Outage Coordination Comments

Comments submitted by STEC, John Moore:
In general, STEC supports the comments of CenterPoint and Oncor.  However, STEC's support for extended outage scheduling and economic evaluation is conditional upon TDSPs and Resources being subject to the same --or largely the same-- scheduling requirements, with perhaps a little more scheduling flexibility allowed to Resources.  STEC cannot support the Outage Coordination Proposal if Resources are not subject to the same long-term scheduling requirements as TDSPs.

STEC's objection to significantly different scheduling requirements is three fold:  1) the utility of the economic methodology is reduced if the additional unpredictability of resource availability is added to the determination of costs; 2) ERCOT has previously indicated that 80% of the problem in outage scheduling is undetermined resource schedules; and 3) in other regions where extended scheduling is to some degree successful, TDSPs and Resources apparently have the same scheduling requirements.

STEC also strongly concurs with Oncor that there should be no unconditional rejections of any outage based on economic criteria and that, in addition, as proposed by CenterPoint, the OCP should include explicit exemptions to economic based rejection for rescheduling due to uncontrolled events --including: weather, unplanned outages, material delivery, and TXDOT or third party requests.

 

STEC also believes that any economic evaluation methodology must include a validation and tuning process that compares the hypothetical costs predicted by the OCP to actual costs, and makes appropriate adjustments to ensure that outage decisions are based on a proven mechanism, and not speculation.  Confidence that ERCOT is using such a proven mechanism should be acquired by validation and tuning before outage decisions are made on the basis of economic criteria.

