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The next meeting for Steady State Working Group (SSWG) will occur at the ERCOT offices in Taylor from October 30th to November 1st to finalize DataSetB cases.

· Members have submitted the first pass of the DataSetB cases on September 15.  ERCOT has returned the planning cases with generation dispatch on September 26.

· Members continue to work with NDSWG members to resolve the remaining differences between the operation and planning models.  A comparison performed on September 13 by ERCOT (Joe Weatherly) between the two models has resulted in approximately 9.5% of the 5047 matched transmission lines remaining as different.

· SSWG members have submitted the Electrical Bus Names to ERCOT on September 1st and the unique Electrical Bus Names will be deployed starting in the upcoming DataSetB cases.

· SSWG has modified the procedural manual by adding new sections including Electrical Bus Naming Convention (App H) and TO’s load forecasting methodology (App G) and updating the existing line and transformer ratings criteria.  However,  SSWG members cannot agree on the final wording of the load modeling issues section 1.3.4 in the procedural manual.

Proposed statement in SSWG Procedural Manual:

Section 1.3.4
In conformance to NERC Planning Standards Section IIA, Standard S1, and Measurement M7 which states “Load serving entities shall provide actual and forecast demands for their respective customers...” it is the responsibility of the load serving entities or their designated representatives to provide the data required to model the loads served, including the data required in the ALDR and the data necessary for ERCOT load flow base case modeling (Section 2.1.3.2).  Load serving entities not having representation on SSWG shall be contacted by ERCOT for this data.  If load data cannot be timely obtained, then ERCOT shall calculate loads based on historical data and ERCOT shall input these loads into the load flow base cases during the Data Set A and/or B annual updates.

Comments from David Albers (Brazos Electric)

We do not agree with highlighted language as written. The ALDR process seems confused. We understand (at this time anyway) that the TSPs are responsible for the data to be put into the cases but it seems they are the last resort for ALDR data as well, is this true? The Op Guides section 5.1.2, dictates that DSPs, or their agent (is this or can this be the LSE?), will provide ALDR data to the ERCOT system planning function according to ALDR procedures. We assume this to mean fill out the ALDR with the requested data and turn in to ERCOT. Are there problems with getting this data? If they don’t provide the data, the DSP is in noncompliance with the Guides. We feel though that the connecting TSP can also forecast a load in situations where data is not provided by a DSP. However is this the right approach alone? Seeing as how ERCOT has historical data available, should ERCOT make a forecast and the TSP provide an acceptance/agreement with the data? Should TSPs or ERCOT be sending letters to the noncompliant entities and reporting them to compliance? We have sent out letters reminding DSPs of their obligations stated in our interconnect agreements and as an ERCOT DSP and they tend to comply.

ERCOT Operating Guide Section 5.1.2 states:

Each ERCOT DSP directly interconnected with the transmission system (or its agent so designated to ERCOT) shall provide annual Load forecasts to the ERCOT SPF as outlined in the ERCOT Annual Load Data Request (ALDR) Procedures.  For each substation not owned by either a TSP or a DSP, the owner shall provide a substation Load forecast to the directly connected TDSP sufficient to allow it to adequately include that substation in its ALDR response.
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