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	Comments


	Overall Market Benefit
	Clarify how ERCOT performs Commercially Significant Constraint (CSC) analysis. 

	Overall Market Impact
	Information transparency.

	Consumer Impact
	Unknown


On June 25, 2009, AEP submitted a set of questions (06/25/09 AEP Comments) and requested that ERCOT address them.  Additionally, ERCOT hosted a conference call on June 30, 2009 to respond to any other questions that Market Participants might have regarding Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 815.
1. In the event there are two CSCs where the CSC is the overloaded element, the new language seems to call for a post contingency analysis for two CSCs.  What is ERCOT's intent in such a situation?  To remove both elements simultaneously or conduct several impact analyses?  If the latter, how will the clustering of two cases be handled?

ERCOT has not performed an analysis where more than one proposed CSC was an overloaded element.  In the past, only one clustering case has been created and used to calculate the Shift Factors used for clustering.  ERCOT proposes that, when the Shift Factors used for the clustering process are calculated for each proposed CSC, all lines would be in-service except those making up the most binding contingency when the proposed CSC is an overloaded element. 
2. In the event that a stability interface limit is identified as the CSC, which is by definition is a family of lines, which line will be used as the basis of clustering?  Or how will the impact factors for the multiple lines be considered?

The clustering analysis can be conducted on multiple lines.  The Shift Factors on the aggregate set of lines would be calculated in the same way that they are calculated for the pair of lines that make up other CSCs. The resulting Shift Factors would be used in the clustering calculation in the same way as the Shift Factors for proposed, two-line CSCs would be used.  In fact, the clustering analysis has been done in the past for the multiple lines making up the W-N stability limit as a part of the CRE analysis.  
3. If consistency with post contingency operations is important, then for instances where the CSC is the contingent element (the element who's outage leads to overloads on other elements), why is the impact factor on that CSC even relevant?
The Shift Factor is relevant because it provides an appropriate indicator of how to control pre-contingency flow on the contingent element, such that the binding element would not overload were the contingency to occur.  On the other hand, if the CSC is the binding element, then the Shift Factors directly indicate the flow on the line to mitigate post-contingency overloads. 
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


No additional revisions.
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