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NAESB WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee

Time & Inadvertent Management Task Force:


Please see Entergy (SPO) comments in response to the proposed changes to WEQ-006 and WEQ-007.


Feel free to contact me if you have any questions about our comments.  Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments.

Regards,

Will Franklin

WEQ-006:

The suggestion that Method 2 will reduce the number of TEC is not necessarily true since the time spent in each TEC is longer, and it is possible that there could be several continuous days where the interconnection is in a TEC
.
TECs place the interconnection closer to operating limits and equipment trip set points, thus inherently TECs reduce reliability. One could contend that TECs should be entirely eliminated unless there is a true business need to perform them.  If there is a valid business need, the impact to reliability should be analyzed by NERC and if determined to be acceptable, appropriate limits on TECs should be established
.

Instead of proposing “Method 2”, why not propose the suspension of TECs altogether, for the reason stated above
?

Time Error Correction Initiation Method 2 states that a 24 hr TEC will be applied with no termination value for TE.  This means that the TE would continue, even if TE went negative.  Recommend defining a TE termination criteria for TEC
.  

Also, the initiation criteria of +/- 30 seconds seems arbitrary (as is the criteria in Method 1).  What is the business justification for 30 seconds vs. 5 or 10
?
WEQ-007

Bilateral Payback Method 2: The concept of financial settlement of inadvertent is beneficial to reliability in that physical transfer of energy is no longer needed and thus those flows (especially unilateral payback) would not impact the interconnection
.
To whom at NERC will BAs report the settled amounts
?

Unilateral Payback Method 2:

This method appears to be a more restrictive variation of Method 1.  I can’t understand why any BA would elect to use Method 2 when they could use Method 1
.  

The statement to “to assist in correcting time error...” is not necessary as the purpose of this is to reduce inadvertent. TEC is accomplished through the process in WEQ-006.
Why does this have only a + 0.02 Hz offset as a mode of payback
?

What is meant by “an Interchange Schedule of 5 MW…” Who would this Interchange Schedule be with?

� The Eastern Interconnection saw a marked reduction in the number of time corrections when the initiating trigger went from 6 seconds to 10 seconds.  The reason is Time Error goes through a cyclic pattern.  If the window is wider, there will be fewer occasions when TECs are initiated be temporary variation of Time Error.  Combined with Unilateral Payback Method 2, we expect even fewer TECs.  Still, this is one of the reasons for a proposed field test to verify the results.


�The comment assumes that frequency will always tend to run fast.  If the general pattern changes, TECs would move frequency away from the limits.  If NERC chooses to preclude TECs for reliability purposes, the NAESB standard would become immediately moot as the Time Monitor would never initiate a TEC.  If this were to happen, it is expected WEQ-006 would be retired.


�TECs exist in the NERC standards and FERC Order 693 appears to affirm that FERC believes TECs are required.  The potential impact on customers if frequency were allowed to drift from 60 Hz with no bounds is unknown and unknowable.  


�The Time Monitor, who is also a Reliability Coordinator has the authority and duty to terminate any TEC for reliability purposes.  We don’t foresee a problem if Time Error should swing a small amount in the other direction.


�The 30 seconds is not arbitrary.  A TEC with a 0.02Hz offset will, in theory, correct time by 1.2 seconds per hour.  A 24 hour correction for fast time will bring time error from +30 seconds to +1.2 seconds.


�Thanks for this comment of support.


�We expect that there will be a template form submitted to the same staff responsible for Inadvertent accounting.  We have requested a generic email list (such as � HYPERLINK "mailto:time&inadvertent@nerc.net" ��time&inadvertent@nerc.net�).  


�The creation of Inadvertent Interchange is inherently linked with Time Error.  Method 1 is achieved by controlling to a non-zero ACE.  This can have positive or negative impacts on CPS.  In general, if frequency has been fast, those BAs that have absorbed inadvertent by providing their bias obligation are penalized for trying to pay back inadvertent.  Method 2 gives them some control of their inadvertent balance.


�The 0.02 Hz offset is so the NAESB Business Practice does not conflict with the current NERC Standard, which requires a 0.02Hz offset.





