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	Comments


As the owner-operator of the third largest generation fleet in the ERCOT system Calpine has a significant interest in the safety of plant operating personnel and generating assets.  It is of paramount importance to us that potentially dangerous bulk electric system phenomenon such as Subsynchronous Resonance (SSR) are identified and mitigated completely.  We appreciate the well organized and informative workshop ERCOT held on September 9th and the opportunity to hear about the progress of ERCOT and the TSPs in addressing this BES anomaly.

SSR can cause devastating damage to generating unit turbines through the accumulated and sometimes instantaneous effects of torsional stress.  Turbines must be protected from these effects, which originate on the bulk electric system and are frequently the result of series compensated transmission lines.

Calpine submits the following edits to ERCOT staff’s NPRR-562 and we want to point out immediately that our position is at odds with ERCOT’s assertion in 3.21.2 (5) that incumbent generating resources should be responsible for the costs of mitigation.  For generating resources already in service, particularly ones that executed Interconnection Agreements decades ago, this requirement could represent great costs that are not recoverable.  To the extent that series compensated transmission lines constructed to provide low cost energy to remote load centers are the proximate cause of the identified SSR risks the benefiting loads have an existing route through TCOS to recognize their cost-causation relationship to the identified problem and its costs.  The principle of having the causing entity pay for mitigation measures seems pretty well settled by ERCOT at 3.21.2, in which new transmission elements, new resources or new switching procedures introduced into the system create an obligation on the part of their owner to pay for the mitigation measures needed.  This same principle should therefor logically be extended to conditions that threaten incumbent generating resources impacted by SSR.

We gathered from the workshop discussions that project alternatives may have been possible that would have eliminated or reduced the need for series compensated lines within the CREZ Project, and thus would have lessened the potential need for SSR mitigation and protection measures.  Instead of exploring those alternatives, which might have meant more costly projects, the series compensated approach was chosen to impact the overall impedances and as a result the cost to mitigate the “unintended consequences” (risk and cost) of the CREZ projects is now being pushed to the incumbent generating resources.  There is currently no defined mechanism to move costs from the deregulated and competitive resources to the regulated entities.  However, if SSR mitigation and protection were to be made part of a larger transmission project at least the capital costs for protective systems and relaying could be billed as part of TCOS and billed to the loads who benefit most from the series compensated circuits.
At 3.21.1 (5) we recommend language that more appropriately puts the cost risk of obtaining manufacturer’s data on ERCOT when they request additional machine modeling data not already available in the RARF process. 
At 3.21.2 (4) we support ERCOT’s assertion that for proposed Resources or switching procedures the responsibility for procuring protective equipment lies with the proposing entity.  However, at 3.21.2 (5) we differ with ERCOT.  We believe that existing Generating Resources should be shielded from decisions made outside of their effective Interconnection Agreement and the capital cost of any protection equipment should be the responsibility of the TSP and the Generating Resource should retain ownership and ongoing responsibility for the equipment.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None proposed at this time.
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


2.1 
DEFINITIONS
Subsynchronous Resonance (SSR)

The potentially harmful coincident oscillation occurring between two or more Transmission Elements or Generation Resources at a natural harmonic frequency lower than the normal operating frequency of the ERCOT System (60 Hz), including, but not limited to, the following types of interactions: 

(a)
Subsynchronous torsional interaction - torsional interaction between a turbine-generator shaft and the ERCOT Transmission Grid;

(b)
Induction generator effect - the amplification of subsynchronous currents due to negative resistance in the armature of a synchronous Generation Resource; and

(c)
Subsynchronous control interaction - the amplification of subsynchronous currents due to positive feedback between Transmission Elements and the control systems of certain Generation Resources, particularly type 3 wind turbines, with series compensation.
2.2
ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

