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· Line Data

· Ownership – ERCOT reiterated to TOs the need for co-owners of jointly owned transmission lines to coordinate with each other before submitting data to ERCOT as is stated in Section 8.8.2.2 of the ERCOT Protocols. TOs are still expected to turn in SRs individually for co-owned transmission lines, but additionally need to coordinate with co-owner partners prior to data submission to ERCOT.
· Line Definition – A question was raised as to what constituted a line in the context of data submission, and by extension ownership coordination (e.g., ratings). The NDSWG agreed that line segment including terminating equipment (e.g., limiting device) is the best definition particularly with regard to ratings.
· Updates and SR Notification – ERCOT was requested to provide co-owners notification of any updates to co-owned transmission lines or equipment. ERCOT suggested that it is the responsibility of the TO submitting the update to notify the co-ownership partner. A suggestion was made that a field be added to the data forms indicating other TOs that would be affected by the change. This suggestion is under consideration, but no decision has yet been made.

· Incremental Change Summary – ERCOT was requested to provide a summary of all incremental changes to the Network Operations data model, as a notification method, prior to a database generation and promotion to the production system. TOs would then have a way to screen impending changes that impact them individually and capture updates and verify integrity before they are promoted to the production system. ERCOT indicated that they are currently evaluating a tool that compares databases. ERCOT will report back on their test results for the tool.
· Zero Impedance Lines – ERCOT indicated their desire to eliminate zero impedance lines (e.g., bus jumpers, short taps, etc.) which are problematic in network modeling and applications. Zero impedance lines are currently modeled as series devices in the network operations model.
· Line Name Changes – ERCOT indicated that line name changes are allowed, but the effort is not trivial and that restraint should be exercised in making such requests. The impact of changing line names is broad (e.g., invalidation of related outage schedules, multiple database changes, etc.). It is the responsibility of the TO to make sure that there are no invalidated outages associated with a line name change at the time it is brought on-line. TOs are reminded that line name changes are subject to the ERCOT line naming convention.
· History of Ratings – ERCOT indicated that no capability currently exists to manually track ratings history. Manual tracking is not recommended at this point. Future software proposal under consideration offers potential to fulfill this need.
· Common Naming Convention
· ERCOT Proposal – ERCOT indicated to the NDSWG that ERCOT will propose to the SSWG a new common naming convention for load flow buses.
· Name Translation – A concern was expressed that standardizing on the proposed ERCOT naming convention would require several TOs to perform a name translation as part of their Operations workflow. It was requested that ERCOT provide a programmatic interface to their EMS and MIS to alleviate a potentially significant added burden and propensity for human errors by allowing for automation of tasks (e.g., synchronizing outage schedulers, performing name translations, submitting service requests, etc.).
· Section 3, ERCOT Nodal Protocols (Formerly Section 4) – Another concern was raised as to whether the proposed new ERCOT naming convention, as described to the NDSWG, is consistent with Section 3 “Management Activities for the ERCOT System” of the ERCOT Nodal Protocols dated March 18, 2005 (2260_080305_110301_Sect3MgmntActforERCOTblkline031805.doc). Specifically with regard to Item 2 of Section 3.10.7.1 – “Modeling of Transmission Elements and Parameters” in terms of a convention that is “based on a methodology that uses a prefix that uniquely identifies the TSP, followed by the name of the equipment used by the TSP”.
· ERCOT’s position on Section 3 – A question was asked of ERCOT regarding what their position is on Section 3 of the ERCOT Nodal Protocols. In follow-up to the meeting, ERCOT’s position was stated as “ERCOT will support the Protocols, but implementation is dependent upon new software. ERCOT also pointed out some perceived deficiencies regarding co-ownership issues not addressed in the proposed TNT Protocols.”
· AREVA MOTE (SCR 723) – Status Update
· Deployment – Mote deployment is still underway. Some logistical problems are being worked out regarding user account definitions.
· Training – A request was made of ERCOT to host AREVA MOTE training at interested TO expense. From a logistics standpoint, it is viewed that ERCOT is the best location to host such training. ERCOT indicated that the proposed training request is outside of the scope and intent of the original project, but that the request will be considered. Another suggestion is that an hour or two of every NDSWG meeting be devoted to different training segments on the use of AREVA MOTE as a tool in Network Data Support (e.g., topology validation, limit rating checks, etc.)
· Logout – ERCOT reminded users that they need to remember to logout of MOTE at the end of their session.
· New Users – ERCOT indicated that new users interested in using MOTE must provide an SR with appropriate information to start the process.

