2019 FERC and NERC Staff Report

The South Central

United States

Cold Weather Bulk
Electric System

Event of January 17, 2018

FERC and NERC Staff Report

NERC
July 2019 § TenTatnvean s

ROFTH AMERICAN BLECTEIC
LA BLITY GO AT IO




*NASA Worldview Snapshot satellite image of The United States showing weather pattern for January 17, 2018.



The South Central United States
Cold Weather Bulk Electric System
Event of January 17, 2018

FERC and NERC Staff Report July 2019

This report was prepared by the staff of the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission in consultation with staff from the North American Electric
Reliability Corporation and its Regional Entities.

This report does not necessarily reflect the views of the Commission.






The South Central United States
Cold Weather Bulk Electric System
Event of January 17, 2018

FERC and NERC Staff Report July 2019

This report was prepared by the staff of the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission in consultation with staff from the North American Electric
Reliability Corporation and its Regional Entities.

This report does not necessarily reflect the views of the Commission.



I1.

I11.

IV.

Table Of Contents

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ....ccooiiiniinniinsniineicsenssssssssnsssssesssssssssssssssssssssssessssssss 6

BACKGROUND . ....uuuiiiiiiinnniinsniissniesssicssissssisssssssssesssnssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssns 14

A. Affected System OVerVIEW...........cc.oeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 14
B. MISO Regional Directional Transfer and Related

AGIECIMEIITS. .....coouiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e ettt e e e st e e e e e eeeeseabaeeeeeans 17

REVIEW OF ENTITIES’ PREPARATIONS FOR WINTER 2017/2018......19

A. Entities’ Preparations for Winter 2017-2018 Operations ..................... 19

1. Projected Resource Adequacy for Winter 2017-2018 ...................... 19

2. Seasonal Transmission Assessments for Winter 2017-2018 ............ 22

3. 2017-2018 Winterization Readiness Preparation ............................ 24

a) Reliability Coordinators and Balancing AUthOrities ..................c...ccccccovrrroesesreeeern 24

b) Generator OWNEI/OPEIALOTS..........ooccccc.eeeeeerrerrsrsssooeeesseeeeesessseoseseseeee e 28

NEAR-TERM FORECASTS AND PREPARATIONS FOR THE WEEK OF

JANUARY T5.iitiiiiniinnnininnisniensnesssecssisssescsssssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssess 31
A. Short Range Weather and Load Forecasts..................cocccovviinnnnnnnen. 31
1. Impending Weather Conditions ..................c.coociiiiiiiiiniiiinieceee 31
2. Mid- and Short-Term Load Forecasts.................cccoovvieieniinennnnnne. 31
B. Generation Unavailable for the Entire Event.................................. 33

C. Changes/Adjustments Made by RCs Due to Impending
Conditions Forecast............cooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeee e 36

1. Pre-real-time Resource Commitment Process ........ccccooveveeeeeeeenneen.. 36

2. Next-Day Operational Planning Analysis (OPA) of
Transmission Conditions (Performed on January 16, 2018 for
the January 17 Operating Day) ..........cccoocoiiiiiiiiiiieiiiieeeeeee e 38

3. Alerts Issued Before January 17 ...........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiniiieeeeeee e, 39

Page 2 of 153



V. JANUARY 17,2018 EVENT: ADDITIONAL GENERATION OUTAGES,
EXTREME BELOW-NORMAL COLD WEATHER CONDITIONS, AND
WIDE-AREA CONSTRAINED TRANSMISSION SYSTEM CONDITIONS

................................................................................................................................ 40
A Extreme Weather and Record Peak Loads.................cccccooiniinnnnen. 40
B. Growing BES Problems Due to Generation OQutages and
DICIAtes........ooiiiiiiiee e e 43
1. By 2 a.m. CST: BES Transmission Conditions Become a
Growing COMCEIML............cccviiiiiiieiieeeiee ettt e e eeee e e e 48
2. By 6 a.m. CST: BES Energy Emergency and Wide-Area
Constrained Transmission Conditions ...............cccccocoeniiiniinninnee. 52
3. By 8 a.m. CST: MISO Energy Emergency Continues and
Four RCs Take More Consequential Steps to Maintain BES
Reliability ........cccooiiiiiiiie e 64
4. Post-8 a.m.-peak hour: Conditions Gradually Improve................... 72
VI. POST-EVENT ACTIONS BY THE RCS AND JOINT PARTIES................. 75
VII. PRIOR SIMILAR EVENTS..ccooiiiiiniiiniinsninsnnissnnesssecsssncsssssssssssssssssssssssesssses 78
VIII. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS......cocvvtirninsrnrnsnncsnncsancsssesssacessanens 80
APPENDICES .....uuiiiiitiinninnniisnicsnnicsnnisssesssstssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssns 103

Page 3 of 153



Acknowledgement

This report! results from the combined efforts of many dedicated individuals in
multiple organizations. The team behind the report (the Team) consisted of individuals
from the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC or the Commission), the North
American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC), Regional Reliability Entities
Midwest Reliability Organization (MRO), SERC Corporation (SERC), ReliabilityFirst
Corporation (RF), and Western Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC),? all of whom
are named in Appendix A. They were assisted by other non-Team members within their
respective organizations. The inquiry which led to the report arose out of two
presentations describing the January, 2018 event to FERC Staff: one by Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc. (MISO), and the other a combined presentation by
Southwest Power Pool, Inc. (SPP), Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA), and the
Southeastern Reliability Coordinator (SeRC)/Southern Company (SoCo), as well as other
Joint Parties to a settlement between MISO and SPP, namely Associated Electric
Cooperative, Inc. (AECI), Louisville Gas and Electric/Kentucky Utilities (LG&E/KU),
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Operations of the Bulk Electric System (BES)(begins at page 104), Appendix C,
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Generated and Distributed, Power Plant Design for Ambient Weather Conditions, Impact
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Production and Distribution, Natural Gas Transportation Contracting Practices, and
Impact of Cold Weather on Gas Production. Appendix G of this report, which begins at
page 126, contains the 2011 report’s Recommendations on Preparation for Cold-Weather
Events.

2 Although the Event did not occur in WECC’s footprint, WECC was invited to
participate due to its experience with issues relating to the “seams” or borders between
two Reliability Coordinator footprints.
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and PowerSouth. Following these presentations, the Commission and NERC announced
a joint inquiry with the Regional Entities, citing, among other factors, “reports of multiple
forced generation outages, voltage deviations and near-overloads during peak
operations,” and the need to “understand and underscore the importance of seamless RC-
to-RC interactions.”?
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share its preliminary findings and recommendations. Those invited to outreach sessions
included MISO, SPP, TVA, Southern Company, and the Joint Parties, the Regional
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3 https://www.ferc.gov/media/news-releases/2018/2018-3/09-12-18.pdf

4 The entities provided data to the Team with the assurance that it would be kept
confidential until the entities provided permission to release it publicly. The Team has
obtained permission from the entities to share the data included in the report.

Page 5§ of 153


https://www.ferc.gov/media/news-releases/2018/2018-3/09-12-18.pdf

1. Executive Summary

On January 17, 2018, a large area of the south central region of the United States
experienced unusually cold weather. The below-average temperatures in this area
resulted in a total of 183 individual generating units within the Reliability Coordinator
(RC)3 footprints of SPP, MISO, TVA, ¢ and SeRC experiencing either an outage, a
derate,” or a failure to start between January 15 and January 19, 2018. Between Monday,
January 15, and the morning peak hour (between 7 and 8 a.m. Central Standard Time
(CST)) on Wednesday, January 17, approximately 14,000 MW of generation experienced
an outage, derate or failure to start. Including generation already on planned or
unplanned outages or derated before January 15, the four RCs had over 30,000 MW of
generation unavailable in the south central portions of their footprints by the January 17
morning peak hour. MISO declared an Energy Emergency, ® because it had insufficient
reserves to balance generation and load in the MISO South portion of its footprint, while
all four of the RCs experienced constrained bulk electrical system (BES) ? transmission

5 See Appendix E, “Categories of NERC Registered Entities.”

8 TVA is a Reliability Coordinator for its TVA Balancing Authority area as well as
for the Balancing Authority areas of AECI and LG&E/KU. This report will clarify
whether it is referring to TVA as the RC, including AECI and LG&E/KU, or only to
TVA’s own Balancing Authority area.

7 Reductions in capacity of a generating unit short of a total outage.

8 See Appendix C, “RC and TOP Tools and Actions to Operate the BES in Real
Time.”

? The Commission’s jurisdiction extends to the Bulk-Power System, defined by
Section 215(a) (1) of the Federal Power Act as “facilities and control systems necessary
for operating an interconnected electric energy transmission network (or any portion
thereof), and electric energy from generating facilities needed to maintain transmission
system reliability.” The mandatory Reliability Standards apply to owners and operators of
the bulk electric system (BES). In Order No. 773, the Commission approved a definition
of BES that generally covers all elements operated at 100 kV or higher, with a list of
specific inclusions and exclusions. Revisions to Electric Reliability Organization
Definition of Bulk Electric System and Rules of Procedure, Order No. 773, 141 FERC
61,236 (2012); order on reh’g, Order No. 773-A, 143 FERC § 61,053 (2013), order on
reh’g and clarification, 144 FERC § 61,174 (2013). This report will use BES because its
primary audience is most familiar with that term.
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conditions across portions of their footprints, spanning all or parts of nine states. While
the system remained stable, this combination of an Energy Emergency and wide-area
constrained transmission conditions on January 17 meant that had MISO’s next single
contingency generation outage in MISO South of 1,163 MW ® occurred, continued
reliable BES operations would have depended on system operators shedding firm load
promptly to prevent further degradation of BES conditions.

The combination of an Energy Emergency and wide-area constrained conditions
constitutes the South Central U.S. Cold Weather BES Event of January 17, 2018,
hereafter referred to as “the Event,” which occurred in an area (the “Event Area”)!!
consisting of:

e MISO South (Arkansas, eastern Texas, Louisiana, and Mississippi)

e Southeastern portion of the SPP RC footprint (lower Kansas-Missouri border, the
eastern half of Oklahoma, Arkansas, eastern Texas, and Louisiana)

e Western portion of the TVA RC footprint (western Tennessee, lower Missouri,
northeastern Oklahoma, northern Mississippi and Alabama)

e Western portion of the SeRC footprint (southern Mississippi and Alabama).

10 The mandatory Reliability Standards set forth requirements that provide for the
reliable operation of the BES. Federal Power Act (FPA) § 215(a)(3). In turn, “reliable
operation” is defined in the FPA as “operating the elements of the [BES] within
equipment and electric system thermal, voltage and stability limits, so that instability,
uncontrolled separation or cascading will not occur as a result of a sudden disturbance,
including a cybersecurity incident or unanticipated failure of system elements.” /d.

' The sources or credits for all Figures are listed in Appendix H, “Source of
Figures Used in the Report (begins at page 139).”
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Figure 1: January 17, 2018 Event Area — Low Temperature Deviation From the
Normal Daily Minimum
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Below-average temperatures began to occur as early as Friday, January 12, from
the Great Plains south through the Mississippi Valley. Going into the work week
beginning Monday, January 15, MISO, SPP, and the other RCs, which are located within
the MRO, SERC, and RF regions, 12 knew that Wednesday, January 17, was likely going
to be the coldest day of an extremely cold week for much of their respective footprints.
Because their footprints stretch further eastward than SPP’s, MISO, TVA and SeRC also
expected cold weather conditions for their respective areas on Thursday, January 18, as
forecasts showed the cold weather moving eastward. With temperatures forecast by the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration to be “much below normal” for
January 17, RCs in the Event Area expected very high system loads.

Planned and unplanned generation outages already existed going into the week of
January 15, but as the colder weather conditions developed, MISO was projecting
extremely tight reserve margins for MISO South in meeting its forecast peak load for the
morning of January 17, beginning at 7 a.m. CST. Still, even with a high system load
forecast and pre-existing generation outages, MISO did not expect to have a problem

12 These are among the Regional Entities to which NERC has delegated some of
its duties as the Electric Reliability Organization, as part of the statutory scheme which
gave rise to mandatory Reliability Standards.
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meeting customer demand on January 17 in MISO South, based on anticipated generator
availability and precautionary measures that MISO took to increase projected reserves.
However, an extraordinary amount of continuing generation outages and derates
increasingly tightened already tight reserves, requiring emergency measures. In addition,
MISQO’s five-day, four-day and three-day-out MISO South load forecasts for January 17
were less accurate (underestimating load by approximately 18.9%/6,000 MW,
10.2%/3,250 MW, and 6.1%/1,900 MW, respectively) than the other RCs’ forecasts for
the same period. Improved forecasting accuracy for future extreme weather conditions
could increase MISO’s ability to rely on long-lead-time resources and give it more time
to prepare for severe weather events. The Team recommends that MISO work with its
Local Balancing Authorities and adjacent RCs to improve the accuracy of its near-term
load forecasts for MISO South.

In order to meet forecast load plus reserves for the morning peak hour (7 to 8 a.m.)
on January 17, MISO instructed its local balancing authorities (LBAs) in MISO South to
issue public appeals to reduce demand. '3 MISO estimated the total load reduction
achieved from this effort was 700 MW. Some of the Load Modifying Resources
(LMR) ! participating in MISO’s load reduction required more notice than MISO was
able to provide at the time of this appeal. !> MISO also needed to purchase emergency
energy from suppliers in adjacent RCs to meet its peak load.

The MISO South footprint was severely stressed as the morning peak hour
approached. During the peak hour, MISO system analysis showed that if it incurred the
worst single contingency generation outage of 1,163 MW in MISO South (hereafter
MISO South WSC), ! it would need to rely on post-contingency manual firm load shed

13 MISO attributed the need for public appeals to “forced generation outages and
higher than forecast load.”

14T oad Modifying Resources are demand resources or behind-the-meter
generation.

15 On January 18, the day after the Event, when MISO was able to provide more
notice, it achieved 930 MW of Load Modifying Resources.

16 In addition to the Most Severe Single Contingency (MSSC) for its entire BA
area (for the morning of January 17, 2018, MISO’s MSSC was a 1,732 MW facility in
the Midwest region of its BA), which MISO is required to cover under the Reliability
Standards, MISO planned for sufficient reserves in MISO South to cover its worst single
contingency in the MISO South portion of its footprint. It is this latter “worst single
contingency” that the report will discuss and refer to as the MISO South WSC.
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to maintain voltages within limits and shed additional firm load to maintain system
balance and restore reserves for the MISO South region. MISO South’s load peaked at
31,852 MW on January 17. At one point on January 17, MISO South had as much as
17,000 MW of generation unavailable, including 13,000 MW of it unplanned. !’

MISO was not the only RC that lost generation in the Event Area. Going into
Wednesday January 17, SPP, TVA RC and SeRC had 8,300 MW, 5,000 MW, and 1,400
MW of generation unavailable, respectively. The entire Event Area had as much as
33,500 MW of total unavailable generation (including planned outages) at one point on
January 17, out of approximately 118,000 MW of capacity in the Event Area, and over
30,000 MW unavailable by the start of the morning peak load timeframe. '®

The majority of the problems experienced by the many generators that
experienced outages, derates, or failures to start during the Event were attributable, either
directly or indirectly, to the cold weather itself. For the entire Event Area, from January
15 to January 19, Generator Owner/Operators (GO/GOPs) directly attributed 14 percent
of the generator failures to weather-related causes, including frozen sensing lines, frozen
equipment, frozen water lines, frozen valves, blade icing, low temperature cutoff limits,
and the like. Another 30 percent were indirectly attributable to the weather, occasioned
by natural gas curtailments to gas-fired generators (16%) and mechanical causes known
to be related to cold weather (14%).!® The Team found that total outages from January
15 to 19 increased as temperatures decreased, with correlation coefficients of between -
0.5 to -0.7, depending on the city. More than one-third of the GO/GOPs that lost
generation during the Event did not have a winterization plan. Given the relationship
between the cold and generator outages, the wealth of prior voluntary recommendations
for generators to prepare for winter weather, 2* and that 70% of the unplanned outages
occurred in gas-fired units, with 16% of those outages were directly attributed to gas
supply issues, the Team recommends a three-pronged approach to address generator

17 Substantial percentages of the MISO South generation fleet were unavailable in
Louisiana (57.1%), Arkansas (23.5%), and Mississippi (16.8%).

18 See Figure 22, Total Unavailable Generation. Peak non-coincident system loads
for January 17 in the four BA footprints combined was 222,924 MW. See Figure 18,
January 17, 2018 Peak Loads for Relevant Entities. The peak load figures cover the
entire MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC, footprints, whereas the capacity figure of 118,000 is
an estimate of generating capacity just within the Event Area.

