SWAT SC Working Group Meeting Notes
Tuesday, June 5, 2007

Location: KR Saline office, Mesa, Arizona

Time: 9:30AM – 4:00PM

Attendees:




 
On teleconference:
Mike Agudo, WAPA





Stephanie Benjes, WAPA


 
Robert Sanders, IID
Don Adams, KR Saline



David Gutierrez, EPE
Maria Ramirez, SRP 



Kevin Salsbury, NPC
David Wheeler, SRP

Tom Spence, SWTC

Wei Wong, SWTC

Ron Onate, APS

Kenneth Peck, TEP

Steve Conrad, PNM

Thanh Nguyen, ASPEN
Introductions

All attendees introduced themselves. 
David went over the agenda of the meeting. No other items were added to the agenda. Prior to the June meeting, David had the attendees review the draft minutes of the April meeting prepared by Don Adams.  The minutes were approved as written. The minutes will be sent out via email. 
Old Business (April Meeting Action Items)
See Excel spreadsheet.

No progress on Zones. We believe there is a summary of zones on the website.
Last year a plan was created assigning members merging specific cases. David will look into this plan and we’ll discuss this at the next meeting.

We currently don’t know who our Westconnect contact is but we won’t need to connect with them until our cases are merged. Westconnect Map Proposal work is on hold.

Kevin Salsbury has no time frame yet regarding the Nevada SCSG. He will keep the group posted.
Don Adams investigated equivalents effects 2 or 3 buses out (tiers) and found no appreciable effect.

Ron Onate sent Tom APS case information.

Ron Onate commented that the mutual coupling with APS, WAPA and SRP will need quite a bit of manual adjusting.

Mike Agudo had an action item to find out how WAPA CSO treats mutual coupling. They use percentages, not split buses. He sent out an email with CSO’s response, here is a copy of the email:

Tom & David,

Here's Lane Cope's response regarding to WAPA's approach to modeling mutually coupled lines in ASPEN.

Mike

>>> Lane Cope 06/04/07 12:48 PM >>>

Hi Mike,

I just reviewed the ASPEN model to check our approach as we don't do mutuals that often.  In fact ASPEN always uses the % approach in a sense, and here are some examples:

1.  2 lines paralleled their entire length - mutuals entered as 100% for each line

2.  2 lines as follows:

     line 1 = 100 miles, goes from Sub A to Sub B

     line 2 = 60 miles, goes from Sub A to Sub C

     lines diverge, i.e. become non-parallel 30 miles from Sub A

This is then 33% for line 1, and 50% for line 2, no spilt bus required.

3.  For a more complex situation where lines alternately parallel different circuits along their routes, it is more convenient (maybe required, I'd have to think about this more), that fictional busses are used to indicate the points of convergence/divergence.  However, even when using spilt busses, the mutual are defined in terms of percentages.  For these busses, I like to use a "dot" and leave the name off - makes the one-line cleaner.

Seems confusing, but hope this helps, and I apologize again for missing the meeting, my scheduling proved a little optimistic.

Lane
Ron commented that in CAPE he uses fictitious buses for mutual coupling.
New Business (Issues and Items)

Reassign Tom’s action items – Mike Agudo will talk with Ron Moulton about who can do this. David/Maria said Tom’s action items have been condensed into a few and most of these would be resolved when the group goes through error checking.
Assign Website maintenance responsibilities – used infrequently. Maybe use an ftp repository. Please let David know any ideas on what to do here. WAPA is not going to host/maintain this any more. David will check with Rob K. at SWAT about hosting the SCWG website.
Kenneth Peck will look into bus numbering for TEP.

Case combination should be easier in ASPEN now with the new Version 10.10. The merge file command will have a choice to automatically join buses of same name once the files are merged. 

Robert Sanders correct phone number is 760-482-3649

David Wheeler commented that our next step is to sit in groups to figure out how to merge cases.

Steve Conrad will bring a copy of the Advanced ASPEN course to Albuquerque for someone from EPE to pick up for David Gutierrez.

Ron Onate commented that because we are using an agreed upon 100 MVA base for transformer impedances and because the APS case uses multiple MVA bases fro transformer impedances, he has a considerable amount of checking/updating to do in this regard.

ASPEN Demo

See handouts titled Mutual Coupling and Boundary Equivalents
ASPEN gives a 15% discount for 3 year renewals.

Please request new (free) HASP HL keys. Your existing keys will not work on Version 11, which will be out at the end of the year. ASPEN needs the serial number on the key or you can get the ID from HELP/About in ASPEN. Contact support@aspen.com
Announcements

Please send case information to David Wheeler instead of Tom Fields from now on.
Steve - PSRC work continuing. Motor protection guide, transformer protection and reclosing transmission and distribution guide are all being worked on.
The next meeting may be hosted by NPC in Las Vegas on August 14, 2007 at 9:30AM to 4:00PM, Kevin Salsbury will check availability. Secretary for next meeting will be assigned once we have attendee list.