· New Data Forms
· Trial Period – The trial period for use of the new data forms is complete and the NDSWG accepted the Data Forms used during this trial period. Approved Data Forms (ERCOTTransDataForms07122005) are attached and posted on the ERCOT internet website at http://www.ercot.com/tmaps.
· Line Data Error – PTI bus numbers were mistakenly stated as required on the Line Data form. Currently PTI bus numbers are not required, but will be addressed at the next NDSWG meeting.

· New Fields – New fields under consideration are Transformer high/load switch, non-conforming load, and load roll-over.

· SR Submissions
· Unreadable One-lines – ERCOT is still receiving one-lines that are unreadable. TOs need to make an effort to provide ERCOT with readable one-lines.

· Model Comparison
· Model Comparison Available – A new model comparison was made available on 11 July 2005. The comparison values are determined by a difference of:
1 or more MVA in either of the first two ratings OR
0.0001 in any impedance parameter.

· Line Comparisons – ERCOT requests that TDSPs work toward an August 1 deadline for line comparisons.

· Transformer Comparisons – ERCOT requests that TDSPs work toward an August 15 deadline.
· Shunt Comparison – ERCOT requested that TDSPs work towards completing a May 1 deadline. A deadline update of August 1 or 15 was suggested after the meeting.
· Proposed PRR 
· ERCOT PRR Draft – With new data submission requirements and new data forms, ERCOT introduced a draft PRR to the NDSWG for consideration and sponsorship.
· Protocols Sections – Protocol section proposed for change are “8.8.2.1 -- TSP Information to be provided to ERCOT” and “8.8.2.2 -- Approval of the Work”.
· Reason for PRR – Revisions are needed to properly address current modeling requirements.  Clarifications are needed to alleviate misunderstandings or misinterpretations regarding data requirements especially those regarding ratings and ratings responsibilities.

· Initial Comments – The NDSWG is requested to provide Curtis Crews comments to the draft PRR by 25 July 2005 so that it can be updated and ready for discussion by the NDSWG at the 9 August 2005 meeting.

· Sponsorship – The NDSWG will review the draft PRR at its 9 August 2005 meeting and work to reach consensus on a final product of the PRR to be sponsored by the NDSWG for submission.
· TPIT Update Issue 
· The Issue – The NDSWG was made aware of an issue raised by a Market Participant of an observed difference between Planning data and Operational model data regarding a TPIT project.
· ERCOT Report – ERCOT received information via the TPIT update process that a project had been “completed” in TPIT and assigned as “completed” but a Market Participant had indicated that ERCOT Operations had not received data to reflect the “completion”. The project apparently had not been released to Operations.
· Solution – TPIT will be (if it hasn’t already been) changed to reflect the new requirement of SRs being provided for “completed” projects.

· Caveat – Providing an SR does not necessarily imply that the SR has been closed and completed itself. Will likely require closer coordination of TO staff submitting SRs and TO staff submitting TPIT updates.
· Generator Reactive Curves
· Test Data – ERCOT will supply TOs generating unit reactive test data as designated transmission coordinators of ERCOT, but indicated that it is not practical to provide it as hardcopies. ERCOT is working to provide the data to TO as the data exists in their database. There will not, however, be a historical reference accompanying the data (e.g., when was the test performed, etc.).
· Switch Data
· Completed – The project to provide switch data to ERCOT is complete. A file with information is posted.

The next meeting of the NDSWG will be held on Thursday, 18 August 2005 and not on Tuesday, 9 August 2005, which had previously been scheduled but is now cancelled.
Minutes submitted by: Michael Bailey.
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