Regional Planning Group (RPG) Meeting, June 25, 2013
Agenda

· Welcome and Antitrust Admonition

· Introductions

· Miscellaneous Updates
· PLWG Update
· Regional Transmission Plan Study Update

· Panhandle Study Update

· Sharyland Utilities Overview of the Stanton and SPS Lines Purchase 

· West Texas Sensitivity Study Update
Miscellaneous Update
· The final DOE report is in the editing phase.

· Greg Thurnher has left ERCOT to accept a position with a market participant.

· Prabhu Gnanam will be in charge of the RTP temporarily until ERCOT can hire a replacement. The job has been posted on both the internal and external staffing announcements.
· The Planning and Operations Information website will be phased out soon. IT is working on moving these files to MIS. We should see the first pass in the fall and be fully implemented by 1 Dec 2013. This change will require protocol changes as we need a binding document requirement for files posted on the MIS. 
· The next TPIT will be posted on 1 July 2013. Starting on 1 Nov 2013, the TPIT and the SSWG cases will be on the same time line as they will both be feed by the MOD.

· The CREZ should be built out by the end of 2013. A list of wind farms in this zone was requested. When it was asked if any wind farms would be switched from the existing connections to CREZ circuits, Walter Reid representing the Wind Coalition said that there were some actions taken that had the effect of switching. Jeff Billo of ERCOT confirmed that there were no plans to switch any existing wind generating units.
· Warren Lasher of ERCOT requested that comments to the Brattle Group study be sent by Friday, 28June2013. You may send them to the Long Term Study list or to Brattle directly at Hannes.Pfeifenberger@brattle.com. If you want a one-on-one discussion, you may contact Warren.  
PLWG Update

· John Moore of Stratus Energy presented the update for the PLWG. The agenda for the 26 June 2013meeting was posted.
· PGRR 27 was posted on 25 June 2013. This PGRR is ready for Board approval. There is an amendment regarding SSR studies for existing units. This topic is being addressed by the PLWG and will not hold up the original PGRR. Also at issue is whether such a document should reside in the Planning Guide or the protocols.
· PGRR 29 is expected to be approved.

· PGRR 30 is administrative in nature and has been sent for approval.

· PGRR 28 needs a review from ERCOT. It has been posted.
· John agreed to call Isabel Flores to assure that she would be at the meeting on the 26th.

· As part of the retirement of the OPSTF, all of the issues are being transferred to the PLWG. John requested that the RPG participants check the list to make sure that it is complete.  
Regional Transmission Plan Study Update

·  Prabhu presented on this subject.
· For the 2013 RTP, year 2016 and 2018 cases are based on the SSWG dataset B cases dated June 15, 2013. The year 2014 case is based on the SSWG dataset A case dated Feb.18, 2013.  posted earlier this year. No additional changes have been on the year 2014 cases. Prabhu informed the attendees that the 2013 RTP start case process would be similar to last year.

· Brad Woods of LCRA asked if it would be possible to get the load forecasts by county. He feels that the TSP’s would be able to give better feedback if this were the case. Mike Juricek of Oncor pointed out that the ALDR’s can involve multiple TSP’s. 
· The “Generation in the Case” has met the criteria of: signed IA, Notice to Proceed, air and water permits.
· There was a request for a public list of this generation. Jeff said that ERCOT legal is not comfortable about how we are handling water. They are working on something more formal.
· ERCOT is sending a monthly list to the TSP’s regarding IA status. Also, there is a list of mothballed units which will be turned on to serve the load.
· There was a comment that the list of “Generation not Modeled” looks short.
· For the DC ties model, ERCOT is generally exporting power to CFE (Comision Federal de Electricidad, Mexico). The maximum is modeled at 286 MW; the minimum is modeled at zero.
· There are tariffs associated with international commerce. These tariffs are determined by AEP and have an effect on the business of all of the TSP’s participating. Warren asked Seth Cochran of DC Energy to organize an information meeting so that all of the participants understand who is paying what.
· Warren clarified that ERCOT may curtail exports in an emergency.
• Tentative Schedule 

• July 31st: Reliability Screening N-1 & N-1, G-1 

• August – September: Transmission Provider Meetings, Proposed Project Development 

• October 15th: Economic Alternative Development and Assessment 

• November 16th: Draft RTP made available to Transmission Providers 

• December 1st: Final RTP Posted 

Panhandle Study Update
· Fred Huang of ERCOT presented on this subject.
· 2012 Long Term System Assessment indicated: 

· significant expansion of wind resources in the Panhandle under a range of future outcomes. 

