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	Comments


· What are the material gaps between planning and operations processes, and how were they identified?  Do these gaps affect reliability or congestion costs? 

· Is every SCED irresolvable solution an indication of a security issue?  Should the use of transmission switching operations as well as generation dispatch changes be considered as acceptable solutions to security issues?

· Would changing SCED so that it only changes generator outputs after a contingency actually occurs rather than before a contingency occurs address most of the gaps between planning and operating processes?

· Does SCED always run double-circuit line outages or does it follow the process described in Nodal Operating Guides Section 1.4.C(A) (credible single contingencies for operational planning)?

· How does ERCOT Operations respond to irresolvable SCED solutions?

· Should all or part of the proposed changes to planning processes be memorialized in the Planning Guide which requires ERCOT Board approval or in the SSWG procedures which requires ROS approval, e.g., generation modeling assumptions?

· How and when will impacts on ERCOT and TSP staffs and on transmission costs be determined?  Will a cost versus benefit analysis be performed? 

· Since the ERCOT installed generation reserve criteria is based upon the assumption that loss of load for one day in ten years is acceptable, and the NERC Reliability Standards allow controlled shedding of load to manage the results of Category C (N-1-1) contingencies, why should the ERCOT Transmission Planning Criteria not allow controlled shedding of load for N-1-1 contingencies?

· Why should the contingency analysis practices used for long-term planning be used for operational planning (up to one year in the future) given that operational planning has better defined assumptions of expected system conditions?

· Can ERCOT Operations and Planning provide the actual data needed to develop the proposed models for the ancillary services, generator de-rations and forced outages and load forecasts at various ambient air temperatures?

· How and when are congestion costs assigned to the QSEs, etc., and how are they recovered from the electric customers? 

	Revised Proposed Guide Language


None at this time.
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