19 All percentages in this and the preceding sentence are based on number of units.

20 See discussion in Recommendation 1, in Section VIII below.
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reliability during extreme cold weather. This approach includes NERC developing one
or more mandatory Reliability Standards that require Generator Owner/Operators to
prepare for the winter and to provide information regarding their preparations (or lack
thereof) to their RCs and Balancing Authorities (BAs), as well as enhanced outreach to
the GO/GOPs, and market incentives for those GO/GOPs in organized markets.

In addition to the primary cause of the Event, which was the significant unplanned
loss of generators in the Event Area that correlated with the drop in ambient
temperatures, several other factors contributed to the BES conditions faced by system
operators, including:

e increased customer electricity demand across the Event Area due to extreme low
temperatures;
e large power transfers:
o MISO’s Regional Directional Transfer (RDT)?2! from MISO Midwest to
MISO South, which exceeded its contractual firm and non-firm limit
(Regional Directional Transfer Limit (RDTL)) of 3,000 MW to provide
replacement for MISO’s generation outages and derates in MISO South;
but also
o remote generation power transfers, including MISO’s and SPP’s dispatch of
wind generation output from distant locations; and
o transfers between SPP and the ERCOT Interconnection via SPP’s High
Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) ties.

On January 17, MISO relied on its contractually-available transmission capacity
under the RDT to schedule power to flow from generation in MISO Midwest into MISO
South, to help cover the record winter electrical demand plus reserves. The RDT flow
steadily increased in a north-to-south direction affecting the BES transmission system
footprints of MISO, SPP, RC and SeRC, and it exceeded MISO’s 3,000 MW RDTL
during the early morning hours of January 17, reaching a maximum of 4,331 MW, as
measured in real time, around 6:30 am CST. Although MISO exceeded the RDTL, and
did not reduce the RDT below the 3,000 MW limit within 30 minutes as contemplated by
the settlement agreement, MISO operators communicated with adjacent RCs (which are
parties to the settlement agreement that established the RDT) that MISO would be
exceeding the limit, and that if MISO’s RDT flows caused a system emergency for the
adjacent RCs, MISO would take appropriate actions. While the adjacent RCs did not
determine that their systems were in an emergency state during the Event, they were
made aware of the continuing generation outages and derates in MISO South, of MISO’s

21 See section I1.B and Figure 32 for background on MISO’s RDT.
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Energy Emergency declaration, and of MISQO’s likely need to perform firm load shed if
its next-worst contingency occurred.

Before the morning of January 17, none of the RCs had anticipated the multiple-
wide-area?? constrained transmission conditions that simultaneously occurred in the SPP,
TVA, SeRC, and MISO South RC footprints. The Team recommends seasonal studies
that consider more-severe conditions, modeling same-direction simultaneous transfers
and other stressed but realistic conditions, and sharing the results with operations staff to
aid in planning for more extreme days like January 17. These widespread constrained
conditions caused reserves to be stranded from MISO South.?* The Team also
recommends that RCs consider deliverability of reserves, and that MISO notify the other
RCs when it is counting on the as-available, non-firm portion of the RDT to meet its
reserves for MISO South, so that the RCs can timely communicate if conditions on the
other RCs’ systems are projected to limit MISO’s ability to rely on the RDT.

The RCs also did not expect the numerous mitigation measures they would need to
take to maintain BES reliability on January 17, including Transmission Loading Relief,
transmission reconfiguration, and the need to be prepared to shed firm load in the event
of an outage of the MISO South WSC of 1,163 MW. Had this outage occurred, during
the morning peak hour on January 17, MISO would have likely had to order firm load
shed in MISO South for two reasons. First, MISO would not have had sufficient
deliverable reserves to cover its MISO South region peak load, and second, it
concurrently would have likely needed to shed firm load to alleviate low voltages at
many locations that were calculated to be significantly below their limits. Normally,
voltage stability is a greater risk during summer than winter, however, there can be an
increased risk of voltage stability under extreme cold winter weather conditions, heavy
imports, and facility outage conditions.?* Although the system remained stable on

22 The “wide area” each RC is responsible for includes its “entire RC Area as well
as the critical flow and status information from adjacent Reliability Coordinator Areas as
determined by detailed system studies to allow the calculation of Interconnected
Reliability Operating Limits.” (See NERC Glossary of Terms). The January 17 event
involved critical flows experienced concurrently in four RC areas.

23 By “stranded,” the Team means reserves that cannot be delivered due to
transmission constraints which cannot be alleviated.

24 1t has been studied that under high loads and heavy imports in a different winter-
peaking area of the U.S., credible single and multiple contingencies could result in
widespread post-contingency steady state voltage instability. The entity has identified
these conditions as an Interconnection Reliability Operating Limit (IROL). In this
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January 17, the Team recommends that MISO and other RCs perform voltage stability
analysis when under similarly constrained conditions, benchmark planning and
operations models against actual events which strained the system, perform periodic
impact studies to identify which elements in the adjacent RCs’ systems have the most
impact on their own systems, and perform drills with entities involved in load shedding to
prepare to execute load-shedding for maintaining reserves while at the same time
alleviating severe transmission conditions.

Actions by operators to address real-time issues were effective and timely. The
RC operators for SPP, MISO, TVA, and SeRC had situational awareness, communicating
and coordinating their analyses and discussing mitigation actions necessary to maintain
BES reliability, up to shedding firm load. RC operators also communicated as necessary
with the Transmission Operators to verify that System Operating Limits (SOLs) took into
account the extreme cold temperatures. Because some SOLs which operated as
constraints on January 17 were based on summer temperatures or on static, year-round
ratings, the Team recommends that SOLs and their associated equipment ratings be based
on, at a minimum, ambient temperature conditions that would be expected during high
summer load and high winter load conditions, respectively.

System conditions began to gradually improve after the morning peak ended at 8
a.m. CST and as the cold weather moved out of the Event Area. Warmer temperatures
resulted in some generators returning to service, and decreased system loads. While
MISO still sought emergency power for the evening peak on January 17, wide-area BES
conditions were not as constrained as they were approaching the morning peak.

The affected RCs performed a post-Event analysis. Among the areas they
identified for improvement was the joint Regional Transfer Operations Procedure
(RTOP) used to govern MISO’s use of the RDT, which was in effect at the time of the
Event. The improvements they made to the RTOP, along with the Team’s additional
recommendations to add specificity and clarity during emergency situations, underscore
the need for clear operating procedures for the system operators, to address similar
multiple-wide-area constrained transmission conditions. The Team’s recommended
changes to the RTOP would clarify roles and timing, require affected entities to declare
an emergency before MISO sheds firm load to reduce the RDT, and implement studies to

instance, voltage stability analysis (VSA) is conducted daily for the next operating day to
determine if the limit can be increased or decreased depending on system conditions (i.e.,
load, power flows, internal generation in the area, outages, etc.). The IROL is also
monitored in real time using VSA to perform real-time calculations for the IROL limit
based on real-time conditions.
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be performed before temporarily changing the RDTL or making emergency energy
purchases.

In addition to the Team’s recommendations, the report discusses sound practices
followed by the entities involved in the Event, and reaffirms recommendations from the
2011 Report.

II. Background

A. Affected System Overview

The Event Area is located within the Eastern Interconnection (which stretches
from the East Coast to the Rocky Mountains, omitting the majority of Texas), and from
eastern Canada to the Gulf Coast. Of the 15 NERC-approved RCs in North America
which are responsible for having the wide-area view to oversee grid reliability, four were
responsible for the reliable operations of the BES in the Event Area: MISO, SPP, TVA
and SeRC.

The extra-high voltage (EHV) (345 kilovolts (kV) and above) portion of the Event
Area comprises 500 kV transmission facilities spanning Arkansas, western Tennessee,
Mississippi, Louisiana and Alabama. These 500 kV facilities are connected to the north
and west within the Event Area via transformers to 345 kV transmission facilities located
in lower Missouri and Kansas, and which run through Oklahoma and along the eastern
border of Texas. There are two asynchronous HVDC connections between these 345 kV
transmission facilities and ERCOT (to the west, in Texas), which operates as a
functionally separate interconnection. These two HVDC ties to ERCOT (the North DC
Intertie, and the East DC Intertie) allow power exchanges with the Eastern
Interconnection through SPP. SPP also has several DC ties with the Western
Interconnection. Other high-voltage BES transmission facilities within the Event Area
include 230 kV, 161 kV, 138 kV and 115 kV facilities.

25 See Appendix G, “2011 Recommendations on Preparation for Cold-Weather
Events.”
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Figure 2: MISO and SPP Regional Transmission Organization Footprints

SPP States (14)

AR, IA, KS, LA, MN, MO, M1,
ND, NE, NM, OK, SD, TX, WY

Southwest
Power Pool

MISO States (15)

AR, IA, IL, IN, KY, LA, MI, MN,
MO, MS, MT, ND, SD, TX, Wi

As the table below illustrates, the BES system between MISO and SPP is far more
extensive than the limited number of ties between MISO Midwest and MISO South:

Figure 3: Tie Lines Between MISO and SPP RC Versus Within MISO

Voltage Level (kV) Number of Tie-lines Number of transmission
between MISO and SPP lines between MISO
Midwest and MISO
South

69 85 0
115 30 0
138 5 0
161 41 0
230 13 0
345 16 0
500 3 1
Total 193 1
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Figure 4: Electric Transmission Lines and Cities Within the Event Area
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Transmission facilities within the Event Area serve load centers such as:

Oklahoma City, OK  Tulsa, OK Joplin, MO

Ft. Smith, AR Little Rock, AR Memphis, TN
Shreveport, LA Lafayette, LA Jackson, MS
Baton Rouge, LA Beaumont, TX New Orleans, LA

Springfield, MO
Texarkana, TX/AR
Hattiesburg, MS
Wichita, KS

These BES transmission facilities also span many rural locations, serving thousands of
smaller cities and towns, as well as large commercial, agricultural, and industrial loads
located across portions of the south central U.S. This region of the country is normally
not generation-capacity-limited. Under normal conditions MISO South has a substantial
surplus of capacity, often leading to transmission flows in a southern-to-northern
direction. This was not the case on January 17, 2018, due to the extensive generation

outages experienced.
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B. MISO Regional Directional Transfer and Related Agreements

MISO and SPP Regional Transmission Organizations (RTOs) share a border, or
seam, and are parties to a Joint Operating Agreement designed to address power flows
and improve operations along that seam. On December 19, 2013, MISO expanded its
footprint by integrating the Entergy Operating Companies, among others, as transmission
owning members (they now comprise the MISO South region). Since that date, MISO
has two regions within its BA area, joined by a single firm transmission path: MISO
Midwest, and MISO South. The addition of MISO South extended the seam between
MISO and SPP to its current length: from the Canadian border in the north to the Gulf of
Mexico in the South.

At the time the Entergy Operating Companies considered joining MISO, a dispute
arose between MISO and SPP about interpreting provisions in the MISO-SPP Joint
Operating Agreement about whether and/or how the two would share available
transmission capacity on their respective transmission systems, particularly as to the
amount of power flow, known under the Agreement as Regional Directional Transfer, or
RDT, which MISO could use for intra-market flows between MISO Midwest and MISO
South. The dispute was the subject of numerous filings and proceedings before the
Commission and included parties in addition to MISO and SPP that were also affected by
operations of the expanded MISO footprint.?¢ The parties resolved the dispute by
entering into a Settlement Agreement, which the Commission accepted on January 21,
2016.%7 Under the Settlement Agreement, MISO agreed to a Regional Directional
Transfer Limit, or RDTL, ?® which limits MISO’s north-to-south intra-market flows to
3,000 MW (1,000 MW being firm and 2,000 MW being non-firm, as-available) and

26 See, e.g., Sw. Power Pool, Inc., 146 FERC 4 61,231 (2014) (consolidating the
proceedings in Docket Nos. EL11-34-002, EL14-21-000, EL14-30-000, and ER14-1174-
000, and establishing hearing and settlement judge procedures).

27 Sw. Power Pool, Inc., 154 FERC q 61,021 (2016). The parties to the Settlement
Agreement are SPP, MISO, AECI, Southern Company, TVA, LG&E/KU, PowerSouth,
and NRG Energy, Inc.

28 The Settlement Agreement between MISO and SPP refers to the flows between
MISO Midwest and MISO South as Regional Directional Transfer (“RDT”). On the other
hand, within MISO, the RDT-related constraint on flows is referred to as Sub-Regional
Power Balance Constraint (SRPBC). In either case, the limit is contractual in nature, and
is not an actual physical transmission constraint.
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2,500 MW flowing south-to-north from MISO South (1,000 MW being firm and 1,500
MW being non-firm, as-available).

Figure 5: MISO Midwest to MISO South Intra-Market Regional Directional

Transfers (RDT)

MISO
MidWest
1,000 MW
MISO

South.

Section 7.2.1 of the Settlement Agreement provided that the RDTL may be
temporarily increased or decreased to avoid a transmission system emergency or during
such an emergency, as long as the increased flow does not cause an emergency on the
system of another party to the Settlement Agreement. Any party requesting an RDTL
increase or decrease must contact the affected RCs and notify all other RCs via a posting
to the Reliability Coordinator Information System (RCIS). The affected RC must assess
the effects of an RDTL increase or decrease, and then notify the requesting RC whether it
can accommodate such a change.

To implement the Settlement Agreement in real-time operations, the parties have a
joint Regional Transfer Operations Procedure (RTOP), which addresses actions to be
taken when the RDT is exceeded, requests to raise or lower the RDTL, congestion
management, the effect of system emergencies and a procedure for conducting post-event
reviews of events.
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III. Review of Entities’ Preparations for Winter 2017/2018

BES operations for any season begin well in advance, with planning and
preparation based on certain historical data and assumptions. As real-time operations
approach, this planning is refined with ever-more-accurate information. The Team
reviewed how the relevant entities (RTOs, RCs, BAs and GO/GOPs) planned for the
upcoming winter 2017/2018 season, and how those preparations assisted in, or could be
improved for, ensuring reliable BES operations during the Event. The Team reviewed
the relevant entities’ 2017/2018 winter season:

e forecast peak loads,

e resource (generation) adequacy,
e transmission assessments, and
e generation winterization plans.

As part of its review, the Team asked the entities if they had considered relevant
recommendations from similar events in their winter 2017/2018 planning.

A. Entities’ Preparations for Winter 2017-2018 Operations

1. Projected Resource Adequacy for Winter 2017-2018

Historically, MISO and SPP are summer-peaking entities, TVA’s BA has summer
and winter peaks of similar magnitude, and SoCo BA (comprising the majority of the
SeRC footprint) has more recently been a winter-peaking entity, with winter heating
loads as a primary contributing factor. The table below shows the winter 2017-2018 peak
forecast load, actual peak load, and actual peak load for January 17, 2018 for the entities’
respective footprints.
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Figure 6: Forecast 2017/2018 Winter Peak Loads

Above 50/50 Forecast Peak//ABOVCIEXICMCIEOrccaAstPeak

MISO MISO SPP TVA BA SoCo BA
(Total) South
Region
Previous All-Time 109.3 31.1 41.5 334 45.9
Winter Peak
(GW)
2017/2018 50/50 103.4 28.4 41.1 319 41.0
Forecast Peak
(GW)
2017/2018 110.6 31.2 42.5 334 47.0
Extreme Forecast
Peak (GW)?°
2017/2018 Actual | 106.1/ BN / s / 325/ 444/
Peak (GW) / Date | 1/17/2018 | 1/17/2018 | 1/17/2018 | 1/18/2018 1/18/2018
January 17, 2018 106.1 32.1 43.5 31.6 41.6
Peak (GW)

None of the affected RCs forecast having a shortage of generation to meet their
winter peak loads. MISO, SPP, TVA BA and SeRC all provided resource adequacy
projections for their entire footprints for winter 2017-2018 as part of NERC’s 2017-2018
Winter Reliability Assessment, which ranged from 32% to 67% resource reserve margins
(excluding planned and expected unplanned generation outages), well-above their
required reserve margins of 12% to 17%.3° The 29.6% reserve margin predicted for the
MISO South region was also much higher than any of the required reserve margins. 3!

The above reserve margin values do not take into account planned or scheduled
generation outages to perform maintenance, or refueling outages for nuclear generation.
In portions of the south central U.S., where winter typically brings relatively mild
temperatures, lower system loads, and adequate reserve margins (i.e., 30% or greater),

29 SPP and SeRC calculated extreme scenario forecasts, while MISO and TVA

used 90/10 scenarios.