· that if the northwestern-most portion of the Panhandle CREZ system becomes over-subscribed, voltage stability limits will constrain wind power delivery to the rest of the ERCOT system

· Fred confirmed that Windmill/Ogallala substations can be over-subscribed based on the Generation Interconnection or Change Request activities.
· Fred will confirm that the AWS wind profiles are posted.
· The CREZ initial build case studied by ABB had 2.4 GW of wind which could be installed by next year.
· One option that ERCOT is studying for the Panhandle region is synchronous condensers. Mike J suggested that once we are further along in determining our requirements, we might invite some vendors of this type of equipment to make a presentation to the RPG. 
· It has been determined that CREZ initial build dynamic/reactive support is not sufficient to accommodate 5GW wind generation capacity as studied in scenario 1, so the team will be looking at system upgrades, including new transmission circuits.
· Mike suggested that Fred contact the Systems Protection Working Group.
· The next step is Scenario 2: Scenario 1 plus additional wind projects in Panhandle.
Sharyland Utilities Overview of the Stanton and SPS Lines Purchase 

·  Bill Bojorquez of Hunt Transmission presented on this subject.

· During the Jan2013 RPG, Prabhu made a presentation regarding the transfer of load from the Southwestern Public Service Company (SPS) to Sharyland Utilities (i.e., from SPP which is part of the Eastern Interconnect to ERCOT). This load transfer is related to PUCT Docket 39070.

· The January presentation ended with “ERCOT is currently reviewing different alternatives to serve the future load growth.”
· Bill presented the details of an application that has been filed with the PUCT to authorize the purchase of SPS's Hobbs-Midland and Grassland-Borden Lines as well as the Midland County and Borden County Interchanges and the transfer of SPS's CCN rights associated with the Facilities to Sharyland.
· This application has not yet been approved. A hearing is scheduled for September with a decision expected in December. The RPG is not aware of any statutory reason why this application should not be approved.

· The advantages of this approach are:

· It keeps the northern portion of the Caprock loop intact.

· It avoids the construction of several 138kV lines.

· It enhances the ability to serve new load growth in the region.

· The system as planned will have 5 connections to the rest of ERCOT. 

West Texas Sensitivity Study Update

· Prabhu Gnanam of ERCOT presented the 2017 preliminary results for the West Texas Sensitivity study.
· ERCOT is conducting a study to analyze the system needs related to load growth in west Texas due to the oil and gas production.
· This study includes latest load projections for the Sharyland load (as well as other TDSPs in the area).

· There are a significant number of overloads in the West Texas area.

· The Sharyland 345 kV option plus other proposed projects solve most of the problems in the Ector, Midland, and Andrew counties area. The ERCOT planning group has been working with AEP in south west Texas and Oncor in the northeast west Texas.

· The 2017 high load conditions are incremental on normal loads.

· Mike Juricek noted that Oncor has recently updated the TPIT and there is considerable overlap between their plan and ERCOT’s West Texas Sensitivity Study.
· Ken Donohoo of Oncor noted that many projects being proposed do not require RPG approval.

· The question was asked, “Is 4% unresolvable by SCED a real problem?” 

· Bill suggested an interim report. Jeff said that he was not in favor of this as the answer might change following the economic study.

· Bill also suggested that the lead time of equipment like autotransformers might make it advantageous to move quickly.

· Mike Juricek stated that we should go fast as possible, but not too fast.

· Jeff clarified that anyone can request that a project be declared “critical”. The PUC would make the decision.  

