ROS report for TAC meeting on November 6th 2003

……………………..OGRR’s………………………

	OGRR NUMBER
	139OGRR
	OGRR Title
	Black Start Back Up Communication Facility Criteria


	4A.1(b), Verifying Communications

Adds new Section 4.6.5, Emergency Back Up Communication Facilities Criteria 


………….….ROS Activities - Highlights…………………

ERCOT Compliance 

ERCOT Compliance discussed a draft Event Investigation Process which they developed.  The process defines the roles of ERCOT Compliance, ERCOT Operations, and involved Market Participants as well as coordination that must exist between all parties during an investigation of a significant event that occasionally occurs involving the ERCOT Transmission System and Generating Units.  The process document includes a list of defined “Significant Events”.  A motion was made that the ROS endorse the Event Investigation Process as presented.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote.  The ROS discussed who in ERCOT reports events to the NERC, DOE, and PUCT.  The ROS agreed that the PUCT Reporting Procedures have not changed.  The OWG was asked to review and/or develop NERC/DOE Reporting Procedures for consistent reporting of applicable events.  

Nov 20th Special ROS meeting Agenda

The ROS discussed the agenda for the second day of the two day meeting in November There was a considerable amount of discussion on whether the August 7th Rio Grande Valley loss of load/generation event should be discussed on November 20th or postponed to a following meeting.  It was agreed that this event will be used by ERCOT Compliance and Operations as a “test” in using the new Event Investigation Process.  The ROS agreed on an agenda for the November 20th ROS Meeting.  A clear and brief summary of the lessons learned

for each event will be developed and provided to the Market. 

 November 20 Special ROS Meeting Agenda

1) May 15 event

a) SPWG report(This will be discussed on the 19th), discussion of transmission line relay misoperation and corrective actions (distributed to ROS by November 6, 2003)

b) ERCOT Compliance / Oncor discussion of generator trips and corrective actions (if applicable)

i) Comanche Peak

ii) Wolf Hollow

iii) Venus

iv) Parker

v) De Cordova

vi) Changes needed to make coordination of underfrequency generator protection with underfrequency relays an enforceable compliance issue

c) ERCOT discussion of ERCOT’s AGC trip and corrective actions (if applicable)

d) ERCOT discussion of why responsive reserve was not fully deployed and corrective actions (if applicable)

e) ERCOT Compliance / TDSP discussion of underfrequency load shedding non-compliance and corrective actions

i) Austin Energy

ii) BEPC

iii) Bryan Texas Utilities

iv) City Public Service of San Antonio

v) Oncor

vi) STEC

vii) Magic Valley

viii) Texas New Mexico

f) ERCOT discussion of ICCP and RTU data transmittal problem and corrective actions (if applicable)

2) August 7 Loss of Load / Generation Event in Rio Grande Valley

a) ERCOT / AEP description of transmission system event

b) ERCOT Compliance / Generator discussion of generator trips and corrective actions (if applicable)

3) Discussion of follow up process on lessons learned (brief readable clear summary) and any recommendations.

4) Action items 

Oncor Northeast Congestion Study SPSs ( this discussion took up most of the meeting)

Lee Westbrook discussed the Northeast Congestion Study performed by Oncor that proposes the use of several SPSs.  The elements of the overall plan were discussed and Westbrook noted that the WMS had discussed the plan at length.  The solutions that were found to be effective in addressing the overloads were reviewed.  The ROS discussed the differences between a SPS and a Contingency Response Plan (CRP).  Westbrook also discussed the sequence of SPS actions for various contingencies and scenarios in detail.  The need for a possible exit strategy for the proposed SPSs was also discussed.  There is no defined exit strategy for this SPS but would be at least three years away due to the need for construction/ upgrade of transmission lines.  Westbrook described why a dynamic analysis was not performed and noted that Oncor did not believe it was needed under these circumstances and scenarios.  The impact of load level on these SPSs was also discussed.  It was suggested that the number of CSCs and Congestion Zones and the implementation of this plan (use of SPSs) were only very loosely linked.  The ROS discussed the need for ERCOT to communicate effectively with SPP related to the tripping of the East DC Tie.

The ROS discussed the procedure for approving a proposed SPS.  As part of the review on a reliability/technical basis, input from the SPWG was not solicited due apparently to time constraints. It was noted that the SPWG Procedures state the SPWG shall support ERCOT by providing the technical assistance required for these reviews.  The ROS discussed.  The SPWG was asked to review the proposed SPSs and make a recommendation related to their implementation.  Westbrook agreed to provide the SPWG with required documentation.  The SPWG will have a special meeting to address if they receive enough information to conduct the review.  Cory Allen was asked to provide a status report of the SPWG review at the November 19th ROS Meeting.  A motion was made that the ROS direct the DWG to review the Oncor Northeast ERCOT Congestion Study Report, comment on the report, and determine whether dynamics studies should be run on the proposed SPSs.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote.  The ROS discussed whether an exit strategy should be required before the SPS is endorsed and approved. Darnell will ask Ken Donohoo to determine which SPSs in ERCOT need an exit strategy and report to the ROS at the November 19th-20th ROS Meeting.

Dynamics Working Group (DWG) 

A motion was made  that the ROS approve the ERCOT Transient Voltage Security Criteria Development Report (Part I) as presented as a recommendation by the DWG to the Regional Planning Groups.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote.  The ROS discussed where the document should reside prior to being included in the Operating Guides.  The DWG has started working on Part II of the transient voltage security criteria.  Part II of this project includes investigation of the effect of generators’ transient voltage performance and operating criteria on transient voltage security.   