30 Data Source: NERC 2017/2018 Winter Reliability Assessment, available at

https://www.nerc.com/pa/RAPA/ra/Reliability%20Assessments%20DL/NERC WRA 11
202017_%?20Final.pdf

31 The annual Weighted Equivalent Forced Outage Rate (WEFOR) for 2017 for
MRO was 10.5%, and for SERC was 7.6%.
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generation outages may be planned for the winter months. This allows maximum
generation availability during summer, when much higher loads are experienced. MISO
and SPP, both summer-peaking entities, ** would have planned more generation outages
for the winter season than the summer (as well as during the so-called “shoulder” seasons
of spring and fall). While planned outages can be rescheduled at times if system
operators have sufficient notice of narrowing reserve margins, eventually the outages
must occur to allow required unit maintenance. For example, from September 21-25,
2017, temperatures were unseasonably high throughout the MISO footprint. High
planned outage rates, typical of shoulder months, and 1,100 MW of forced outages
contributed to tight system conditions, leading MISO to declare a Maximum Generation
Event on September 22, 2017.3 MISO coordinated with Generator Operators during the
operations planning horizon, asking them to shift their outages if possible to another time
of the year when system loads and planned generation outages were forecast to be lower
than the September 2017 conditions. One of the Generator Operators agreed to shift its
planned outage until January, 2018, and thus was not available during the January 17
Event.

Winter reliability assessments also do not attempt to quantify the risk of fuel
supply interruptions, although the Winter 2017-2018 assessments did include the data
below illustrating the capacity of generation resources by fuel type. 34

32 The scheduling of significant generation outages during the winter months is
less likely in other, winter-peaking areas of the country, where their typical winter
temperatures are much lower - resulting in much higher system loads and therefore lower
supply reserve margins.

33 IMM Quarterly Report: Fall 2017, MISO Independent Market Monitor,
Potomac Economics, available at https://www.potomaceconomics.com/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/IMM-Quarterly-Report Fall-2017-Final.pdf.

34 Data source for SPP and MISO: NERC Winter 2017/2018 Reliability
Assessment. Data for SeRC/Southern and TVA BA was aggregated into SERC into the
NERC Winter Reliability Assessment; therefore, the Team used publicly-available data
for SeRC and TVA BA.
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Figure 7: Generation Capacity Data by Fuel Type

MISO SPP SeRC-SoCo BA TVA BA

MW | Percent| MW | Percent] MW | Percent] MW | Percent

Biomass 535 0.4% 39 0.1% 116 0.2%

Coal 61,452 | 42.7% | 23,995 | 34.6% | 16,890 | 36.0% | 8,200 | 20.4%

Hydro 1,237 0.9% 4,771 6.9% 1,661 3.5% 5,149 | 12.8%

Natural | 60,328 | 41.8% | 33,873 | 48.8% | 19,514 | 41.6% | 15,371 | 38.2%
Gas

Nuclear | 12,866 | 8.9% 1,943 2.8% 3,680 7.8% 8,609 | 21.5%

Other 62 0.1% 3 0.0% -—- -—-

Petroleum | 3,168 2.2% 1,717 2.5%

P. Storage | 2,562 1.8% 482 0.7% 1,095 2.3% 1,615 4.0%

Solar 159 | 0.1% | 197 | 03% | 2,504 | 53% .
Wind 1,675 1.2% 2,247 3.2% 1,474 3.1% 1,100 2.7%

As the above table demonstrates, MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC rely on a substantial
amount of natural gas-fired generation. None of these RCs expected any gas pipeline
issues for the winter 2017-2018 that would detrimentally impact electric generation
availability, based on their communications with pipeline operators. For instance, MISO
stated in its 2017-2018 Winter Readiness presentation’ that lessons learned from the
2014 Polar Vortex helped it to plan for the coming winter, including monitoring of, and
communications with gas pipelines; gas/electric market timeline changes; and gas usage
profiles of generators. However, as discussed below in section VIII, gas pipeline issues
did adversely affect electric generation during the Event.

2. Seasonal Transmission Assessments for Winter 2017-2018

MISO, SPP, and the other relevant Planning Coordinator entities generally
perform seasonal transmission assessment studies several months before the winter and
summer seasons, which are intended to test system performance under conditions
anticipated that season, including expected transmission outages and realistic estimates of
load, generation and transfers across the system. The affected entities performed their

35 Data Source: MISO Winter Readiness Presentation, October 19, 2017.
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winter 2017-2018 assessments in three separate, although somewhat coordinated,
processes.

MISO: MISO performed its Coordinated Seasonal Transmission Assessment in
the fall of 2017 to analyze transmission performance for north-to-south and south-to-
north intra-market power transfers to determine power transfer limits for the 2017-18
Winter Peak season. MISO works with members and neighboring planning entities on
the study scope, modeling and outage updates, and analysis review; the results then
inform winter readiness efforts, such as MISO’s annual Winter Readiness Workshop.

MISO’s winter 2017-18 Coordinated Seasonal Transmission Assessment included
five analyses: 1) Steady-State AC Contingency Analysis; 2) First Contingency
Incremental Transfer Capacity Analysis; 3) Critical Interface Voltage Stability Analysis;
4) Wind Generation Sensitivity; and 5) Phase Angle Analysis. MISO modeled transfers
by increasing generation in the study export area while reducing generation in the study
import area and honoring maximum generation limits. MISO’s First Contingency
Incremental Transfer Capacity Analysis included transfers from MISO Midwest (MISO
North and Central Regions) to MISO South, the same transfer path at issue in the Event,
resulting in an inter-regional transfer capability of 4,650 MW. Since the agreed RDTL for
real-time flows from MISO Midwest to MISO South Region is 3,000 MW, the study
indicated that the 4,650 MW transfer capability was considered adequate for the
upcoming winter season. To reach this conclusion, MISO adjusted transfers in its First
Contingency Incremental Transfer Capacity analysis by increasing or decreasing
generation in the desired area(s) on a sliding scale. The analysis did not model the
outages of individual generators that would likely occur during actual system conditions.

MISO explained that power transfer distribution factors 3¢ are sensitive to, and
vary substantially on, the generation dispatch modeling in the study. While the 2017-18
Coordinated Seasonal Transmission Assessment showed a winter season First
Contingency Incremental Transfer Capacity of 4,650 MW, during the Event, SPP, TVA
and other affected entities started experiencing constraints on their systems when MISO’s
Midwest to South transfers were much lower than 4,650 MW (e.g., at or below 3,000
MW).37 MISO’s First Contingency Incremental Transfer Capacity analysis was not used
to inform lowering or raising of the RDTL, leaving the RDTL changes to be determined
in the real-time operations horizon, without the benefit of any insights which could have
been gleaned from the First Contingency Incremental Transfer Capacity Analysis. Even
if the First Contingency Incremental Transfer Capacity analysis in MISO’s Coordinated

36 See Appendix D.

37 See Section V, below.
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Seasonal Transmission Assessment had indicated a lower transfer limit for a particular set
of inputs (available generation, transfers, load, etc.), MISO did not use the Seasonal
Transmission Assessment results to support MISO in its requests to raise or lower the
RDTL for any particular days of that season.

SPP performed its winter assessment by creating two different snapshot cases for
each week covering the study period of November 2017 through the end of March 2018,
using Wednesday and Sunday cases to represent high-load and low-load periods for each
week. SPP performed an initial contingency analysis to observe any transmission or
voltage violations caused by loss of the contingency elements. To remedy any limit
exceedances found in the contingency analysis, SPP applied a security constrained
redispatch (SCRD) to each case as needed. The SCRD simulated iterative changes to
SPP’s generation dispatch in order to reduce or eliminate violations, while minimizing
the creation of additional constraints. Once the redispatch was completed, a final
contingency analysis was performed and any resulting violations were analyzed for
further mitigations, overlapping outages that need rescheduling, or reported for further
study. SPP’s winter assessment revealed no expected issues and noted that extreme
weather or fuel delivery issues could result in localized or brief capacity constraints, but
that existing SPP congestion management procedures, documented mitigation strategies
and operating guides appeared to be sufficient to manage any potential issues. SPP did
not analyze intra-market transfers, such as those that might result from widespread
generation outages.

TVA and SeRC participate in SERC’s seasonal assessment. As a measure of
projected transmission system performance for the 2017/18 winter season, the relevant
study utilized assessments of incremental transfer capabilities among the SERC member
systems. SERC’s analysis to determine transfer capabilities was similar to MISO’s in
that transfers were simulated by increasing generation in an exporting area and
decreasing generation in the associated importing area. However, in some instances,
loads were reduced within subregions in SERC, to provide sufficient capacity to model
desired levels of transfer. The studies did not identify any constraints relevant to the
Event.

3. 2017-2018 Winterization Readiness Preparation

a) Reliability Coordinators and Balancing Authorities
RCs have the wide-area view of the BES (typically including multiple BAs and

TOPs) and are responsible for its reliable operation, while the BAs’ responsibilities
within their BA footprint include integrating resource plans and maintaining generation-
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load balance.® The Team found that MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC routinely take steps
to verify that the BES Generator Owners/Operators on which they depend are prepared
for winter weather and extreme cold events. To better understand the topic of
generators preparing for winter in the Event Area, one must first understand common
differences between generating facilities in northern areas versus those in southern or
other warm weather areas. *

Geographic location and the corresponding ambient weather conditions,
including expected temperatures and wind speed, have a direct impact on the
preferred design for generating facilities. In the northern regions of the United States,
most generating plants (especially steam-cycle plants) are designed and constructed with
the boilers, turbines/generators, and certain ancillary equipment housed in one or more
enclosed buildings. In the colder months, heat radiated from boilers, other generation
equipment, and supplemental heaters maintain temperatures at a high enough level to
prevent freezing. Enclosed areas are generally designed and constructed with fresh
air inlets and roof-mounted exhaust ventilators for cooling purposes during the hot
weather months.

Figure 8: Enclosed Coal-fired Power Plant in the Northeastern United States

Fowsr Plands A
- . ]

In the southern and other warm weather regions of the U.S., generating plants are
designed and constructed without enclosed building structures, with the boilers,
turbine/generators, and other ancillary systems exposed to the weather, in order to

3 NERC Glossary of Terms.

3 The following two paragraphs, including the photographs, are drawn from the
“Appendix: Power Plant Design for Ambient Weather Conditions” to the joint
Commission/NERC Staff Report on Outages and Curtailments During the Southwest
Cold Weather Event of February 1-5, 2011: Causes and Recommendations, found at
https://www.ferc.gov/legal/staff-reports/08-16-11-report.pdf
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avoid excessive heat build-up. For the colder months, when temperatures may fall
below freezing, Generator Owners and Operators undertake specific freeze protection
efforts, which typically involve a combination of heat tracing, insulation, temporary
heating, and temporary wind breaks (to prevent heat loss from normal operations and
from supplemental heating sources).

Figure 9: Non-Enclosed Coal-fired Power Plant in the Southern United States

Generally, the affected RCs and BAs had issued winter readiness guidelines to
Generator Owners/Operators within their footprints for the winter 2017-2018 season.
PowerSouth, TVA BA, and Southern Company included specific freeze protection plans
for generating units, as well as other winter assessment processes, to be performed prior
to the winter season, as early as October in some instances. Some of these assessment
processes included identifying systems and equipment within generating plants requiring
winterization; completing items on a winter preparation checklist; and engaging
meteorologists to preview winter forecasts and assess risks for extreme temperatures.

Some of the RCs and BAs also checked on generating units prior to winter
weather to confirm the units’ winter readiness. For instance, LG&E/KU (within TVA
RC) held calls with individual generating plants to verify the plants had prepared for
winter. TVA BA conducted winter readiness inspections of its units. Several other
entities including PowerSouth (within SeRC), which owns generating units, have
winterization plans that include checking plant equipment to ensure it is properly
winterized.

MISO issued surveys to its Generator Operators on fuel availability prior to the
winter. Some of the surveys included guidelines from the NERC winterization
checklist*” and ERCOT’s winterization process. MISO noted that prior to the 2014 polar

40 The NERC Winterization guidelines provide details on specific components that
must be addressed in an effective winter weather readiness program, including: (I)
Safety; (II) Management Roles and Expectations; (III) Processes and Procedures; (IV)
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vortex event, it did not have a process for Generator Operators to report issues pertaining
to winter readiness, such as fuel unavailability. However, following the 2014 event,
MISO developed and implemented a process for generating units to update MISO about
their readiness for the winter, including fuel availability. MISO implemented this process
as part of the cold weather alert it issued prior to the January 17, 2018 event.

Most of the affected RCs and BAs educated their personnel and stakeholders on
important generator winter readiness preparations through workshops in the fall of 2017.
For instance, SPP and MISO held “Seasonal Preparedness” and “Winter Readiness”
workshops, respectively. The workshops included discussions on high load and extreme
outage scenarios, adequacy of generation resources to meet demand, and weather
forecasts for the upcoming winter season. Southern Company, PowerSouth (in SeRC)
and LG&E/KU (in TVA RC), which also own generating units, reported that they trained
their operators to address freezing weather hazards to personnel and equipment. These
entities also held post-winter meetings to review successes and setbacks from the
previous winter season and get a head start on preparing for the next winter season.

RCs and BAs also prepared for winter by anticipating potential fuel supply issues.
At least two large interstate pipelines in the affected regions declared force majeure #!
during the Cold Weather Event, and at least one intrastate pipeline in the affected regions
issued a critical notice for its entire pipeline group warning of imminent extreme cold
temperatures, which increase demand for gas used by generators as well as to heat homes
and businesses. Some generating units in the affected RC areas reported that they did not
have firm gas supply or transportation contracts for their generating units. However,
Southern Company (in SeRC), with fuel tank storage at its generating facilities, was able
to re-supply generating units in the Event Area when their main fuel supplies were
interrupted as a result of gas pipeline issues. Gas supply issues caused by the extreme
cold temperatures, including interruptible supply, low gas pressure, and other pipeline
and gas supply issues, led to outages of 38 generating units, totaling approximately 2,200
MW, during January 15 to 19 in the Event Area.

Evaluation of Potential Problem Areas; (V) Testing; (VI) Training; and (VII)
Communications.

41 Force majeure clauses allow parties to excuse non-performance under a contract
when some unavoidable event occurs (such as a hurricane). In the gas pipeline context,
declaring force majeure can excuse a pipeline which fails to deliver to shippers which had
firm transportation contracts. It can also potentially excuse a gas seller’s failure to
deliver.
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When fuel supplies are interrupted, dual-fuel *? units can help to protect reliability,
but only if the unit can successfully switch to its backup fuel. From January 15 to 19,
2018, 40 out of 55 units operated by Southern Company (in SeRC) successfully switched
to their secondary fuel sources and provided needed energy supply. Four of the seven
BAs had procedures in place to test dual-fuel generating units prior to the 2017-2018
winter season, and TVA BA tests its dual-fuel units routinely during operations. For
instance, LGE/KU (in TVA RC footprint) requires twice-yearly tests of dual-fuel units,
whereas SeRC entities conducted annual tests to confirm that dual-fuel generating units
can successfully switch to their alternate fuels. MISO noted that it does not currently
have a program to ensure that generating units can switch fuels, however it would
accommodate GO/GOPs that wish to test their fuel switching capabilities. SPP does not
currently conduct any tests to confirm the fuel-switching capability of generating units
within its service area.

Load Modifying Resources (LMR), and Demand Side Management (DSM) are
tools used during capacity shortages to help maintain the energy balance. Entities took
varying approaches to ensuring that these resources would be able to perform when
needed. For instance, MISO implemented its LMR operational capabilities during the
Event, even though those resources were not required to perform in the winter.43 Other
RCs reported that no penalties are assessed if their LMR is unavailable due to planned
maintenance or force majeure.

b) Generator Owner/Operators

Twenty-one Generator Owner/Operator entities, many of which owned and/or
operated multiple generating units, provided data regarding outages that occurred
between January 15 and 19, 2018. Of those 21, more than a third * did not have
winterization procedures at the time of the Event. Those that did have plans to prepare
for the winter included one or more of the following elements:

42 Some generators have dual-fuel capability — that is, they allow for a unit to
switch from its primary source of fuel (e.g., natural gas) to a secondary source of fuel
(e.g., oil or coal) if needed. Fuel switching is one method that generators can use to
alleviate the strain when a particular fuel source is in short supply. It can also be useful
when seeking cheaper alternatives for fuel.

