SCRTP Study Requests-Questions/Comments from NCTPC PWG
RESOURCES

1.) Would it be possible to revisit the study and look at either scaling down the load in the SCRTP footprint to allow enough generation to support the transfer, model “dummy” generation in a likely location, or model generation from the planning reserve margin as the source for this transfer?  
We can study these scenarios; however, these are different study scenarios and should be submitted as a new request in the next set of Economic Planning studies.

2.) Where did the Columbia Energy Center generation sink in the study model and if not used, could it be included in the revised study?

Columbia Energy Center was not used in this study.  

As stated in the SCE&G and Santee Cooper Attachment Ks, “all requested sensitivities will be considered except sensitivities that specify specific generation resources.”  This question is specifying a specific generation resource.
3.) If it is not possible to revisit the study, please describe how generation involved in the transfer in the SOCO control area was determined? If specific units, could we get a list of the units dispatched or a copy of the subsystem files used?
We used the same method that SOCO uses in their regional SERC studies.  We scaled the SOCO load down to make the transfer and SOCO generation was not changed.
METHOD

4.) Why were both a MUST transfer test and a powerflow study done? Was the MUST generation subsystem file for the transfer identical to the change in dispatch made to the powerflow model?

The MUST transfer test was performed to simulate contingencies outside of the SCRTP area while monitoring facilities inside the SCRTP area.  We used the MUST analysis because it already contained contingency lists for areas outside of SCRTP.  In future studies, we may incorporate these contingency lists in the powerflow study and not run MUST analysis.
Yes, in this study the MUST subsystem file was identical to the change in dispatch made to the powerflow model.
5.) Slide 20 mentions issues that were “local area in nature”. What were the “local issues” that were excluded?

The “Local area in nature” issues are those that have a low response to the transfer being studied and/or can be addressed by operating procedures or local switching.  
6.) Why were double contingencies studied, especially N-1-1 since curtailing firm transfers is allowed? Was this done in response to proposed TPL-001-1 standard revisions for N-1-1?

N-1-1 analysis was conducted to determine if, in fact, there is an N-1-1 event where the studied transfer must be curtailed after the N-1 event.  In other words, if we only perform an N-1 analysis we would not know if the studied transfer would require curtailment for the next event.

No, this was done to test for compliance to the existing TPL-001 C3 standard.
7.) Were the internal transmission system double contingencies studied SCE&G/SPSA/neighbor combinations or just individual TP double contingencies?

They were individual TP double contingencies.

8.) What would be an expected cause for accelerating the Urquhart-Graniteville 230 kV line project, since transmission service is normally evaluated under N-1 conditions?
We evaluate long-term firm transmission service requests considering N-1-1 conditions, for reasons stated in #6 above.  
9.) Were any emergency ratings used? Did the study model meet the TPL-003 Category C requirement that all facilities are within their facility ratings post-contingency?
Yes, emergency ratings were used for all contingency analyses.  Yes, the study model results meet the TPL-003 Category C requirement that all facilities are within their facility ratings post-contingency.
10.) What % OTDF cutoff was used?
We used a 3% cutoff value.  
RESULTS

11.) We would like to understand the limits likely to appear in the 10-year planning horizon. Is it possible to extrapolate the study results to the entire planning horizon?
No, we cannot extrapolate these study results to future years.  However, we can study additional years in future study requests. 
12.) Will a summary report be made available or will the results of these studies be included in the annual SCRTP report?

Yes, the final summary report will be posted on the secure SCRTP website.