SSR

Subsynchronous Resonance
FIS

Full Interconnection Study
3.21 
Subsynchronous Resonance 

3.21.1 
Identification and Evaluation of Subsynchronous Resonance Risk

(1)
As part of the Security Screening Study described in Planning Guide Section 5.4.1, Security Screening Study, ERCOT shall conduct an initial evaluation of each proposed Generation Resource’s risk for creating Subsynchronous Resonance (SSR) with existing or planned Transmission Elements in the Planning Model.  This evaluation shall include system-side frequency scans and any other appropriate measures and shall assess the risk of SSR under a set of simultaneous Outages selected by ERCOT within its sole judgment.  If ERCOT’s initial evaluation shows a risk of SSR in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages, the interconnecting Transmission Service Provider (TSP) shall conduct a detailed study of the risk of SSR as part of the Full Interconnection Study (FIS), in accordance with paragraph (4), below.  For the purposes of this Section, the Outage of a double-circuit transmission line shall be considered a single Outage.  A Resource Entity may not initially synchronize a Generation Resource with the ERCOT System until it has received written confirmation from ERCOT that the Generation Resource does not create a risk of SSR in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages or until ERCOT has verified that the risk has been appropriately mitigated. 
(2)
ERCOT shall conduct an annual assessment of the risk of SSR to the ERCOT System using the six-year planning horizon.  This assessment shall include system-side frequency scans and any other appropriate measures and shall assess the risk of SSR under a set of simultaneous Outages selected by ERCOT within its sole judgment.  If ERCOT’s assessment identifies a risk of SSR in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages, ERCOT shall require a detailed study of the risk of SSR in accordance with paragraph (4), below.  When required, the detailed study shall be performed by the TSP most affected by the SSR risk, as determined by ERCOT in its sole judgment.  A TSP or Resource Entity shall not interconnect any new Transmission Element or implement any new network switching practice until it has received written confirmation from ERCOT that the project or switching practice does not create a risk of SSR in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages or that the risk of SSR has been appropriately mitigated.  If a TSP proposes to interconnect a new Transmission Element or implement a new network switching practice that would not be reviewed as part of ERCOT’s annual assessment prior to the interconnection of the Transmission Element or the implementation of the practice, the TSP shall submit the project or practice to ERCOT for review on an ad hoc basis pursuant to paragraph (3), below.  ERCOT shall determine whether the project or practice requires a detailed SSR study within 90 days.
(3)
ERCOT may conduct an initial evaluation of any existing or proposed Transmission Element or Generation Resource on an ad hoc basis to determine whether a risk of SSR exists in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages.  The set of simultaneous Outages used in this analysis shall be selected by ERCOT within its sole judgment.  If ERCOT’s evaluation shows a risk in the case of five or fewer simultaneous Outages, ERCOT shall designate a TSP that owns an affected Transmission Element to conduct a detailed study of the risk of SSR in accordance with paragraph (4), below.      

(4)
If ERCOT determines that a detailed SSR study is necessary pursuant to paragraphs (1) through (3), above, the TSP shall promptly conduct the study.  The detailed SSR study shall comport with Good Utility Practice in the analysis of SSR, and shall use any appropriate tools and techniques, including but not limited to frequency scans, eigenvalue analyses, and electromagnetic transient simulations.  The study shall, at a minimum, include simultaneous Outages selected by ERCOT in its sole judgment.  The study shall also include a survey of and recommendations concerning possible protection and mitigation measures, as those terms are defined in paragraph (1) of Section 3.21.2, Subsynchronous Resonance Protection and Mitigation Measures, and shall also include an estimate of the costs of each such protection or mitigation measure.  The obligated TSP may retain one or more outside parties to conduct the detailed study on the TSP’s behalf.  Upon completion of the study, the TSP shall promptly provide the study results to all affected Entities, including ERCOT.  If more than one Generation Resource is affected by the study, the TSP shall redact or withhold Protected Information from the report as necessary to avoid improper disclosure.  

(5)
In conducting an initial evaluation or annual assessment under paragraphs (1) through (3), above, or a detailed study under paragraph (4), above, any affected Resource Entity or TSP other than the TSP conducting the study shall, upon request, provide ERCOT or the studying TSP with any Generation Resource, Transmission Element, or network switching practice data necessary to model the Generation Resource, Transmission Element, or network switching practice for the purpose of analyzing SSR, including but not limited to manufacturer data, PSCAD/EMTDC simulation models, and field test results.  If the requested data does not exist but can be obtained from the manufacturer or from some other third party, the Resource Entity or TSP shall be required to obtain that data and provide it to ERCOT or the requesting TSP, as applicable.  ERCOT shall bear the full cost of acquiring the requested data from manufacturers or other third parties resulting from the initial and annual assessments.
(6)
Within 60 days of receiving the detailed SSR risk study, ERCOT shall review the study and shall either accept or reject the study’s findings and recommendations.  In reviewing the study results, ERCOT may require the affected TSPs and Resource Entities to provide additional data relevant to the study.  If ERCOT determines that the study does not fully address all relevant issues, ERCOT may defer its decision and require the TSP to conduct further analysis.  ERCOT may also extend the 60-day review period based on reasonable grounds upon notification of all affected Entities.  Upon reaching its conclusion, ERCOT shall immediately notify all affected Entities of its conclusion and shall notify the Entities of any particular practices or mitigation measures that may be required to resolve any SSR risk identified, whether or not such measures were recommended in the SSR risk study.
3.21.2 
Subsynchronous Resonance Protection and Mitigation Measures

