Draft

OGRTF 03/21/06 Meeting Notes - REVISED 
Attendance:

Stephen C. Knapp (Chair)
Constellation
QSE
410-468-3606

Jack Thormahlen
LCRA
QSE
512-473-3200 X-2635

Leo Villanueva
ERCOT

512-248-3135

Wayne Kemper
CenterPoint Energy
TO
731-207-2192

Jeff Gilbertson
ERCOT

512-248-6462
Rick Keetch

      Reliant

      QSE
713-497-2526
Rob Lane

      TXU Wholesale          QSE
214-875-8063

NOTE:  Action items are shown in bold.

1. 10:30 Start meeting Anti-trust Admonition
2. Reviewed notes from 02/27/2006 meeting in the following order:
OGRR 174 Definition of a Single Generating Unit - Approved by TAC in March, affective in April

OGRR169 Reporting of Reserve Capability - Due to go to ROS (Went to QSE Managers, no blatant objections), will go with impact analysis, already been through OWG, Rick Keetch (Reliant) discussed the form.  Steve Knapp (Constellation) had concerns but could live with this form

OGRR 165 Update Unit Telemetry Requirement - will discuss today, re-iterated Sidney Neimeyer’s (NRG Texas) question (last meeting) on maximum sustained ramp rate. Asking again which ramp rate does ERCOT want? Wayne Kemper (Centerpoint) reviewed information at ROS meeting.  Get with ERCOT Operations and Compliance to discuss with this Task Force and to see what and how this can get provided. Also need to address the Protocols.  From 11/03 ERCOT provided information to TAC, ERCOT institutes procedures to see if Market Participants are meeting reserve obligations in real-time. This responds to Potomac recommendation #14. The Task Force voted unanimously for a special meeting.  April 13th is the next ROS meeting – call a meeting in April – invite Robbie Staples and John Dumas. Suggest dove-taling with PDC meeting on 4/19. Set a meeting for 4/20 (OGRR) and 4/21 (OWG).

OGRR 176 – MP Use of DNS or ERCOT Web-Based Front Page for Site Failover - forward on through the process for OGRR approval.
OGRR 178 – Revision to Reactive Limits Verification Form – forward on through the process goes to OWG for impact analysis and then to ROS.

OGRR 179 – Under-Voltage Load Shedding Protection Systems - will discuss during the meeting.
Return to meeting notes review

Need to change date to 2006 on last meeting minutes.  Draft minutes approved


Return to 165:


Reviewed Potomac document to see what was originally recommended by 

Potomac.  It says that ERCOT will monitor Responsive Reserve held in real time.

Knapp points out that the Potomac document doesn’t address ramp rates. If QSE’s fail to meet requirements, Compliance could revoke their opportunity to participate in Ancillary Services Markets. 

Thormahlen – to what PRR was this attached – 590; reviewed PRR 590. Reiterate – get concerned parties together to discuss and vet. Kemper pointed out, PRR specifically asks for ramp rate & AGC status.

Where to next?

OGRR 179 – Got comments from ERCOT



Revised original OGRR from SPWG



ERCOT comments to be more specific. Review guides 3.1.4.6 
Protective relaying equipment. Agreed this just clarifies the intent.
Recommend forward to OWG for discussion tomorrow to see if 

it goes on or waits for a longer comment period.

OGRR 181 – Submission of Consistent Data for Planning and Operational Model.  Placed call to Curtis Crews (ERCOT) and the Network Model Support Group Meeting in Taylor.
Considerable discussion on if the 2 could be the same and possible reasons why they can’t.

This could be a book keeping detail.  There are reasons why you have differences but you still need to come up with the same results. Have to allow for the differences.

Should be able to replicate what is found in the operations model with the planning model.

Crews discussed Corpus Christi Study done by independent company; found that the planning model led to different results from the operations model. Nodal has requirement for consistency between models.

Ebby John (Centerpoint) – never going to get the 2 models the same due to time lag. Asked about core data – stuff in-service already planned. OGRR Doesn’t specifically address what a core case is.

Discussion on how construction changes get put into both models.  Need to ensure Model is updated in the planning case as well.  Anything out there – 3 or 4 months should be updated in both models.

Do we need to review Centerpoint’s and TXU’s comment to see if they can both be addressed in one document?  Crews – need to have consistent, accurate data in both models. Need to define what’s allowable for acceptable discrepancies between models.
Bogen –there is a transient period between models, Crews agrees there is a difference in models.

Kemper – Justification for OGRR – does Curtis feel there needs to be a request for accuracy between models?  Is there an “as–built” requirement (update) for the planning cases? Bogen – TPIT update is as close as it comes to “As built” information. Centerpoint feels that this is a requirement to update the planning model with “as built” information.

Crews says he presented this concern to ROS with numbers that Centerpoint disagrees with.  Agree the cases need to match but can’t force companies to provide the data. Don’t have rules for enforcement.

Ebby John – rules in place for planning to provide accurate data.  Rules say Operations and Planning need to provide accurate data. System modeling is in Guide 5. Operations is in Guide 8.  Guides 5.1.6 is in the Planning section says Planning Model not Operations.  Just trying to get the data correct.  With all these differences – try to set down the rules. If 2 data sets have to be different, set up a core case so that the analysis is accurate for both cases. Understand there can be differences. How much detail is required for tolerances?
From the joint meeting NDSWG & SSWG, set .0001 tolerances. Planning says some lines can’t be that small. Add wording that says a group with ERCOT agrees to tolerance say 0.0001 for operating branches (Least significant digit that can be accepted in model).  Add appropriate ROS subcommittee.  Concern only existing “as-builds” are affected. Try to merge comments into one document and come back with a 3rd document to go forward.

Centerpoint says instead of operations matching planning & planning matching operations, say operations model matches the system and planning case matches Operations for “as-built” lines.

Bogen – One case used for planning the system and one used for operating reliability.  Suggest have discussions brought forth today and have a special meeting on April 20th for all groups to discuss. 

Knapp planned a special OGRR meeting on April 20th for the morning, a 4 hr meeting.  Kemper will try to come up with comments on the OGRR as T/F comments.

Lane asked for additional info on Crews’ ROS presentation.

Group for April Meeting to include:


ERCOT


SPWG


OGRR T/F


TO’s


QSE’s

Email to Steve Knapp for who gets invited.

Curtis – then network model forum and TPTF members will be present and explain their thought process.  Whatever we do here will be revisited at the Thursday 4/20 meeting. Set up by close of business next week.
Old Business

OGRR 182 – Process for Operating Guide Revisions - Market Rules group took Protocol 21 and rewrote the Guide process.  Gilbertson – it is specifically for the Guides. Items are summarized in OGRR 182.
Keetch has heard of changes from the Board – If TAC is in unanimous agreement, Board doesn’t need to see PRR’s.

Admin OGRR’s – Post at least 5 days prior to change for review to see if someone wants to say it is not admin change, it’s more than that.  Then it goes to a full review process.

ERCOT had Load Shed Table will be changed annually as an administrative change

Take OGRR 182 to OWG

New Business

Kemper requested agenda goes out earlier than normal, asked that minutes/agenda/week prior to meeting. There will be an April update of OP guide (Jeff Gilbertson)

Agenda for April 20th meeting


Morning OGRR 181


Afternoon OGRR 165

Next meeting is April 20th in Room 168 for a special OGRR T/F.
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