OPSTF Meeting Notes

ERCOT Met Center Room 168

August 28, 2012

Attendees: James Armke (AE, Chair); Barry Kremling  (GVEC); David Milner (CPS);  Blake Williams (CPS); Rob Lane (Luminant); Ed Svihla (Luminant); Mike Holland (Oncor); Blair Giffin (LST);  Shirley Mathew (LST); Paul Rocha (CNP); Wes Woitt (CNP); Jeff Billo (ERCOT); Dennis Kunkel (AEP); Sergio Garza (LCRA);  Leo Villanueva (ERCOT); Bill Blevins (ERCOT); Brad Calhoun (CNP); Emal Latifzai (ERCOT); Patrick Trevino (CPS)

Chair James Armke started the meeting and read the antitrust admonition.

I. I.
Progress & Outlook for OPSTF 






ROS chair, Williams presented the ‘Credible Single Contingency’ references in the existing Planning Guides and the Nodal Operating guides to indicate that these references are not consistently applied and are subject to misinterpretations and confusion.  OPSTF members acknowledged that the method and application of the credible single contingency references in the Planning Guide and Nodal Operating Guide need to be rectified and also suggested that PLWG and OWG must collaborate to undertake the amendments.

Presently ERCOT Operations studies consider the double circuit contingencies as N-1 (Category B) for SCED and outage analysis.

II. Use of an Operations feedback loop (Issue #1)
Rob Lane presented a modification to the existing ROS Operations report by adding a column to show the congestion mitigation plan requiring load shed in the report.  ERCOT Operations indicated that typically an outage is granted if any of the contingency constraints can be resolved by re-dispatch.  Prior to granting the outages, the TSP Operators are required to provide responses to a list of questionnaire if constraints are detected. The Operators are expected to coordinate with the Planners and collaborate on the responses. ERCOT also creates a separate list for the TSPs which will show any consequential load loss due to certain contingencies.
ERCOT Operations will investigate if the ‘Real Time Mitigation Plan’ implemented to resolve the SCED can be incorporated into the ROS Operations report.  Planners can potentially consider the load shed issue in Operations due to contingencies as a reliability concern.

Action Item: Rob Lane will review the approved  NPRR393 (SCED Constraint Management Transparency) to gauge if the items listed in the OPSTF issue #1 are addressed in this NPRR and will report to OPSTF. This issue may be presented at the September ROS meeting.

III. Long-term Unavailability of Autotransformers (Issue #7)
OPSTF reviewed the latest version of the long-term unavailability of autotransformer ROS proposal and made a couple of edits to clarify the study process. 

Recommendation to ROS is to direct PLWG to develop a Planning Guide Revision Request addressing long-term unavailability of autotransformers and to include a reasonable implementation schedule for conducting assessments, developing and implementing corrective action plans in the planning guide. This proposal will be presented at the September ROS meeting for ROS approval.

Action Item:  James will post long-term unavailability of autotransformer proposal for ROS’s consideration and approval at the September 13th meeting. 

IV. Generator Unit Unavailability (Issue #8)

Rob Lane presented the Wide-Area Generator Unavailability and generator shift factor concept was introduced to assess the impact of the generator availability.   The generator shift factor can be used to evaluate if a line loading is increased or decreased based on the generator output.
Based on the studies conducted by Luminant, the approximate transmission line loading difference between single generator outage analyses versus wide-area generator unavailability was four percent in the explicit study case used.  The general consensus was that the minor changes in the loading may not warrant all the additional studies needed for these analyses.  The suggested option was to monitor the transmission element loading levels at a lower rate than 100% loading to account for these types of scenarios.

Action Item: Table issue #8 until the rating issue is recommended to ROS and the outcome of the ROS decision.
V. Appropriate Ratings 
(Issue 4 c &d)

OPSTF briefly discussed the West Texas congestion issue and expressed that there were several contributing factors causing the congestion including: autotransformer unavailability, construction, load growth, etc.  A built-in loading buffer of 3-5% loading (i.e. 97-95% thermal loading criteria instead of 100% loading) could be exercised in order to account for these types of uncertainties and potential unforeseen project delays.

Action Item:  Mike Holland, Wes Woitt and Jeff Billo to draft a recommendation for ROS to consider 95% (or 90%) thermal loading for recommending reliability projects.  Another consideration is to use Rate A or 95% of Rate B for recommending projects.
V. Open Discussion – Any of the 13 Issues

Issue #6: Use of double circuit contingencies to develop operating limits

Action Item:  David Milner and Bill Belvins   will evaluate appropriate use of double circuit contingencies and provide recommendation to OPSTF at the September meeting.

Issue #9:  Consideration of transmission maintenance outages in planning studies
The group briefly discussed that maintenance outages are not approved for certain transmission facilities at any time of the year due to reliability criteria violations under N-1-1 conditions.  The TSPs should look at the option of building a seasonal peak case (spring or fall) and run the analysis to avoid load shedding.
Action Item:  Wes Woitt & Brad Calhoun to lead a discussion on how maintenance outages can be incorporated in the planning studies. 
Issue #13 is completed and is considered in the NPRR 465

VI. Next OPSTF Meeting

Issues #4, 6, & 9 will be discussed at the next meeting.

Chair Armke will check on the room availability for September 26 to schedule the next OPSTF meeting after the PLWG meeting on September 25.
The meeting was adjourned by Chair Armke.
