SSWG Report to ROS, August 2007

The SSWG met June 19 through June 21 in Taylor to review the 2008 Data Set A cases.  A general business meeting was held on the 20th.  The minutes from that meeting are attached.  The Data Set A cases were posted on July 9.  The Data Set B meeting has been scheduled for November 6 – 8 in San Antonio.  The Set B cases are scheduled to be posted November 30.  The schedule for creating the Set B cases is included in the meeting minutes.  
SSWG Business Meeting June 20, 2007

Attendees:

Tom Duane, PNM

Charles Saker, Oncor

Walt Simmons, Oncor

Dwight Beckman, BEPC

John Hanson, Centerpoint

Manjula Datta-Barua, Centerpoint

Brad Woods, LCRA

Jim Treece, AEP

Steven D’Souza, AEP

Eddie Filat, AEP

Danh Huynh, Garland

Chuck Sears, Denton

Sharmila Gurrala, CPS Energy

Kenneth Bowen, CPS Energy

Ken Chui, Austin

Dandy Hunt, Austin

Jeff Billo, ERCOT

Ramon Sanz, BPUB

John Moore, STEC

Doug Evans, ERCOT

1. The 2008 DSB Schedule was set as follows:

September 7
NOIE and self-serve dispatch data due to ERCOT

September 14 
Case raw data files due to ERCOT

September 21
Pass 1 cases due to SSWG

September 28
Pass 1 changes due to ERCOT

October 5

Pass 2 cases due to SSWG

October 12

Pass 2 changes due to ERCOT

October 19

Pass 3 cases due to SSWG

October 26

Pass 3 changes due to ERCOT

November 6-8
Data Set B Meeting

November 30
Cases Posted

a. The lack of meeting space at ERCOT was discussed.  ERCOT Staff had reserved a larger meeting room for the 2008 Data Set A meeting approximately 6 months in advance, but was trumped by nodal and moved to a different room about a week before the meeting.  Furthermore, TCC1 Room 253 (the last big conference room in Taylor) is to be converted to office space at the end of June.

b. Based on this it was decided and agreed that it would be a good idea if the 2008 Data Set B meeting were held at a location other than ERCOT.  CPS Energy, LCRA, and Denton all volunteered to look into the possibility of hosting the meeting in November.  Everyone agreed that the main requirements were a large enough meeting room and reliable, wired Internet access for 20-25 people.

c. After the meeting one SSWG member called ERCOT Staff and expressed that they would like for ERCOT to pay for a hotel meeting room in the Austin area for the Data Set B meeting because San Antonio would be further and more expensive for their company if the meeting was hosted by CPS Energy.

2. It was decided that ERCOT would send and post the cases with both PSS/E version 29 and version 30 raw files since some market participants require v29 raw files, but others can use v30 and take advantage of the 12-character bus names.

3. There was a general discussion about ERCOT maps.  

a. BEPC had some comments expressing displeasure with the fact that there is so much detail on the ERCOT maps and stated that it makes them hard to use and geographically inaccurate.  Doug Evans stated that he would work with the ERCOT map guy to make this better.

b. ERCOT showed the group a new “Mapsco” type map that ERCOT had created.  This was generally received with much enthusiasm and excitement.  Doug Evans agreed to send everyone an electronic version of this map when the ERCOT map guy gets back from vacation.
c. Doug Evans asked if everyone thought their companies would be willing to send in GPS coordinates for their substations so that ERCOT could possibly put together a geographically accurate map and maybe create a PSS/E map that could be overlaid with Google Maps using the new version of PSS/E.  Some members stated that their company would most likely be unwilling to do this.  Others stated that they had already provided this to the ERCOT Network Modeling Group.  Doug Evans agreed to check with the ERCOT Network Modeling Group to see what they had and then follow-up with TOs for whom they do not have this data for.
4. It was stated that the normal contingency file update occurs during Data Set B, but someone heard that the ERCOT Network Modeling Group wanted this update to occur earlier for nodal reasons.  Nobody had any more explanation and the matter was not discussed further.

5. It was decided not to use 6-digit bus numbers in the SSWG cases.  One reason was that if ERCOT ever has to become part of the NERC MMWG cases, they have already reserved the 700,000-799,999 bus number range for ERCOT.  It would then be simple to add 700,000 to the ERCOT bus numbers to translate into the MMWG cases.

6. AEP has added the Laredo VFT to the cases.  This will cause another swing bus to represent the CFE generation to be in the cases.  AEP added Area 24 for the Laredo VFT.

7. Jeff Billo asked SSWG to make sure to get new substations into the planning cases ahead of time.  There were several instances this past spring involving several different companies when substations were going into service, but they were not in any SSWG cases.  This causes some issues because ERCOT settlements-type people need to know the weather zone and the congestion management zone of substations when they go into service.  This information comes from the planning model.  Several of the SSWG members commented that it is not as easy as it may appear to know when a new substation is going in.  Often times they know that one is planned, but the actual in-service date can move several months or even years, seemingly on a whim.  Also, they do not necessarily know from what substations the load will be coming from.  In other words, a new load-serving substation will remove load from some other substation(s), but it is not always easy for the transmission planners to tell how much or from where which makes modeling difficult.  This issue seemed to have more of an affect on SSWG members who had many member co-ops.  The SSWG members agreed to try to work more closely with the distribution planners so that the information could be represented in the cases sooner.  

a. Jeff Billo mentioned that this was also an issue on a couple of occasions with new generators and that if the TO was holding up modeling the new generation because they didn’t have the GSU information yet, they could just model the generation at the high side until they have better data, but that it is important for studies to show the generation in the cases.