43 Unless the resource had bid in and was dispatched in real time.

4 Eight out of 21.
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e freeze protection measures (discussed in more detail below);

e enhanced staffing measures, which could include the addition of a “freeze
protection operator,” responsible for inspecting critical equipment, ensuring
appropriate protections are in place, and the addition of more staff during severe
weather; and

e fuel supply and dual-fuel capability: These procedures include checking fuel tank
levels at least every other day during seasonal cold weather to ensure sufficient
fuel during a cold weather event, and pre-freeze test firing of dual-fuel units that
have not fired on their secondary fuel source during the previous year.

The ambient temperature design rating of a generating unit is an important aspect
of preparing for winter weather and severe cold weather events, because it specifies the
temperature(s) at which the unit’s full output can be achieved. Most of the units in the
Event Area for which the ambient temperature design rating is known were rated between
-10 and 10 degrees Fahrenheit,*> with some exceptions. A handful of units had ambient
temperature design ratings to -20 degrees, and four units were rated for use to -40
degrees. Some entities did not know their units’ ambient temperature design ratings, or
did not incorporate those ratings into their freeze protection measures.

Several affected entities did account for their units’ ambient temperature design
ratings in their operating procedures. For example, one entity set minimum freeze
protection temperatures for each plant site, with specific guidance for physical
assessment of existing critical freeze protection systems and the development of action
plans if those systems do not meet the ambient temperature minimumes.

Among the freeze protection measures contained in winterization plans were the
following steps:

e Checking and maintaining adequate inventories of all commodities, equipment,
and consumables that would aid in severe winter weather.

e Insulating exposed equipment and checking for missing or damaged insulation
prior to cold weather.

e Checking heat tracing on all critical lines and piping to ensure that the circuits
remain functional. Temperature guns can be used to check that heat tracing is
working correctly.

¢ Closing doors on boiler enclosures to prevent cold air from entering.

e Confirming fuel heaters are in service and working properly prior to cold weather.

45 All temperature references in this report will be to degrees Fahrenheit.
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e Considering pre-warming scheduled units prior to a forecast cold weather event.

e Checking that all critical site-specific problem areas have adequate protection to
ensure operability, and emphasizing the points in the plant where equipment
freezing could cause a unit trip, derate or failure to start.

¢ Placing thermometers in areas containing equipment sensitive to extreme cold
conditions and in freeze protection enclosures, ensuring that temperatures are
monitored and maintained above freezing.

e Evaluating plant electrical circuits for adequate load capacity and ensuring that
Ground Fault Circuit Interrupters are used properly.

e Reviewing work management systems for open corrective maintenance work
orders that could affect the operation and reliability of the generating unit in cold
weather, and ensuring that the work orders are prioritized correctly so that the
work is completed prior to the winter season.

e Ensuring that all modifications and construction activities are performed such that
the changes maintain cold weather readiness for the generating unit. (i.e., the
changes do not degrade the generating unit’s ability to withstand cold weather—
for example, tearing pipe insulation).

e Disconnecting sensing lines on pressure transmitters to prevent freezing of these
lines.

e Installing wind barriers, such as tarps or semi-permanent barriers constructed of
wood or metal, to protect critical instruments, sensing lines, controllers and piping.

e C(Cleaning coal feed chutes as needed to keep coal supply flowing.

e Closing all building doors to prevent cold air from entering.

e Monitoring and removal of ice and snow.

Proper training of operators on winterization is critical to ensure they will be
prepared to take the necessary actions before and during extreme cold weather events.
Many of the affected entities employ preventative cold weather training, such as an
annual review of site-specific winterization procedure for all operators, or requiring
initial and recurring operator certification on procedures which include winterization plan
procedures. Less experienced operators may be asked to perform a cold weather
checklist with experienced operators.

With a few exceptions, the majority of the GO/GOPs that had winterization plans
also conduct “lessons learned” following major weather events, including severe cold
weather events. In these evaluations, the entities review their performance during the
severe weather, determine root causes of any weather-related problems, and develop
additional best practices for future similar events. In many cases, the entities incorporate
the takeaways from those evaluations in their written guidance on winter weatherization
procedures. Some entities consider best practices from neighboring generation or
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industry partners in keeping their winterization processes comprehensive and up-to-date.
Some entities provided specific examples of differences between their current
winterization procedures and previous ones as a result of lessons learned. Several of
these are worth highlighting, such as the required “freeze protection” training for new
hires and annual “refresher” trainings for appropriate personnel, and the addition of
materials for extended stays of personnel in severe cold weather events (e.g., cots, food,
camp stoves).

IV. Near-Term Forecasts and Preparations for the Week of January 15

A. Short Range Weather and Load Forecasts

1. Impending Weather Conditions

In general, average temperatures remained at or above-freezing for the deep south
into Monday January 15; however, as arctic high pressure moved from the northern
plains to the central and eastern U.S. on January 15-17,46 it resulted in average
temperatures well below freezing for areas including parts of the plains, the Mississippi
Valley, and Tennessee.4” This cold front was forecast several days in advance. On
Friday, January 12, at 3 p.m., the National Weather Service issued its “US Hazards
Outlook” covering the period that included January 15 to 19.4% It predicted that an
“arctic air mass” would reach the eastern half of the U.S. by January 17 and “last for
several days,” bringing “much below normal temperatures,” with “maximum and
minimum temperatures 12 -28 degrees [Fahrenheit] below normal.”

2. Mid- and Short-Term Load Forecasts

MISO generates Mid-Term Load Forecasts and Short-Term Load Forecasts within
the operating horizon (next four-six days prior to the operating day). MISO’s Mid-Term

46 Source: US HAZARDS OUTLOOK 300 PM EST JANUARY 102018, NWS
Climate Prediction Center
(http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/archives/hazards/data/201 8/ KWNCPMDTHR.2
0180110).

47 https://www.timeanddate.com/weather/usa, based on NOAA historical weather
observations.

4Bhttp:// www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/archives/hazards/data/2018/KWNCPM
DTHR.20180112 s
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Load Forecasts were the primary load forecasts used as an input to its operational
planning to make longer-lead-time resource commitment decisions. The table below
compares load forecasts generated on January 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16 for January 17, 2018
for MISO South.

Figure 10: MISO’s Near-term Peak Load Forecasts and Percent Error for MISO

South: 5-day, 4-day, 3-day, 2-day, and 1-day ahead of January 17, 2018

MISO South
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MISQO’s five-day, four-day and three-day-ahead “mid-term” peak load forecast
errors in forecasting the actual MISO South peak load for January 17, 2018 were larger
(approximately 18.9%/6,000 MW, 10.2%/3,250 MW, and 6.1%/1,900 MW lower than
actual peak load, respectively) than forecast error rates for the same period for the other
RCs involved in the event. SPP’s, TVA’s BA, and SeRC’s (SoCo BA) load forecasts
comparable to this timeframe were much more accurate (with error rates ranging from
5.6% lower to 3.0% higher than actual peak load for five-days-out, 4.6% lower to 4.8%
higher than actual for four-days-out, and 2.8% lower to 4.0% higher than actual for three-
days-out). Improved Mid-Term Load Forecast accuracy could have helped MISO plan
for additional longer-lead-time actions to be better prepared for the operating day of
January 17, 2018. MISO provided the high and low temperature forecasts for January 17
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from January 12, 13, 14, and 15, which it incorporated into its load forecasts for January
17, as shown below:

Figure 11: MISO’s High and Low Temperature Forecasts Used in MISO South Load

Forecasts: 5-day, 4-day, 3-day, 2-day, 1-day ahead of January 17, 2018

City
Name, | 1/12/18 for | 1/13/18 for | 1/14/18 for | 1/15/18 for
State Y1718 1/17/18 1/17/18 11718 | Actual for 1/17/18
Little
Rock AR | 3319 30/15 28/12 32/12 29/9
Ja;lfs"“’ 4121 35/16 32/14 33/15 31/10
Baton
Rouge, 47731 41/24 40/22 39/20 37/12
LA
New
Orleans, 51/34 42/27 41/25 38/24 36/19
LA

The forecast temperatures MISO used in its MISO South load forecasts for
January 17 on January 12 (five days ahead) were considerably higher than the actual
highs and lows on January 17. The five-day-ahead forecast was in the normal range for
mid-January, and was therefore not effective in providing a warning for the severity of
the upcoming cold snap. The forecasts improved somewhat, but even the forecasts for
January 15 (two days ahead) were 3 to 8 degrees higher than the minimum temperature
observed on January 17.

B.

Generation Unavailable for the Entire Event

Planned generator outages are typically scheduled months or even years in
advance, to perform necessary maintenance, or in the case of nuclear power plants,
refueling. While Reliability Coordinators like MISO can ask Generator
Owners/Operators to reschedule their planned generation outages for system reliability,
they cannot require the Generator Owners/Operators to do so. At some point, the
maintenance or refueling must be accomplished, and there are only so many opportunities
to schedule outages so as to avoid peak system conditions and ensure sufficient
generation remains available.
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MISO South’s planned generation outages totaled 4,049 MW for the week of
January 15, 2018, which included three generators larger than 500 MW and one over
1,000 MW. MISO was able to reschedule 1,700 MW of generation outages during the
week of January 15, which would otherwise have added to the 4,049 MW. In addition to
the planned generation outages, MISO South experienced a number of forced generation
outages and derates, as shown in the table below. SPP RC, TVA RC, and SeRC’s
planned and unplanned outages within the Event Area from January 15 to the start of
January 17 are also shown in the table below.

Figure 12: Event Area Approximate Planned and Unplanned Generation Outages, at

the Start of January 15, and January 17, 2018

Total
Planned, Unplanned, Unavailable, Event Area

at the start of: at the start of: at the start of: Approx.

Jan. 15 | Jan. 17 | Jan. 15 | Jan. 17 | Jan. 15 | Jan. 17 Capacity
MW) | MW) | MW) | (MW) | (MW) (MW) (MW)
MISO 4,000 4000 5,700 7,600 9,700 11,600 41,800

South

SeRC 700 700 300 700 1,000 1,400 24,400
SPP 2,300 2,300 2,500 6,000 4,800 8,300 34,500
TVA RC 100 100 2,100 4,900 2,200 5,000 17,400

TOTAL 7,100 | 7,100 | 10,600 | 19,200 | 17,700 | 26,300 118,100

At the start of the week of January 15, MISO forecast the following conditions for its
MISO South region:

Figure 13: MISO South Region Forecast Peak Load for January 17, 2018 and
Available Generation, at the Start of January 15, 2018

Approx. Total Unavailable Available January 17, 2018
Capacity Generation Generation Forecast Peak Load
(MW) (MW) (MW) (MW)
MISO | 4 g0 9,700 32,100 30,761
South
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By the start of January 17, 2018, planned generation outages within the MISO
South, SPP, TVA RC, and SeRC portions of the Event Area totaled approximately 7,100
MW, and forced generation outages and derates totaled approximately 19,200 MW, for a
total of 26,300 MW, or approximately 22%, out of a total Event Area estimated
generation capacity of approximately 118,000 MW.#° By the start of January 17,
outages and derates in MISO South reached 28% of its capacity, and SPP’s southern
footprint within the Event Area reached 24%. The areas in which generation outages and
derates occurred by the start of January 17, and the Event Area generation capacity
statistics for each RC, are shown below.

Figure 14: Total Generation Outages and Derates Within the Event Area, Beginning
January 17, by RC Footprint

SPP

8,300 MW/ 5,000 MW
24 5 29%

o~

Lmarny

Event Area Approximate

Installed Capacity ,400 MW
MISO South 41,800 MW ©%
SeRC 24,400 MW ?
SPP 34,500 MW

TVARC 17,400 MW mﬁ&“

TOTAL 118,100 MW

4 This total includes forced outaged and derated generation, with some that
occurred prior to the week of January 15, as well as on January 15-16. The Event Area
did not include the entire footprints of MISO, SeRC, SPP, and TVA. The Event Area
generation capacity numbers cited are only a portion of the total generation capacity of
MISO, SeRC, SPP, and TVA. The remaining areas of the MISO, SeRC, SPP, and TVA
RC footprints were not affected by the Event.
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C. Changes/Adjustments Made by RCs Due to Impending Conditions
Forecast

1. Pre-real-time Resource Commitment Process

For the week of January 15, MISO performed a “forward reliability assessment
commitment” (FRAC) in advance of the January 17 operating day. FRACs occur four- to
six-days-ahead of the operating day, and commit longer-lead generation (i.e., units that
require 20 hours or more advance notice to come online). MISO’s FRAC projected for
January 17 took into account available generation capacity located in MISO South,
external interchange imports and exports scheduled for the MISO South region. MISO
committed these resources on an hourly basis so that the total (generation capacity and
net exchange) met or exceeded the total of the MISO South forecast daily peak loads,
plus peak load forecast uncertainty of 5% and MISO South’s single worst contingency. >
The FRAC did not rely on MISO’s intra-market RDT capacity to calculate or provide
reserves for MISO South.

e During the January 14-16 timeframe, MISO revised its forecast peak load
conditions, with each day forecasting a higher peak load for Wednesday, January
17,2018 for MISO South:

e On January 14, 3-day-ahead forecast peak load: 29,899 MW
e On January 15, 2-day-ahead forecast peak load: 30,761 MW
e On January 16, next-day forecast peak load: 32,455 MW

MISQO’s January 16 day-ahead and January 17 real-time unit commitments
differed from the four- to six-day-ahead FRAC in that they relied upon the entire 3,000
MW MISO Midwest-to-South RDT (including both the 1,000 MW firm transmission
capacity, and the non-firm, as-available 2,000 MW) in its calculation of reserves. Even
though MISO included the RDT to meet its MISO South reserves for the next day, in its
security-constrained unit commitment and economic dispatch, MISO normally commits
or schedules sufficient generation capacity for MISO South, so that the RDT is generally
held at a “zero” transfer level between MISO Midwest and MISO South. 5!

S0 Normally MISO South’s single worst contingency was 1,415 MW, but that unit
was on forced outage, leaving the 1,163 MW unit as the single worst contingency for
MISO South FRAC calculations for January 17.

S MISO’s Enhanced Reserves Procurement Process filing, accepted by the
Commission in August of 2018, reflected that MISO intends to rely upon the full 3,000
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As of January 16, with a higher forecast MISO South peak load (32,455 MW) for
the next day, and with MISO South available reserves now forecast to be 2,147 MW,
MISO fell short of covering the next-day forecast load + MISO South single worst
contingency + load forecast reserve/uncertainty, by 576 MW. The reserves shortfall
would need to be in part supplied from MISO Midwest, using MISO’s RDT, unless other
actions were taken by MISO, such as scheduling imports directly into MISO South, via
power transfers from directions other than the north-to-south RDT. MISO made the
following declarations as January 17 approached and its projected reserves narrowed:

Figure 15: Declarations Made by MISO in Preparation for January 17 and 18

MISO
Declaration Region Issuance Start Time End Time
(CST) (CST) (CST)
Conservative Operations 32 South 1/15/18 4:59 | 1/15/18 5:00 | 1/18/18 13:00
Cold Weather Alert>? South | 1/15/18 15:00 | 1/16/18 5:00 | 1/16/18 13:00
Maximum Generation South | 1/16/18 21:50 | 1/17/18 4:00 | 1/17/18 11:00
Alert5

MW of RDT, including the as-available, non-firm portion, in establishing reserves for
MISO South. Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc., 164 FERC 4 61,129
(2018).

52 MISO’s “Conservative System Operations” procedure identifies the actions
resulting from this declaration. Actions include additional control center staffing and
deferring or canceling maintenance or testing of BES generation and transmission
equipment, and critical computer systems (e.g. energy management systems). SO-P-
NOP-00-449 Rev 0 Conservative System Operations.pdf (#1981). The reasons given for
the Conservative Operations declaration were record low temperatures and high loads
forecast, forced generation outages and derates, as well as delayed outage returns.

53 MISO’s “Cold Weather Alert” procedure identifies the actions resulting from
this declaration. Actions include communication to GOPs to implement plans to winterize
units and plants to ensure availability during emergency conditions, coordinate personnel
staffing to ensure all scheduled combustion turbines and diesel generators are available
for loading during load pick up period, and review fuel supply/delivery schedules
availability during emergency conditions. Reliability Coordinator Information System
(RCIS) log.

5 MISO attributed the Maximum Generation Alert to forced generation outages
and higher than forecast load. Among other measures, the Maximum Generation Alert
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SPP, TVA BA and SeRC had similar near-term processes for their
generation/resource commitment, and they each predicted sufficient generation supplies
across their respective footprints for the next day, January 17. In addition to meeting
their respective footprint’s electrical demand, as described further below in section V of
the report, both TVA BA and SeRC/Southern Company were able to provide emergency
energy to MISO South on January 17.

