where we found some issues. Q.   And these reasons they could occur in more than 

one hour; correct? A.   DR. BHUIYA:       That's correct. 

Maxim is also concerned that the AESO has not shown whether the cases which fail to solve are affecting 
the calculation of loss factors for some generators more than others.  Dr. Bhuiya’s testimony indicates at 
least some of the calculation failures are related to issues that are area specific and could affect some 
generators more than others.  

Rather than simply incorporating suspect data Maxim expects the AESO to investigate the reasons for the 
calculation failures and to investigate whether the calculation failures are disproportionately affecting some 
generators over others and to make efforts to resolve any issues that are identified prior to seeking to 
amend its Loss Factor Rule.  

 

 
 