(1)
If, as a result of a detailed study conducted pursuant to Section 3.21.1, Identification and Study of Subsynchronous Resonance Risk, ERCOT determines that protection or mitigation measures are necessary to protect the ERCOT System from SSR risk, the affected Entity shall install those protection or mitigation measures in accordance with this Section. The capital cost of the prescribed mitigation measures and protection shall be the responsibility of the affected TSPs and the Resource Entity shall retain ownership and responsibility of any equipment purchased by the TSP for the Resource Facilities.  For the purposes of this Section, “protection” shall refer to the installation and use of protective relays capable of isolating the affected Transmission Element or Generation Resource from the ERCOT System in the event SSR is detected, and “mitigation” shall refer to the installation and use of any equipment or the implementation of any practice that may be used to mitigate or eliminate SSR risk, including, but not limited to, the following measures: Outage coordination, Special Protection Systems (SPSs), passive and dynamic SSR blocking filters, supplemental excitation damping controls, thyristor-controlled series capacitors, bypass series capacitors with the aid of low set gaps, and series capacitor segmentation.  
(2)
If ERCOT identifies SSR risk in the case of four or five simultaneous Outages, ERCOT shall implement Outage coordination procedures to mitigate SSR risk to the maximum extent possible, and each affected Resource Entity and TSP may install appropriate protective equipment on its Facilities.  Consistent with Section 3.1, Outage Coordination, ERCOT shall coordinate Outages for reliability, consistent with Good Utility Practice.  For the purposes of this Section, the Outage of a double-circuit transmission line shall be considered a single Outage.  
(3)
If ERCOT identifies SSR risk in the case of three or fewer simultaneous Outages, each affected Resource Entity or TSP shall implement measures determined by ERCOT to be appropriate to mitigate SRR risk to the maximum extent possible.  Before requiring any such measure, ERCOT shall consult with the affected Entities in determining the most appropriate solution.  ERCOT may consider the relative expected benefit and cost of each measure in evaluating this solution.  Such measures may not include the planned tripping of a Generation Resource.  If ERCOT determines that the appropriate mitigation measures will not fully eliminate SSR risk, ERCOT shall require the Resource Entity or TSP to install appropriate protective equipment on its Facilities and the capital cost will be borne by the affected TSP in both cases.  In the case of equipment necessary at the Resource Facility, the TSP shall procure the equipment and the Resource Entity shall retain ownership and responsibility for the equipment.   

(4)  
If ERCOT identifies SSR risk during the study of a proposed Generation Resource or a new Transmission Element or network switching practice, as provided in paragraphs (1) and (2) of Section 3.21.1, the Entity introducing the new Generation Resource, Transmission Element, or switching practice shall be responsible for the cost of all SSR studies and any equipment installed as part of any ERCOT-approved mitigation measure necessitated by the new project or practice.  The cost of any protective equipment shall be the responsibility of the new Generation Resource owning Entity on whose Facilities the equipment is installed. 
(5) 
If ERCOT or a TSP identifies SSR risk between existing Generation Resources and Transmission Facilities, the costs of any studies shall be the responsibility of the studying TSP, and the capital cost of any equipment installed as part of an ERCOT-approved mitigation or protective measure shall be the responsibility of the TSP but the existing Resource Entity will retain responsibility and ownership of that equipment.
(6)
Any proposed change to an ERCOT-approved mitigation measure shall be submitted to all affected Entities and approved by ERCOT in writing before taking effect.  ERCOT shall approve or reject the proposed change within 90 days of notification.
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