2. Next-Day Operational Planning Analysis (OPA) of Transmission
Conditions (Performed on January 16, 2018 for the January 17
Operating Day)

In order to develop their Operational Planning Analyses (OPA), 3 MISO RC, SPP RC,
TVA RC, and SeRC performed next-day contingency analyses, including both steady-
state thermal and voltage stability analyses. The completed contingency analyses were
compared against relevant limits, including SOLs and IROLs, as well as voltage limit
criteria, > which are shown in Figure 16.

declaration called for all available economic resources to be committed to meet load, firm
transactions and reserve requirements, as well as verification of available LMRs that
could help reduce system load if called upon. Note that at this point, MISO only verified
the LMRs; i.e., the Maximum Generation Alert does mean that it issued scheduling
instructions for the LMRs to modify their load by a certain time, for a given duration.
Source: Reliability Coordinator Information System (RCIS) log.

55 Under the mandatory Reliability Standards, each RC (e.g., MISO, SPP, TVA,
SeRC) is required to “perform an Operational Planning Analysis that will allow it to
assess whether the planned operations for the next-day [sic] will exceed SOLs and
Interconnection Operating Reliability Limits (IROLs) within its Wide Area,” as well as
an Operating Plan to address any potential SOL and IROL exceedances revealed by the
OPA. IRO-008-2 R1&R2. Transmission Operators have a similar requirement to
perform daily OPAs, and prepare Operating Plans to address the OPA’s findings, under
TOP-002-4 R1&R2. See Appendix B, “Primer on Electric Markets and Reliable
Operations of the BES,” for more information on the RCs” OPA processes.

56 Planning coordinators and transmission planners use voltage criteria in planning
for future BES conditions for their respective footprints, which includes N-0 (no
contingencies) and N-1 (outage of a single BES element or “single contingency”).
However, the January 17, 2018 event was an “N-many” condition, due to the numerous
generation outages during that timeframe. For more information on voltage criteria
requirements applicable to transmission planners and planning coordinators, see NERC
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Figure 16: Comparison of Transmission Planning Voltage Criteria (Percent) — Low

Limits for Relevant RC Footprints in the Event Area

Nominal Voltage MISO South Southern/

Level SPP RC Region TVA RC SeRC

Normal (N-0) Low Limits:

500 kV -—- 98% / 95%? 98%

5%?! /959

345 kV 95% 97.5%7/93% 97%?* / 95%? / -

230,161, 138, 115 kV 95% 95% 94%* 95%

N-1 Low Limits:

500 kV -—- 959% 98% 97%

345 kV 92%° / 90% ° R _—

230,161, 138, 115 kV | 92%°/90% | 92%°%/90% ’ ° 92%

! Entergy transmission planning criteria for EHV levels.

2 AECI transmission planning criteria.

3 For TVA load-serving buses. Criteria is 98% for non-load-serving buses.
4 LGE-KU transmission planning criteria.

> AEP Central-Southwest transmission planning criteria.

S Entergy transmission planning criteria for HV levels.

The analyses and resulting next-day Operating Plans were completed by late afternoon on
January 16, and thus could not reflect the significant amount of additional unplanned
generation outages, derates and failures to start which occurred overnight, and the
impacts of the higher power transfer levels and decreased system voltage levels resulting
from those losses.

3. Alerts Issued Before January 17

Taking into account the extreme below average colder temperatures, elevated
system loads, and unplanned outages that had already occurred, and the extreme
temperatures and elevated system loads expected to continue, RC operators took the

Reliability Standards, Transmission Planning (TPL), TPL-001-4 - Transmission System
Planning Performance Requirements, Requirement R5 at 7, available at
https://www.nerc.com/pa/stand/Pages/ReliabilityStandardsUnitedStates.aspx?jurisdiction
=United States
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following measures ahead of January 17, 2018:

Jan.16 Jan. 16

SeRC begins 9:50 p.m.
manning all MISO issues

Jan. 15 Jan. 15
Conservative Conservative

. U Ops; then Cold Ops Alert by

Conservative Weather Alert TVA; Cold

remote CT Max Gen Alert
sites 24-7 for 4-11am on
(through 19th) 1-17

Ops SeRC for MISO South Weather Alert

through18th by SPP

V. January 17, 2018 Event: Additional Generation Outages, Extreme Below-
Normal Cold Weather Conditions, and Wide-Area Constrained Transmission
System Conditions

A. Extreme Weather and Record Peak Loads

In addition to the arctic air, the weather front on January 14 to 17 brought snow
and ice to parts of the Midwest, South and East. Temperatures in the Event Area dropped
far below normal lows, as shown in the tables below. While not record lows, New
Orleans recorded its lowest temperature in 29 years, while Little Rock, AR experienced
the lowest temperature in 22 years.
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Figure 17: Comparison of Actual Highs and Lows to Average Daily High and Low

Temperatures, January 16 through January 18, 2018
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By early January 17, every Mississippi county reported icy roads.>” In addition to
having the potential to freeze certain components of open-frame generating units, the icy
conditions caused the loss of six (3-230 kV and 3-115 kV) transmission facilities, which
occurred the evening of January 16 and during the early morning hours of January 17 in
Southern Louisiana, and significantly degraded the transfer capability in that area.

As shown in Figure 18, most of the affected entities’ peak loads on January 17
exceeded their forecast 2017-2018 winter peak loads. Further, the January 17, 2018 peak
loads for both the SPP footprint, and for the MISO South region reached all-time highs
for the winter season - breaking previous winter peak records, and nearing MISO South’s
all-time summer peak demand of 32,700 MW.

57 Source: The Weather Channel (weather.com) January 17 2018 09:00 P.M. EDT
(https://weather.com/storms/winter/news/2018-01-14-winter-storm-inga-midwest-
northeast-south-snow-forecast-mid-january)
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Figure 18: January 17, 2018 Peak System Loads for Relevant Entities

All-Time Seasonal
Peak Forecast 2017- Actual
Winter 2018 Winter | January 17,2018
Loads Peak Load Peak Load Difference
MW) (MW) (MW) (%)
MISO BA 109,300 103,400 106,100 3%
(total)
MISO South 31,100 28,400 31,582 11%
footprint
SoCo BA* 45,900 41,054 41,600 1%
SPP BA 41,500 41,129 43,584 6%
TVA BA** 33,352 31,925 31,640 -1%
* Actual peak occurred January 18, 2018: 44,400 8%
** Actual peak occurred January 18, 2018: 32,509 2%

As frigid air moved into the region, it increased system loads for each of the
entities. While it is not abnormal for weather patterns to influence hour-by-hour electric
use, the below-normal temperature pattern resulted in sharp increases in system loads due
in part to electric heating demands throughout the early morning hours, as shown in the
following illustration.

Figure 19: January 17, 2018 System Loads and Average Event Area Temperature
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B. Growing BES Problems Due to Generation Outages and Derates

e Unplanned generation outages and derates continued
o Throughout the night, MISO focused on meeting MISO South forecast load for
morning peak (7-8 a.m. CST)

At the time MISO issued the Maximum Generation Alert (as described in section
IV.C above) for its MISO South region on January 16 at 9:50 p.m. CST, it forecast the
following operating reserve conditions for the peak hour, from 7 to 8 a.m. CST:

e Forecast load plus operating reserve requirement: >3 33,300 MW
e Economic maximum generation: >

32,891 MW
e Forecast imports into MISO South: 166 MW
e Projected energy shortfall for MISO South: 243 MW

By the start of January 17, 2018, the Event Area, normally rich in generation
capacity, had lost nearly 22 percent of its approximately 118,000 MW of generation by
planned and forced outages and derates. MISO South was the hardest hit, with 11,600
MW outaged or derated, while SPP’s southern footprint had approximately 8,300 MW
outaged/derated. TVA RC had 5,000 MW outaged/derated in its RC footprint, while
SeRC had only 1,400 MW outaged/derated.

38 MISO’s operating reserve for its MISO South sub-area is defined in its FRAC as
equaling the forecast load, plus the single worst contingency in MISO South (normally
1,415 MW but 1,163 MW on January 17), plus a load forecast uncertainty of 5%.

5 Includes MISO north-to-south intra-market RDT schedule of 3,000 MW.
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Figure 20: Total Generation Outages and Derates Within the Event Area, Beginning

January 17, by Approximate Geographical Area

N

DB Y
?—é"f Y i

Legend
MISO

MISO and TVA
SPP

SPP and TVA
SeRC

TVA

¢ 000000

Generation Loss Area

i 0

ic Transmission Lines
Color By Voltage Class kV
100-161

230-300

345

500

735 and Above

However, none of the RC/BA entities had anticipated what was to occur
overnight—that the Event Area was about to lose a significant amount of additional
generation at the same time that system loads would increase due to severe cold.
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Figure 21: January 15-19, 2018 — Number of Generation Unit Qutages and Derates

Versus Temperature, by Hour, for Event Area
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Through the early morning hours of January 17, as the winter storm and cold weather
conditions moved across the region, additional unexpected generation outages and
derates caused BES reserve margins to further decrease. The chart below illustrates the
trend in total generation outages on January 17, 2018 for the Event Area, which peaked at
approximately 33,500 MW.
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Figure 22: Total Unavailable Generation over Time, for January 17, 2018, by RC
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MISO South, especially, could ill afford these outages and derates as it already had lost
generation output equivalent to approximately 40 percent of its seasonally-forecast winter
peak load of 29,000 MW by the start of January 17. But by 8 a.m. that same day, MISO
South would lose generation equivalent to nearly 50% of its forecast winter peak load.

Figure 23: MISO South Region Approximate Generation Outages and Derates at the

Start of January 17, 2018, and by Hour Ending 8am Central Time

Pre-existing By Hour Ending
Planned Unplanned 8am, Additional
Outages Outages Unplanned Outages Total
MW) MW) MW) MW)
MISO 4,000 7,600 3,400 15,000
South

As these additional unplanned generation outages and derates in MISO South
unfolded in the early hours of January 17 (see Figure 24), MISO realized it had
insufficient available generation capacity to meet its MISO South load (forecast to be at a
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morning peak load level between 7:00 and 8:00 a.m. CST) and would have to rely on
emergency purchases and north-to-south RDT flows.

Figure 24: Total Incremental Unavailable Generation in the Event Area for January

17,2018

8.000
7.000
6.000
5,000

2 4.000
-

3,000

——Total - Portions of

2,000 A South Central U.S.
4 Large increase in

1,000 ' / unplanned generation

MISO South

/ losses
0

1 23 456 7 8 910111213 141516 17 18 1920 21 22 23 24
Time (CST)

Shortly after MISO’s above-illustrated increase in unplanned generation outages
and derates, it declared an Energy Emergency Alert (EEA) Level 2, and a Maximum
Generation Event Step 2 a/b for the MISO South region, due to forced generation outages
and higher than forecast load. % Under this declaration, MISO verified commitment of
all available resources, and directed load serving entities within the MISO South footprint
to initiate public appeals for voluntary load reductions, as well as other load management
steps to reduce system load. At the time MISO issued the EEA Level 2, it forecast the
following operating reserve conditions for the peak hour, ending at 8 a.m. CST:

60 Reliability Coordinator Information System (RCIS) log. MISO has specified in
its protocols certain triggering events that require taking action to prevent uncontrolled
loss of firm load. In doing so, it has patterned its emergency protocols on the Reliability
Standard EOP-011-1 — Emergency Operations, which prescribes EEAs to be declared for
Energy Emergencies. EEA Level 2 declares that load management procedures are in
effect.
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e Forecast load plus operating reserve requirement: %! 33,300 MW

e FEmergency maximum generation: 29,593 MW
e Forecast imports into MISO South: 3,000

MW 62
e Projected energy shortfall for MISO South: 707 MW

As part of the EEA Level 2/Maximum Generation Event, MISO sent Load
Modifying Resources scheduling instructions for 900 MW of load reduction for hour
ending 7 a.m. through hour ending 10 a.m. Central. % At the same time, realizing that
voluntary load reduction alone might not alleviate the shortfall, MISO contacted Southern
Company to see if MISO could purchase emergency energy for MISO South to provide
sufficient supply for the peak hour from 7 to 8 a.m. Emergency purchases from Southern
Company for the MISO South capacity shortfall would also equally decrease their
calculated north-to-south RDT.

1. By 2 a.m. CST: BES Transmission Conditions Become a Growing
Concern

e System loads increasing
e Transmission congestion first occurs
e MISO issues Transmission Loading Relief (TLR) % for transfers sinking in TVA BA

With increasing generation outages and derates in the Event Area continuing
through the early hours of January 17, as part of their real-time monitoring of the BES,
SPP’s operators observed that their real-time contingency analysis (RTCA) %5 results
began to show intermittent transmission congestion with flows into portions of the south
central U.S.: simulated post-contingency limit exceedances for two transmission facilities
in southeast Kansas bordering southwestern Missouri (as shown in the figure below by
the orange circles).

1 See fn. 58.

62 MISO’s north-to-south intra-market RDT schedule of 3,000 MW.

3 Jtem 9 LMR Performance During January 2018 Maximum Generation
Event.pdf

84 See Appendix C, “RC and [Transmission Operator] Tools and Actions to
Operate the BES in Real Time.”

85 See Appendix C.
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Figure 25: By 2am CST — BES Transmission Congestion Began to Occur
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Southerly Power Flows and Situational Awareness of Conditions

The effects of simultaneous southerly power transfers began to constrain the BES.
These transfers included MISO’s RDT, which by the start of January 17 was approaching
2,600 MW (1,000 MW firm transmission capacity and 1,600 as available non-firm
transmission service). In addition to the RDT flow, the more-southern of the congested
facilities illustrated above, in southeastern Kansas/southwestern Missouri, was also
known to be impacted by flows from neighboring non-market areas, as well as SPP and
MISO wind. % Further, the flows on SPP’s transmission facilities in this congested area

66 SPP Market Monitoring Unit, State of the Market Winter 2018 at page 32,
available at https://spp.org/documents/56890/spp_mmu_gsom_winter 2018.pdf.
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would have been increased by nearby unplanned generation outages and derates in SPP. ¢
SPP’s operators later performed generation redispatch and discussed the potential need to
open the congested facilities. %

Also near the start of January 17, based on their real-time monitoring of the MISO
transmission system, MISO RC operators issued a TLR to curtail power transfers with
non-firm transmission reservations being delivered to TVA BA, because those transfers
were affecting transmission flowgates in MISO’s Midwest footprint. While MISO’s TLR
did not have any significant influence on the contingency loading conditions on the
congested transmission lines shown above, it showed that RC operators were using their
real-time tools to determine and take appropriate actions, which alleviated transmission
loadings. %

In the early hours of January 17, voltages on the BES were close to what SPP
typically experienced for prior January days, and prevailing BES voltages across the four
RC footprints were within normal limits (i.e., between 95% and 105% of the “nominal
voltage”—such as 345 for a 345 kV bus).

Key RC-to-RC Communications

From the onset of the higher transmission loading conditions, the SPP and MISO
RC control room operators communicated and took coordinated actions to alleviate
transmission loading. During the early morning hours of January 17, the operators’
communications focused on managing the dispatch of increasing wind generation output.
MISO’s actual wind generation on January 17 substantially exceeded its forecast, as the
following graphic shows.

7 Southwestern Missouri had over 750 MW of unavailable generation during the
Event. Transmission flows to serve SPP’s firm network transmission customer loads in
that area would have contributed to the congested flows.

68 3:53 am call transcript.

9 See Appendix C. Under the mandatory Reliability Standards, each RC (e.g.,
MISO, SPP, TVA, and SeRC) shall ensure that a real-time assessment is performed at
least once every 30 minutes, for the purpose of prevent BES instability, uncontrolled
separation, or cascading. IR0O-008-2, Requirement R4. Transmission Operators have a

similar requirement to perform real-time assessments, under TOP-001-4, Requirement
R13.
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Figure 26: MISO Wind Forecast Versus Actual for Winter 2017-2018

20.000 -
Winter Avg. 2016 2017 2018
18.000 || mmml Net Virtual Supply 562 452 86
16.000 Day-Ahead Wind 5.094 5951 6.042
14.000 I— Real-Time Wind 5.731 6.903 7.217
; 12.000
= 10.000
£ 5000 | —
= - ——
S 6000 LNp_— F.al. '
- ™ - — "
4.000 _
2,000 T :
0 TTTTTTTITTTIITIT I IT T TITTIT T T T ITTITTTTTTTT Imw
-2.000
[ Il IIHHH AT HHHH HHH I HHHH HHH ITITI
J|T|A|S|O|N|D|I|F 8-14]15-21] 22-31 8-14|15-21 22-31 8-14|15-2122-28
2017 2018 Dec. 2017 Jan 2018 Feb. 2018
Monthly Average Daily Average
m
€ 2018 Potomac Economics -28- EIIF()].{;({}]%}{:S

Beginning at 1:04 a.m. CST, in an effort to effectively dispatch increasing wind
generation output while avoiding transmission overloads, MISO and SPP RC operators
agreed to activate market-to-market binding constraints on several wind-affected
flowgates. As the output of wind generation increased, the RC operators continued close
coordination in managing these flows throughout the morning hours.

