09 DSA Business Meetings
Anti-Trust Admonition

Wednesday

A. Gen dispatch for future cases 

1) 09DSB pure economic dispatch without CSC constraints.  How do we replace CSC?
ERCOT and SSWT are going to run test case with UPLAN to replace CSC’s. Test method is described in SSWG April 24, 2008 conf call notes.
2) 10DSA? 
After test case is approved then this process will be incorporated into the 10DSA cases. 
10DSB?
DSB cases are pure economic, will continue to use UPLAN.
B. Wind dispatch methodology (that Ken Dye sent with the last pass) needs to be discussed so it can be added to the Procedural Manual) 
1) Testing new dispatches for future DSA cases

2) Will not use AWS Truewind forecasts yet
a) Does not take into account congestion/curtailment

b) Data is not plant specific so assumptions would have to be made on how to allocate MW to each of the generator plants

c) ERCOT Operations just started using AWS Truewind forecasts

d) When their forecasts data is more plant specific it may be incorporated into SSWG cases.

e) If AWS cannot be used for individual wind farms yet, can it be used to determine the total amount of wind expected for each case and ratio all farms like it is done today?  Not chosen.
3) Estimated timeline for testing cases:

July 1, 2008 – 09 DSA cases posted

July 15, 2008 – summer and fall on peak cases with testing dispatch sent to SSWG 

July 22, 2008 – SSWG reviews and sends comments back to ERCOT

4th week in July – conference call to discuss results and recommendations for future testing

September – October 2008 – SSWG Chair take recommendation to   ROS  
Proceed with current method of using historical data.  SSWG request that TSP’s model all transmission connected to wind farms which can be collected from the Interconnect Agreement.  TSP will be listed as the owner until RARF, which lists wind transmission ownership, goes into effect.  RARF requires wind owners to register as TSP’s and Gen owners. 
The dispatch methodology from ERCOT was modified and accepted as Appendix I in the SSWG Procedural Manual.  Appendix I is shown below:
Appendix I
Methodology for Calculating Wind Generation levels in the SSWG Cases

Goal – Use the available prior year’s operating data from the wind farms to set the dispatch in the new SSWG base cases.

Process

1. Develop list of PI tags for all existing wind farms.

2. Retrieve MW output for the following time frames:

a. May

3-5AM

4-6PM

b. August

3-6AM

4-6PM

c. September
3-6AM

4-6PM

d. December
3-6AM

6-8PM

e. January
3-6AM

7-8AM


3. Calculate the average capacity factor of each plant for each time frame.  For the winter numbers, combine the data for December of one calendar year and January of the next calendar year (same winter).  Winter peak typically occurs either immediately after the minimum in January, or early evening in December.

4. Group the wind farms by geography until better individual plant forecasting information is available. Assign any future plants that are not near the current geography groups to default group, see table below. 

5. The default group is determined by taking the minimum of all identified areas with historical data.

6. Calculate the average % capacity factor of each group for each time frame.  Round off to the closest 5%.

7. For coastal wind farms that have no operation data, the AWS Truewind models using the similar time frame in point number 2 are used to determine the capacity factor. This is done because of the significant difference in the coastal wind patterns compared to the ones in the West.

8. Below is an example:

The 2008 % Capacity Factor data is below.

	Area
	code
	spg1
	spg2
	sum1
	sum2
	fal1
	fal2
	win1
	win2

	Trent
	a
	15
	20
	20
	35
	15
	30
	35
	45

	Big Spring
	b
	20
	25
	20
	40
	15
	30
	35
	45

	SW Abilene
	c
	20
	25
	20
	35
	15
	30
	35
	40

	Mesquite 
	d
	15
	15
	10
	5
	10
	10
	25
	25

	McCamey
	e
	25
	35
	25
	40
	20
	35
	25
	30

	Kunitz and Delaware
	f
	20
	15
	10
	5
	10
	10
	25
	25

	Caprock
	g
	20
	30
	20
	50
	15
	45
	35
	45

	Gulfwind
	h
	41
	40
	43
	27
	20
	31
	28
	30

	Default (Duplicate of Area Minimum Capacity factor)
	j
	15
	15
	10
	5
	10
	10
	25
	25


End of Appendix I
C. Procedural Manual Changes 

4) Section 1.1.3:  Definition of Annual Planning Model in the Nodal      Protocols is not the same as DSB.  SSWG Procedures define DSB as future cases consisting of five summer on-peak cases and one minimum case.  The Annual Planning Model does not include the minimum case.
Propose to not change SSWG Procedural Manual.
5) Section 1.2.3:  Assignment of New Bus Ranges, Transmission Owner IDs, Area Numbers, and Zone Ranges.  Buses 9400 – 9499 were taken from the ERCOT assigned bus range and reallocated for smaller TSP’s that are now reporting their own loads.

Lyntegar has been assigned buses 9400 – 9450 with area 25

Taylor has 9451 – 9470 with area 25 

Big Country has 9471 – 9490 with area 25

City of Goldsmith has 9491 – 9499 with area 26
Changes made in Appendix A of SSWG Procedural Manual.
6) Section 1.3.1:  Interruptible Loads must be identified by TSP.   TSP’s don’t handle this anymore.  Should remove from SSWG Procedural Manual.
This sentence was removed.

7) Section 2.3.5:  Case Updates: 

Presently states: “When necessary the TSP will document updates, which will be posted by ESPTO.”  Does this statement cover all updates which would include quarterly updates?
SSWG Procedural Manual not changed.
D. Schedule for DSA and TPTI cases
Pass 7 sent out by ERCOT Friday June 6

Return Pass 7 to ERCOT on Thursday June 12

TPIT sent out Thursday June 12
Pass 8 sent out Wednesday June 18
TPIT final approval sent to ERCOT on Wednesday June 18

Final approval sent to ERCOT Tuesday June 24

09 DSA cases posted July 1  
SSWG Procedural Manual will be submitted to ROS for approval.

09 DSB meeting will be held in San Antonio September 16-18.