At 1:29 a.m. CST, MISO, SPP, TVA RC, and SeRC, among other RCs, held a
normally-scheduled conference call to discuss daily outlook conditions. Both MISO and
SPP predicted that their load for the January 17 morning peak (7 a.m. — 8 a.m. CST)
would exceed their historic winter peak loads. The MISO South RC operator explained
that MISO South was “at the point where we have no reserves” and that MISO would be
asking to exceed the RDTL of 3,000 MW and seeking energy from its neighbors,
especially Southern Company, because transfers from Southern Company provided one-
for-one credit when calculating the RDT.”® SeRC and TVA RC reported that they were
in conservative operations. SPP reported its projected morning peak load of 42,500 MW

7020180117 0229 Call transcript.
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would exceed its all-time winter peak by five percent, and that it had sufficient reserves
to cover its forecast peak.

MISO measured its RDT flow by two methods, in real time using load and
generation telemetered values sourced from State Estimator (often referred to by MISO
and SPP as “raw”), and through its Unit Dispatch System (UDS), which runs every five
minutes for the upcoming five minute interval (looking 10 minutes out). According to
the Regional Transfer Operations Procedure in effect during the Event (RTO-RTOA-
OP1-r0 (effective date February 1, 2016)), MISO operators would track, and act on, the
UDS rather than the real-time measurements. On January 17, MISO’s real-time/raw and
UDS RDT flow measurements diverged substantially at times. For example, at 2 a.m.,
the real-time RDT was approximately 2,700 MW in a north-to-south direction, but only
2,183 according to the UDS.

2. By 6 a.m. CST: BES Energy Emergency and Wide-Area Constrained
Transmission Conditions

o Unplanned generation outages and derates continued, as temperatures reached
their lowest levels

o System loads increased as the forecast morning peak load approached

e Stranded reserves in northern MISO, RDT flows increasing

o MISO declared Energy Emergency, arranged emergency purchases

e Increasing wide-area transmission congestion

o Transmission reconfiguration steps taken to address some congested facilities

o For other congested facilities, RC operators relied on post-contingency firm load
shedding

o BES voltages trending lower
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Figure 27: By 6 a.m. CST — Unavailable Generation, Total and as a Percentage of

Event Sub-Area Capacity
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Figure 28: By 6am CST, Total Generation Outages and Derates Within the Event
Area, by Approximate Geographical Area
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Deliverability of MISO reserves

As described earlier, when MISO declared an EEA Level 2/Maximum Generation
Event Step 2 a/b, it allowed MISO to call upon Load Modifying Resources to effectively
reduce MISO South system load. By 5 a.m. CST, MISO’s RDT real-time metered ! flow
reached 3,000 MW, just as MISO’s RC operators had predicted on the 1:29 a.m. CST
scheduled RC conference call described above. MISO’s overall Balancing Authority
Area footprint had sufficient reserves available; however, increasing their RDT scheduled
flow to aid in providing reserves for MISO South meant exceeding the north-to-south
scheduling limit (RDTL) agreed upon with the Joint Parties, and contributing to the wide-
area constrained transmission system conditions. The result was that MISO had reserves
that were stranded in its northern footprint, limited by transmission system constraints.
Because MISO could not reliably provide reserves from its Midwest to its South region
without exceeding the RDTL, at 5:04 a.m. CST, MISO asked SPP to agree to raise the
RDT north-to-south limit above 3,000 MW.7? At 5:14a.m. CST, MISO declared a
Maximum Generation Event Step 2 ¢/d "3 for the MISO South region, justified by forced
generation outages and higher than forecast load.” At the time MISO made this
declaration, it forecast the following operating reserve conditions:

e Peak hour for MISO South sub-area (hour-ending): 08:00 CST

TMISO’s RDT flow is metered by using the net actual interchange flow for the
MISO South footprint, as a means to track their performance in meeting their RDT
scheduled flow.

"2Under the version of the Regional Transfer Operations Procedure in effect during
the Event, a party could request a temporary increase or decrease in the RDT to avoid a
system emergency, or address emergent or actual system emergencies. Version RTO-
RTOA-OP1-10, section 3.3.1. See page 71 for SPP’s response.

73 Maximum Generation Event steps ¢ and d allowed MISO to:

o Make emergency energy purchases from neighboring BAs through existing
Emergency contractual agreements in order to conserve Operating Reserves

o Requested load serving entities to enact load modifying resources to now
include issuing public appeals to reduce demand per their internal procedures.

4 Source: Reliability Coordinator Information System (RCIS) log.
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e Forecast load plus operating reserve requirement: 73 33,300 MW

e FEmergency maximum generation: 32,000

MW 76
e Forecast imports into MISO South: 800 MW
e Projected energy shortfall for MISO South: 500 MW

Increasing Wide-Area Constrained Transmission Conditions

As simultaneous north-to-south flows increased to offset generation outages and
derates and meet the increasing system electricity demands and MISO’s RDT flow,
transmission loading conditions and constraints began to increase in number and severity,
across a wider area. From 2 a.m. to 6 a.m. CST, the constrained transmission conditions
spread across three RC footprints and five U.S. states. Market-based generation
redispatch within MISO and SPP was still being used by the RC operators on a pre-
contingent basis as a means to reduce transmission overloads as they arose, including in
the southeastern Kansas/southwestern Missouri area. During this time, SPP and TVA
RCs used generation redispatch to mitigate more than a dozen post-contingency
overloads ranging from 115 to 345 kV. TVA and SPP RC operators, in agreement with
the relevant TOPs within their footprints, coordinated their use of transmission
reconfiguration to address both real-time and post-contingency limit exceedances during
this timeframe. By 4 a.m., there were numerous additional areas where transmission
congestion occurred over a wide geographic area within the MISO, SPP, and TVA RC
footprints, in Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, and eastern
Texas, as illustrated below:

75 See fn. 58.

76 Includes MISO north-to-south intra-market RDT schedule of 3,000 MW.
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Figure 29: By 4 a.m. CST — Numerous Additional Transmission Constraints for
Wide-Area of South Central U.S.
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Critical Role of Accurate Facility Ratings

Opening a BES transmission facility (transmission reconfiguration) to alleviate an
actual overload, or to prevent a post-contingency limit exceedance, is one of the more
consequential operator actions. Generally, except for planned maintenance, new
construction, or to aid in restoration from an outage, transmission facilities are not
reconfigured (e.g. opened). On the morning of January 17, as southerly simultaneous
transfers placed unpredicted additional loading on the transmission system,”’ operators
began studying the option of transmission reconfiguration to address system overloads.
As RC operators acted to manage congestion via methods such as generation redispatch,
they noted that some of the power flows would approach the facilities’ respective SOLs
intermittently, and then decrease in flow. But over time, the operators found that some

7 The southeastern Kansas/southwestern Missouri congested facility was
projected only to be at 80% loading, not congested, based on SPP’s day-ahead
Operational Planning Analysis for January 17, 2018.
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facilities ceased the intermittent flow patterns previously described, and their actual flows
remained near their SOLs, which required additional operator action. The rising power
flows caused the RC operators to study the opening some of these facilities; but before
taking action, the RC operators verified flows and their associated SOLs.

The RCs were using SOLs based on transmission facility ratings established by the
Transmission Owners.”® For the most part, these ratings reflected the expected ambient
conditions (i.e., winter/low ambient temperatures). In general, using SOLs based on the
colder temperatures afford more capacity to transfer needed power to locations within the
Event Area.” For example, Southern Company enabled SeRC to have what it called
“dynamically rated” transmission lines, based on the extremely cold weather, which
effectively raised the SOLs, allowing more power to reliably flow.% Had SeRC used
static limits (e.g., year-round/summer limits), it would have needed to employ significant
generation redispatch (detrimentally impacting BA contingency reserves), possible
transmission reconfiguration, and/or TLRs.

However, SPP monitored flows on certain facilities in the Event Area using SOLs
that were based on average ambient conditions (warmer weather) rather than on the

8 Under the mandatory Reliability Standards, each Transmission Owner is
required to have facility ratings based on their methodology, which includes
consideration of “ambient conditions (for particular or average conditions or as they vary
in real-time).” FAC-008-3 — Facility Ratings. These facility ratings form the basis for
the RCs’ SOL methodologies for the operating horizon (FAC-011-3), which is required
to be used by Transmission Planners (TPs) and Transmission Operators (TOPs) in
establishing SOLs. FAC-014-2.

7 Some SOLs are based on facility ratings of transmission line equipment which
is located at the termination points of the transmission line (e.g., protection systems), and
do not vary based on the ambient conditions. Transmission Owners commonly strive to
upgrade this terminal equipment so that it does not result in limiting the full utilization of
the capacity of overhead transmission line investment.

80 Southern Company dynamically rated the lines by applying temperature-
adjusted limits that were based on the facilities’ ratings for 30 degrees, instead of using
static winter limits, due to the extremely cold weather during the Event. These ratings
better-reflected the current ambient conditions (e.g. 16 degrees for one facility).
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colder weather conditions of January 17.3! On the morning of January 17, to address the
constrained system conditions, SPP operators consulted with their TOP operators to
verify these SOLs to aid in determining potential mitigation measures. If the ratings and
SOLs had reflected cold weather ambient conditions, SPP may have been able to avoid
some of the generation redispatch and transmission reconfiguration measures they took
on the morning of January 17.%2

In addition to using appropriate SOLs, system operators must carefully study the
potential outcomes before using transmission reconfiguration, to ensure that
reconfiguring one facility does not place the BES in a less reliable state, such as by
shifting the power flow and overloading other BES transmission facilities, or contributing
to localized low voltage conditions on the sub-transmission system. The Team reviewed
documentation showing that the RCs performed one or more studies before using
transmission reconfiguration. For example, during the 4 to 6 a.m. timeframe, TVA RC
operators observed that a heavily-loaded transmission facility in northeastern Oklahoma
approached 100% of its pre-contingency limit.# TVA RC analyzed the situation and
worked with the local TOP to perform transmission reconfiguration to alleviate the
overload.

81 Within a week of the Event, the following were daytime high temperatures for
select cities within the Event Area:

o Kansas City: 64 degrees, on January 21, 2018

o Springfield, MO: 70 degrees, on January 21, 2018
° Tulsa, OK: 70-72 degrees, on January 20-21, 2018
° Little Rock, AR: 66 degrees, on January 21, 2018

82 The Team noted that for several facilities, including the southeastern
Kansas/southwestern Missouri mentioned earlier, the transmission facility limits the
operators were using reflected lower summer season limits, versus ratings one would
expect to see for winter ambient temperature conditions, which normally allow for higher
power transfers to occur.

83 Even though this facility had a relatively low limit for a 138 kV facility due to a
relay limitation (114 MV A, which was especially low as compared to a conductor
limitation for the prevailing colder weather conditions), the RC operators were required
to operate the BES to the limits set by the Transmission Owner, and to take actions
necessary to maintain reliability.
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Between 4 and 6 a.m., the RCs had nearly exhausted their less-consequential
options, yet system loads and transmission congestion continued to increase. TVA and
MISO RCs issued two TLRs to curtail non-firm transmission schedules for flowgates in
Kentucky and western Missouri. As generation outages and derates continued to rise,
and system loads increased in MISO South, operators had fewer options for generation
redispatch to alleviate a growing number of post-contingency limit exceedances.
Because BES conditions were so constrained at the time, MISO and the MISO South
TOPs agreed to continue operating with the then-existing post-contingency overloads,
when normally MISO would have taken mitigating measures in real time, such as
redispatching generation or reconfiguring transmission facilities, to bring the facilities’
post-contingency loading below 100%. MISO and the TOPs agreed instead that if any
facility was lost, immediate load shed would be required. For more severe post-
contingency overloads, before relying on post-contingency load shed, MISO analyzed
whether the SOL was an IROL, to rule out the need for pre-contingency load shed. SPP
also had transmission facilities for which post-contingency load shed was the only option,
due to similar conditions of area generation outages and derates, and elevated system
loads. By 6 a.m., SPP had five transmission facilities located mostly in Oklahoma and
Texas, and MISO had 18 facilities located in Louisiana and Mississippi, for which the
RCs and TOPs had agreed to post-contingency load shed plans to alleviate post-
contingency flow limit exceedances.
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Figure 30: By 6am Central — Further Transmission Constraints Occurring Over a
Wide-Area of South Central U.S.
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BES Voltage Patterns

During the early morning hours, RC operators monitoring BES transmission
flows, congestion, and voltages noted a lower voltage level pattern in certain locations
within the Event Area, compared to what they typically would experience on high load
days in January. While BES voltages predominantly remained within limits across the
Event Area from the start of January 17 until approximately 5 a.m. CST, EHV real-time
bus voltages for certain areas had decreased as compared to midnight, as shown in the

chart below.
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Figure 31: Sam Central: Decrease in Southwestern-to-Southeastern Oklahoma

345kV Bus Voltages, Early Morning Hours of January 17, 2018
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By 5:57 a.m. CST, one of MISO’s 500 kV busses dropped below 97.5%, and remained
below this level for approximately four hours. Its lowest level was 96.2%.

Key RC-to-RC Communications

During this early-morning timeframe, on a regularly-scheduled conference call
among MISO, SPP, TVA RC, SeRC, and other Eastern Interconnection RCs, the MISO
operator warned that MISO South was “about tapped out,” and that MISO was
contemplating the issuance of a Max Gen Alert/EEA 1, at which point it would “curtail
interruptible loads” and “would be asking the parties to the transfer agreement . . . if we
could go above that 3,000 MW transfer limit which we’re pretty close to right now.”
MISO noted that it had just lost an “800 MW unit which . . . was our cushion,” and that
“we’re . . . at the point where we have no reserves and we would be . . . asking neighbors
for help.” MISO said it would try “to import as much from Southern [Company] as
possible because it’s a one-to-one credit on our [RDT] transfer agreement.”

MISO and SPP RC Operators communicated regularly and cooperated to mitigate
system conditions during the early morning hours leading into the peak. For example, at
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2:58 a.m. CST, SPP and MISO RC operators spoke by phone to discuss the status of their
congestion management efforts. The MISO operator asked about the southeastern
Kansas/southwestern Missouri congested flowgate and SPP responded that it was close to
overloading in real time and had been “near the top” of its simulated post-contingency
loading for an extended period. SPP indicated that it would need to open the flowgate if
it were to suffer the outage of the next most-severe contingency. The MISO operator
offered to activate/bind the constraint and perform market-to-market redispatch between
SPP and MISO, in an effort to alleviate loading conditions on SPP’s congested

flowgate. 34

At 5:04 a.m. CST, MISO emailed SPP, TVA and Southern Company, asking to
raise the RDT north-to-south limit above 3,000 MW (as its operator had earlier
predicted), although the RDT would not exceed 3,000 according to the UDS until 7 a.m.
In support, MISO noted:

MISO is in extremely tight conditions and is forecasting an expected
Winter peak for the South Region of 33,911 MW for Hour Ending 0800.
Previous Winter peak is 30,930 MW.

MISO has declared a Max Gen Event step 2a-b and a NERC EEA level 2 —
due to [the loss of] a number of units (~3,000 MW) and transmission lines
over the evening hours due to the cold weather and icing conditions.

MISO is expecting the Regional Directional Transfer to be maximized
flowing from North to South at the 3,000 MW limit and possibly exceeding
the limit of 3,000 MW. Please consider that MISO has limited ability to
reduce the flows on the RDT and would like for all to consider raising the
limit. 85

At 5:33 a.m. CST, as the morning peak hour (7 to 8 a.m.) approached for MISO
South, MISO made an official request for emergency energy assistance to SeRC for the
purpose of meeting its forecast load plus reserves obligations. Southern Company agreed
to provide 700 MW of emergency purchase for a 4 hour period. For approximately an
hour, MISO BA coordinated with Southern Company BA arranging for the purchase to
start at 6:30 a.m. CST, in time for peak hour conditions.

At 5:39 a.m. CST, the MISO South operator informed SPP that the RDT was at its
limit and asked about SPP’s system conditions. The SPP operator noted that SPP had
multiple flowgates with post-contingency overloads, and one real-time overload (which

84 20180117 02:58 CST Call from MISO North to SPP RC.

85 Email from MISO to TVA, SPP and Southern. See page 71 for response.

Page 62 of 153



was mitigated by operator actions as described below). MISO told SPP that it was
purchasing emergency power from Southern Company, and should SPP experience
emergency conditions, MISO was prepared to take actions necessary to reduce the RDT.
SPP indicated that it was not yet experiencing emergency conditions. Within five
minutes, the MISO South RC operator had discussed the same information with TVA RC
and SeRC. The Regional Transfer Operations Procedure in effect at the time did not

clearly address specific actions to be taken when RDT flows were affecting adjacent
RCs. 86

Figure 32: MISO Regional Directional Transfer — January 17, 2018
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86 As a result of the Event, MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC revised the Regional
Transfer Operations Procedure; the revised version became effective in December 2018.
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3. By 8 a.m. CST: MISO Energy Emergency Continues and Four RCs
Take More Consequential Steps to Maintain BES Reliability

o System loads continued to increase as the morning load peaked from 7 to 8 a.m.
e RDT peaked at nearly 1,000 MW over the RDTL

o MISO South received emergency energy from Southern Company and TVA BA
e Additional transmission reconfiguration/more consequential operator steps

e  Many next-contingency conditions that would lead to firm customer load shed in
MISO South and SPP

System operators were already facing dozens of post-contingency overload
conditions as discussed above, but system loads were still increasing due to the severe
low temperatures and the approaching morning peak load. Market redispatch or
additional non-firm transmission interchange curtailment such as TLRs were less-
available options during this timeframe, due to the excessive generation outages and
derates in the Event Area.

As for more consequential overload mitigation actions, several transmission
facilities were opened in addition to TVA RC’s earlier transmission reconfiguration. SPP
RC and its TOP operators agreed to reconfigure the southeastern Kansas/southwestern
Missouri congested flowgate that had been studied multiple times during the Event, due
to the actual/real-time loading of the facility now remaining above 100% of its normal
limit of 203 MVA.37 Also, based on SPP RC’s additional study®® to prepare for
transmission reconfiguration, SPP and the TOP agreed to open the other facility in
southeastern Kansas that had post-contingency overloads showing up in RTCA since late
in the evening of January 16. The final decision to open the second southeastern Kansas
facility was due to its actual/real-time loading intermittently exceeding its normal limit of
167 MVA at 5:15.% TVA RC operators worked with AECI TOP to reconfigure a 161

87 The Team noted that for this 161 kV facility, the transmission facility limits the
operators were using reflected summer season limits (lower limits) versus winter ambient
temperature conditions, which may have not required the RC operators to perform
transmission reconfiguration.

88 SPP RC performed contingency analysis study at 7:07 a.m. CST, evaluating
reconfiguration of this facility, and the study showed no resultant real-time SOL
exceedances.

89 The Team noted that for this 161 kV facility, the transmission facility normal
and emergency (post-contingency) limits were of equal value. While this is a possibility
for terminal-limited transmission lines, Transmission Owners typically address those
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kV facility in southwest Missouri because its real-time loading exceeded 100% of its
normal limit. By 8 a.m. CST, three other facilities remained open from earlier operator
actions, and five others (one in TVA RC, four in Southeastern RC footprints) had post-
contingency plans for reconfiguration. MISO operators, out of reserves in MISO South
and prepared to shed firm load throughout MISO South for the WSC in MISO South, also
had over 20 transmission facilities for which localized load shed would be necessary
should the next contingency occur, all of which were in Louisiana and Mississippi, where
MISO had suffered generation outages, derates, and failures to start. Approximately 20
of these facilities would require localized load shed if the same contingency (the MISO
South WSC) occurred, while approximately six more facilities would require localized
load shedding if additional contingencies occurred.

EHYV real-time bus voltages trended downward between midnight and 6 a.m. in
the southern Oklahoma portion of SPP’s footprint, as shown in Figure 33 below.

Figure 33: 6am Central: Further Decrease in Southwestern-to-Southeastern

Oklahoma 345kV Bus Per Unit Voltages, Early Morning Hours of January 17, 2018
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limitations early on to ensure they can achieve maximum value of their transmission
facility investment to serve customers’ needs. The Team also noted these limits reflected
summer season limits (lower limits) versus winter ambient temperature conditions, which
may have not have required the RC operators to perform transmission reconfiguration.
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However, for the most part, EHV voltages in Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mississippi
remained close to their nominal levels (i.e. 100% or 1 p.u.), as shown in figure 34 below.

Figure 34: BES Pre-Contingency Voltage Conditions (P.U.) for Select EHV Buses,

January 17, 2018, Approximately 6am CST
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Both SPP and MISO experienced low real-time BES voltages for several rural
locations in southeastern Oklahoma, southern Arkansas, and Louisiana, as shown in

Figure 35.
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Figure 35: BES Voltage Conditions (P.U.) for High Voltage Buses below Normal
(Pre-Contingency) Limits, January 17, 2018, Approximately 6am CST
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It was clearly evident that real-time BES voltages were decreasing in some areas
throughout the early morning hours of January 17, as shown in Figure 33. However, for
the most part, EHV voltages remained near nominal levels, as shown in Figure 34.
Furthermore, SPP and MISO experienced real-time voltages below 95% at several rural-
located BES facilities in eastern Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Louisiana (ranging from 92%
to 94% for several 115kV and 138 kV buses) as shown in Figure 35, as well as rural sub-
transmission facilities (e.g., 69 kV) in southern Oklahoma and eastern Texas. *°

% After review of similar rural location voltage data for the day before the event,
the Team could not attribute all of SPP’s rural location simulated post-contingency
voltages to increased power transfers such as the RDT. Nonetheless, SPP identified
mitigation measures (e.g., post-contingency capacitors for voltage correction) to address
the conditions.
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Impact of MISO South WSC for Both Reserves AND Number of Transmission
Voltage Limit Exceedances

For the morning of January 17, the MISO South WSC outage of a single 1,163-
MW unit would have left MISO South without adequate generation supply and also
would have resulted in the most BES facility post-contingency low voltages (nine 115 kV
buses, eight 230 kV buses, and three 500 kV buses) within MISO South, based on
MISO’s RTCA (as compared to the results of any other single simulated contingency).

Figure 36: BES Post-Contingency Range of Voltages below Limits for Buses in

MISO South, January 17, 2018, at Approximately 06:30am CST, for the Simulated
Outage of the MISO South WSC

Number Lowest Highest
of Buses P.U. Voltage P.U. Voltage Mitigation Plan

115kV: 9 0.860 0.964*  Post-contingency load shed
230kV: 8 0.880 0.913 Post-contingency load shed
500kV: 3 0.899 0.948*  Post-contingency load shed

* Monitoring based on nuclear power plant voltage limits.

While it is important to note that the lowest BES voltages on MISO South buses
identified in MISO’s RTCA for the simulated loss of the MISO South WSC were
predominantly located in suburban areas of southeastern Louisiana and southwestern
Mississippi (north of the urban centers and the industrial corridor in southeastern
Louisiana), MISO’s 500 kV network simulated post-contingency voltages were also
indicating lower voltages, as shown below. The MISO RC analyzed and discussed its
RTCA post-contingent thermal and voltage violations with its TOP system operators, and
they agreed on the post-contingent mitigation measures that would be taken in the event
of the actual loss of the 1,163 MW generating unit.
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Figure 37: BES Post-Contingency Voltage Conditions (P.U.) Below Limits for EHV
Buses in MISO South, January 17, 2018, at Approximately 06:30am CST, for the
Simulated Outage of the MISO South WSC
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The MISO RC analyzed and discussed its RTCA post-contingent thermal and
voltage violations with the local TOPs’ operators and developed post-contingent action
plans. For the loss of the MISO South WSC, there were no unsolved contingencies
within the MISO RTCA. This indicated to the MISO operators that upon the loss of any
contingency, the area load pockets would remain stable and allow operators the time to
implement post-contingent load shed to address each next contingency on a case-by-case
basis. SPP also included the MISO South WSC in its RTCA, and relied on the fact that
its RTCA case converged as an indicator of voltage stability.*!

1 SPP’s post-contingency results did not indicate any resulting low BES voltages
within its footprint, but did confirm low voltages at the same buses in the MISO South
region as projected by MISO’s RTCA.
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While winter season peak electricity demands in general impose less reactive
power demand on the BES than summer peak conditions, and urban centers are generally
less susceptible under winter peak load conditions to voltage instability than during
summer peak load conditions, the loss of the MISO South WSC during the morning peak
on January 17, 2018 would have added stress to an already-constrained system, due to the
large power transfers needed to compensate for the unplanned generation outages and
derates. Any replacement generation would necessarily have been transferred from
MISO Midwest, thereby further increasing RDT real-time transmission flows into MISO
South through SPP, TVA RC and SeRC footprints. MISO’s RTCA showed
progressively worsening projected post-contingency voltage results, including voltages as
low as 88% on certain 230kV buses, and 20 transmission facilities with projected post-
contingency thermal overloads between 7 and 8 a.m. CST.

Additionally, the loss of the MISO South WSC would have further lowered the
already-depressed area voltages to a point where voltage stability could have quickly
become a concern. Further, had MISO and its TOPs failed to timely perform the post-
contingency manual firm load shed on which they were relying to restore voltages before
another contingency occurred, voltage(s) could have decreased even more. While the
MISO RC operators would be trying to coordinate load shed with the TOPs to restore
voltages, they would concurrently have been faced with the likelihood of an EEA Level 3
for the loss of the MISO South WSC, causing them to simultaneously perform MISO
South-wide firm load shed to meet load and restore reserves for MISO South.

Neither MISO nor SPP performed voltage stability analysis for the simulated loss
of the MISO South WSC that morning.®?> MISO had online voltage stability tools, and
SPP could have performed an offline study, however, preparing its offline study could
have taken several hours and thus not provided timely results for the RC operators that
morning. Voltage stability studies could have aided MISO and SPP in determining
whether SPP needed to declare a system emergency and whether MISO needed to take
pre-contingency steps to position their systems for the potential loss of the MISO South
WSC. MISO was relying on the TOPs within its footprint to be able to promptly execute
the necessary load shed to alleviate the numerous low voltages, if the MISO South WSC
had occurred. Voltage stability analysis would be especially important given that MISO
recognizes that one of its load pockets is “a voltage/thermal sensitive area and is
susceptible to low voltages under outage conditions or a loss of a key transmission

92 While voltage stability analysis is not specifically required by the Standards,
RCs and TOPs are required to perform a real-time assessment which evaluates system
conditions using real-time data to assess existing (pre-contingency) and potential (post-
contingency) operating conditions. IRO-008-2, and TOP-001-4.
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element.” Sharing the voltage stability analysis with adjacent RC operators would give
them another source of simulated post-contingency voltage data to determine if additional
pre-contingency protective measures are needed.

Key RC-to-RC Communications

MISO’s RDT flow hit its peak of 4,331 MW by real-time measurement, and
nearly 4,000 MW as calculated by UDS, at approximately 6:30 a.m. MISO had already
arranged 700 MW of emergency energy from Southern Company, but based on the latest
projected supply and demand conditions in MISO South for the upcoming peak hour,
beginning at 6:12 a.m. CST, MISO sought additional emergency energy from Southern
Company, as well as from SPP and TVA BA. TVA BA had 300 MW emergency power
available, and TVA BA and MISO arranged for its delivery, for a total of 1,000 MW the
emergency power obtained ahead of the peak hour.** MISO’s EMS automatically
allocates the emergency purchases between MISO’s North and South regions when
calculating the RDT, taking into account transmission distribution factors. MISO
expected the emergency purchases made for MISO South reserves to decrease the RDT,
and shared this expectation with other RC operators. This expectation proved correct
when the RDT did begin to decrease just after emergency power deliveries began. *4

Just before the peak hour, SPP RC denied MISO’s request to raise the RDT limit
above 3,000 MW via email, and shortly thereafter, SPP notified MISO that it had
emergency power available, but it was not deliverable to MISO South.

LMRs to Aid MISO South During Peak L.oad Conditions

As part of MISO’s Maximum Generation Emergency/ EEA-2 procedures, MISO
sent LMR % scheduling instructions (SI) for load reduction to help cover their MISO
South peak load. MISO sent the SI just after MISO’s declaration of EEA Level 2. The
Team learned that the LMRs were not obligated to be available in the winter (only
required in the summer season), and that long notification times limited the availability of
some LMRs for the morning peak. MISO deployed a total of 700 MW of LMR on

%3 In response to MISO’s request for additional emergency energy above the 700
MW from Southern Company, Southern Company assisted MISO in obtaining an
additional 150 MW of emergency energy from Southern Company BA during the peak
hour.

%4 See Figure 32.

9 See fn. 14.
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January 17, but was able to increase its LMR to 930 MW by providing notice well in
advance of the morning peak on January 18.%

4. Post-8 a.m.-peak hour: Conditions Gradually Improve

o System conditions improved after morning peak, as load demands dropped from
peak levels

e Generation conditions improved as units returned to service with rising
temperatures

o SPP wind generation decreased sharply after morning peak conditions

e SPP EHV voltages returned to more typical levels

e Many pre- and post-contingency measures remained in effect

o MISO again sought emergency power as it prepared for evening peak

After the morning peak on January 17, MISO South operators began to focus on
evening peak reserves. MISO was still projecting the evening peak to be short of the
necessary reserves for MISO South. Before 10 am, MISO RC Operators asked Southern
Company if MISO could continue emergency energy purchases for the evening peak.
MISO reduced its emergency energy to 350 MW until 1:30 p.m., after which it sought
additional emergency energy for the evening peak (predicted to occur between 7 and 10
p.m. CST) from SPP, Southern Company and TVA BA. MISO briefly dropped down to
EEA Level 1, returning to EEA Level 2 just before 2 p.m., when it declared Maximum
Generation Event Step 2a/b and EEA Level 2 for MISO South effective 7 p.m. until early
the morning of January 18. MISO finally dropped back down to EEA Level 1 at
approximately 8 p.m. System conditions improved primarily due to the return of some of
the generation units which had not been available during the early morning hours.

By 10 a.m. CST, SPP’s EHV voltages returned to more typical voltage range for
those locations. For example, the following chart shows a comparison between earlier
morning real-time voltage levels and those measured at approximately 10 a.m. CST, for
southern Oklahoma EHV locations:

9https://cdn.misoenergy.org/2018%20IMM%20Quarterly%20Report%20Winter1
62312.pdf; Appendix I.
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Figure 38: 10 am CST: Improvement in Southwestern-to-Southeastern Oklahoma
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TVA BA declared a Power Supply Alert I in effect for its Balancing Authority
area, and later declared EEA Level 1, which it exited by 1 p.m. TVA BA experienced its
winter peak load on January 18, one day later than MISO and SPP, as the cold front
moved northeast.

All six MISO South transmission facility outages (3-230 kV and 3-115 kV), which
were caused by freezing rain, returned to service by the end of the day:

o 2-230 kV lines were restored by January 17, 11:07 a.m. CST,

o 2-115 kV lines were restored by January 17, 11:18 a.m. CST, and

o the two remaining transmission facilities were restored by 11:46p.m.
CST.

Post-contingency overload conditions began to shift further east as the cold front
moved, occurring more in Missouri, Tennessee and eastern Mississippi. However, many
pre- and post-contingency measures already taken remained in effect in SPP, MISO and
TVA RC. As new constraints occurred, the RCs coordinated well to manage system
conditions. SPP developed post-contingent load-shed plans at four facilities in Oklahoma
and Louisiana, as well as plans for post-contingent redispatch coordinated among SPP
and TVA. MISO and TVA RC took mitigation actions via transmission reconfiguration
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in Mississippi to alleviate a real-time overload as well as a simulated severe post-
contingency condition.

MISO’s wind generation output continued to rise, reaching a record peak of
15,038 MW on January 17.°7 SPP’s wind generation output decreased significantly just
after the morning peak load, from 10,000 MW to 8,000 MW, and remained at around
8,000 MW until just before evening peak, when it sharply increased to almost 13,000
MW (95% of its all-time peak wind generation output), and remained at that output the
remainder of January 17.

Figure 39: MISO and SPP Wind Output, January 16 Through 19, 2018
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7 MISO’s previous wind generation peak of 14,683 MW was set in December,
2017. The January 2018 record was broken in March 2019, with 16,317 MW of peak
wind generation output.
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V1. Post-Event Actions by the RCs and Joint Parties

A. RTOC Meetings and Entities’ Report

On March 15, 2018, MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC met to discuss the event, lessons
learned and ways to increase coordination among the four Reliability Coordinators.
The Regional Transfer Operating Committee (RTOC), a six-member committee which
includes two members each for MISO, SPP and the Joint Parties, *® met at least three
times before providing a report to the Team in September, 2018, and continued to work
on action items identified in the September report. '™ Among the action items identified
by the RTOC were four aspects of improving coordination as to the RDT, which
ultimately culminated in a new RDT procedure, as well as a written “statement of
understanding” about interim and long-term methods of addressing RDT-impacted
flowgates, as discussed in section C, below.

B.  FERC Tariff Change on Deliverability of Reserves '"!

On April 27, 2018, MISO filed proposed revisions to its Tariff to authorize the
application of the Tariff’s reserve procurement enhancement provisions to the Sub-

%8 Although the Regional Transfer Operations Procedure in place during the Event,
RTO-RTOA-OPI1-10, provided for a formal “Operations Review” upon request by one of
the RCs under circumstances including when an increase in the RDTL had been
requested (section 3.4), the Joint Parties did not characterize their report as resulting from
a formal “Operations Review,” but it accomplished the purpose of analyzing the event
and agreeing on next steps. The RTOC’s post-event analysis, “Regional Transfer
Operating Committee Event Review Report (September 9, 2018),” is included as
Appendix I.

9 The Joint Parties include AECI, LG&E/KU, PowerSouth, Southern Co. and
TVA.

100 See Appendix .

101 Prior to the Event, MISO had initiated the Resource Availability and Need
(RAN) initiative, a broad analysis and plan to confront the increase in Maximum
Generation emergencies even though sufficient capacity appeared to be available through
the Planning Reserve Auction. The RAN initiative has led to several filings, including
some of the filings described below, aimed at improving capacity availability in all
seasons.
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Regional Power Balance Constraints (MISO’s internal name for the RDTL). The
Commission accepted MISO’s filing, effective August 26, 2018.1%2 MISO supported its
filing by stating that the “reserve procurement enhancement” provisions were designed to
address certain problems arising from the fact that the deliverability of reserves was not
fully addressed by its Tariff’s then-existing approach to the setting of zonal reserve
requirements. However, the original reserve procurement enhancements applied only to
transmission constraints and did not apply to Sub-Regional Power Balance Constraints,
which are contractual in nature. MISO contended that the contractual nature of Sub-
Regional Power Balance Constraints should not preclude the application of the reserve
procurement enhancement. MISO asserted that the revisions it proposed will enable it to
use reserve procurement to manage flows, including post reserve deployment flows,
between MISO Midwest and MISO South in accordance with the RDTL.

C. Revised Regional Transfer Operations Procedure and RDT-Impacted
Flowgate Statement of Understanding

In December, 2018, a new version 2.0 of the Regional Transfer Operations
Procedure (RTOP), which implements the Settlement among the Joint Parties, became
effective. This version “incorporate[es] January 17, 2018 Lessons Learned” according to
the Revision History, and, like the earlier version, is approved by MISO, SPP, TVA and
SeRC. The revised version improves on the original in the following ways:

e Requiring MISO to ensure that both UDS and real-time RDT remain at or below
the RDTL (versus only UDS during the Event) 1%

e Requiring MISO to provide forecasts of the RDT to SPP, TVA, and SeRC '™ and
share key information which could affect the RDT for rolling 5 days into the
future 195

192 Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc., 164 FERC 461,129 (2018).
On March 15, 2019, MISO submitted revisions to conform additional provisions with
recently accepted Tariff changes on the consideration of Post Reserve Deployment
Constraints, including Sub-Regional Power Balance Constraints.

1033.1.3.
104314

1053.1.4.2.
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e Identifying criteria for determining RDT-impacted flowgates 1%

e More specific actions to be taken to address congestion and RDTL
exceedances, 17 including an ordering of congestion management procedures and
a new subsection on potential load shed conditions. 18

To implement the identification of RDT-impacted flowgates, * MISO, SPP and the Joint

Parties agreed to a two-step process for performing the necessary calculations for

determining RDT-impacted flowgates. The interim step is required because as intra-

market flow, MISO’s RDT flow is not currently input into the Interchange Distribution

Calculator (IDC) used to implement TLRs, but integrating the RDT flow into the IDC is

planned for the second phase.

D. Additional MISO Tariff Revisions Relevant Post- Event

MISO has been studying the issue of capacity resources that are not available
during periods when the system is under stress, particularly in non-summer periods and
particularly in MISO South. Prior to the Event, MISO started a process known as the
Resource Availability and Need Initiative. Some of the early fruits of the Initiative are
tariff changes to better insure capacity availability, as described below.

On February 19, 2019, the Commission accepted MISO’s Tariff revisions that
now require LMR resources that become capacity resources to identify the period of the
year that they are available and the notification time they require for deployment. This
must include the four summer months with a notification time of no more than12 hours.
The resource must be able to justify the availability it identifies. On March 29, 2019, the
Commission accepted, subject to condition, MISO’s Tariff revisions !'* that were
intended to supplement the existing Generator Planned Outage process by improving
transparency through forward signals and incentives. 1! MISO’s revisions, which
included a penalty for planned outages and derates that occur during Max Generation
events, were intended to: (1) provide additional incentives for Generator Owners to

1063 1.5.

1073 1.6, 3.2 and 3.3.

1083 3.8.

109 As discussed in section 3.1.5 of the RTOP.

110 Open Access Transmission, Energy, and Operating Reserve Markets Tariff.

111 Midcontinent Independent System Operator Inc., 166 FERC 9 61,236 (2019).
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schedule Generator Planned Outages and derates well in advance of the scheduled start
time and (2) identify times with increased system risk due to correlation of outages and
derates. The Commission agreed with MISO’s efforts to enhance its Generator Planned
Outage scheduling practices, believing that MISO’s proposal will “promote advanced
scheduling of Generator Planned Outages, improve Generator Planned Outage
coordination, and help MISO address the recent increase in the number of declared
Emergency events during non-summer seasons.” 12

The same day, the Commission accepted, subject to condition, MISO’s proposal to
enhance the testing requirements in its Tariff for resources that participate in MISO’s
markets as LMRs. ''* The Commission agreed with MISO’s efforts to ensure that the
LMRs it relies upon can in fact supply their registered load- reduction capability during
emergency events. The Commission found it necessary for MISO to have confidence
that LMRs will perform when scheduled, and stated that it expects MISO’s proposed
testing requirements to enhance LMR performance.

VII. Prior Similar Events

2011 Southwest Cold Weather Event of February 5-11, 2011 114

This event, which affected the southwest region of the United States (Texas and
New Mexico) during the first week of February, 2011, was similar to the Event in that
extreme low temperatures caused widespread generation outages. In the 2011 cold
weather event, many cities in Texas and New Mexico experienced a 50 degree drop in
temperature. The cold temperature conditions in 2011 were similar to what was found
for the Event, where many south central cities experienced a 40-50 degree drop in
temperature over a several-day period: daytime high temperatures in the 60s to low-70s
on Friday, January 11, in cities such as Little Rock, Texarkana, Shreveport, Jackson,
Beaumont, Baton Rouge and New Orleans, dropped to daytime highs in the high teens to
upper 20s on January 17. In both events, many generators did not winterize to protect
against freezing weather conditions, despite recommendations from the 2011 report to do
so. In both events, massive generation outages and derates led to energy emergencies,

1214, at P. 60.

113 Midcontinent Independent System Operator Inc., 166 FERC 9 61,235 (2019).
See fn. 14 for more information about LMRs.

114 Report on Outages and Curtailments During the Southwest Cold Weather Event
of February 1-5, 2011: Causes and Recommendations, found at
https://www.ferc.gov/legal/staff-reports/08-16-11-report.pdf

Page 78 of 153


https://www.ferc.gov/legal/staff-reports/08-16-11-report.pdf

however, in the 2011 event, the RC needed to perform controlled load shedding to
maintain system reliability, whereas in the Event, emergency energy purchases and
LMRs, among other tools, allowed the RCs to avoid shedding firm load (although firm
load shedding could have occurred if the MISO South WSC occurred).

2014 Polar Vortex '1°

The Polar Vortex event of early January, 2014, which affected the Midwest,
South- central, and East Coast regions, similarly involved significant unplanned
generation outages and derates, Both the Polar Vortex and the 2011 event were similar to
January 17, 2018, in that generation reserves were depleted within the event areas, due to
significant unplanned generation outages and derates, requiring energy emergency
measures ranging from voluntary load reduction to interruptible load shed to rotating
blackouts/firm load shedding.

Cold Wave of 1994 116

A complicating characteristic of the Event not found in the Polar Vortex or 2011
events was wide-area constrained BES conditions, stretching across four RC footprints.
The Cold Wave that occurred the week of January 16, 1994, in the Midwest and Mid-
Atlantic states, also had wide-area constrained conditions combined with
capacity/reserves shortfalls, similar to the Event. Faced with unusually high electricity
demands, and cold weather-related generator outages and reduced fuel supply, utilities
with generation shortages imported large blocks of power over their transmission systems
from other utilities. System operators managed several transmission paths near their
post-contingency transfer limits, to ensure reliability while the large power transfers
occurred, although some localized voluntary load shedding occurred.

Could This Happen Again?

The Event, combined with the other events, reaffirms the importance of generators
remaining in operation during extreme cold weather conditions, to support reliable BES
operations. More recently, MISO and SPP generators performed better in the January 30-
31, 2019 Polar Vortex which affected the Midwest. Unlike facilities in warmer climates
such as the south central U.S., generating stations in the colder Midwest are typically

S NERC report on 2014 Polar Vortex,
https://www.nerc.com/pa/rrm/January%202014%20Polar%20Vortex%20Review/Polar_
Vortex_Review 29 Sept 2014 Final.pdf.

116 NERC report on Electric Utilities’ Response to the Cold Wave of January,
1994.
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designed and constructed so that their boilers, turbines, and other auxiliary systems are
not exposed to ambient weather conditions. ''” Unusually cold temperatures in warmer-
weather areas, combined with a lack of generator preparation for conditions expected,
could again lead to substantial unplanned generation outages, with similar effects on
reserves and potentially, BES conditions.

VIII. Findings and Recommendations

Generator Cold Weather Reliability

Finding: The South Central U.S. Cold Weather BES Event of January 17, 2018 was
caused by failure to properly prepare or “winterize” the generation facilities for
cold temperatures.

e A comparison of below-freezing temperatures in the Event Area and unplanned
generation outages and derates from January 15 through 19 resulted in three cities
with correlation coefficients !'® of -0.7 or better, and the majority of cities with
coefficients of between -0.5 to -0.7, indicating that as temperatures decreased,
unplanned outages and derates increased.

o At least 44% of the unplanned outages or derates during January 15 to 19 were
directly attributed to, or likely related to, the extreme cold weather, as calculated
by numbers of units. Fourteen percent of the generator failures were directly
attributed by the Generator Owners/Operators to weather-related causes, including
frozen sensing lines, frozen equipment, frozen water lines, frozen valves, blade
icing, low temperature cutoff limits, and the like. Another 30 percent were
indirectly attributable to the weather (occasioned by natural gas curtailments to
gas-fired generators (16%) and attributed to mechanical causes known to be
related to cold weather (14%)). "

1172011 Southwest Cold Weather Event FERC/NERC Report, Appendix: Power
plant design for ambient design temperatures at page 142.

118 A correlation coefficient is a number or function that indicates the degree of
correlation between two sets of data or between two random variables and that is equal to
their covariance divided by the product of their standard deviations. (Source: Merriam-
Webster Dictionary.) A negative correlation coefficient indicates that as one variable
increases, the other decreases, and vice-versa. In this case, the negative correlation meant
that as temperatures decreased, generation outages increased.

119 These causes included issues with specific equipment known to be vulnerable
to freezing, including drum level transmitter sensor lines, inlet guide vanes, gas purge
valves, steam turbine intercept valves and other valves; issues related to cold oil, such as
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e Unplanned generation outages and derates during the period of extreme cold
accumulated to approximately 14,000 MW in the Event Area by the morning peak
hour ending 8 am CST on January 17, 2018.

e Generator Owners attributed at least 35% of the generation outages and derates on
January 17, 2018 to the extreme weather conditions: 19% to freezing-related
mechanical issues and 16% to cold-related fuel supply issues. 2

Figure 40: January 15-19, 2018 - Causes of Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates for Event Area

Other, 23, 7% _ -
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and quality), 55, 16%

oil pressure drop or failure to start; wet/frozen coal causing problems with feeders or
conveyors; and loss of feedwater.

120 More than 35% of the generator outages and derates on January 17 were likely
related to the extreme cold. The Team found that for January 15 through 19, 14% of the
outages and derates attributed to mechanical causes were actually caused by issues
known to be related to cold weather. The Team did not perform this analysis for January
17 alone.
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Figure 41: January 15-19, 2018 — Sub-causes for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Freezing Issues, for Event Area
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Figure 42: January 17, 2018 - Causes of Generation Qutages for Event Area, By RC

45
40
@ 35
S 30
-}
% 25
é 20
;_:' 15
10
5 I
& & o & 5 o o &
& oc"& & & é&c& Nd e\’d’ o* o\“}‘
‘{;@,@ ¢ & N Q¢ & &° SF o
§ 9 & ‘ijQ Q}\Q p o
< N 5
s & é“@@(’
Q&
mMISO mWSPP mSeRC/PowerSouth SeRC/SoCo mTVA

Page 82 of 153



Figure 43: January 17, 2018 — Causes of Unplanned Generation Outages and Derates

for Event Area
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Figure 44: January 17, 2018 — Sub-causes for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Fuel Supply Problems, for Event Area
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Figure 45: January 17, 2018 — Sub-causes for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Freezing Issues, for Event Area
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Finding: Gas supply issues contributed to the Event, and natural gas-fired units
represented at least 70% of the unplanned generation outages and derates.

e From January 15 to 19 in the Event Area, natural gas-fired units were 70% of the
unplanned generation outages and derates when calculated by numbers of units,
and 74% when calculated by MW.

e During the same period, gas supply issues caused by the extreme cold
temperatures, including interruptible supply, low gas pressure, and other pipeline
and gas supply issues, led to outages of 38 units, for a total of approximately 2,200
MW.

e The Team found that temperatures in the Event Area were generally above the
ambient temperature design specifications ! for many natural gas-fired generating
units.

121 Most of the units in the Event Area have an ambient temperature design rating
between -10 and 10 degrees, with some exceptions. A handful of units have an ambient
temperature design rating to -20 degrees, and four units are rated for use to -40 degrees.
Some entities did not incorporate (or did not know) their units’ ambient temperature
design ratings.
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Figure 46: January 15-19, 2018 — Sub-causes for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Fuel Supply Problems, for Event Area
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Figure 47: January 15-19, 2018 — Fuel Type for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Freezing Issues, for Event Area (by Number of Generators)

Other, 18, 5% _

wind, 9,2%

Lignite Coal, 12, 3% _—

Coal, 63, 19%

NG, 235, 70%

Page 85 of 153



Figure 48: January 15-19, 2018 — Fuel Type for Unplanned Generation Outages and

Derates due to Freezing Issues, for Event Area (by MW of Generation)
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Generator Cold Weather Reliability

Recommendation 1: The Team recommends a three-pronged approach to ensure
Generator Owners/Generator Operators, Reliability Coordinators and Balancing
Authorities prepare for cold weather conditions: 1) development or enhancement of
one or more NERC Reliability Standards, 2) enhanced outreach to Generator
Owners/Generator Operators, and 3) market (Independent System
Operators/Regional Transmission Organizations) rules where appropriate. This
three-pronged approach '?? should be used to address the following needs:

e The need for Generator Owners/Generator Operators to perform
winterization activities on generating units to prepare for adverse cold
weather, in order to maximize generator output and availability for BES
reliability during these conditions. These preparations for cold weather
should include Generator Owners/Generator Operators:

122 While any one of the three approaches may provide significant benefits in
solving this problem, the Team does not view any one of the three as the only solution.
The Team envisions that a successful resolution of the problem will likely involve
concurrent use of all three.
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o Implementing freeze protection measures and technologies (e.g., installing
adequate wind breaks on generating units where necessary).

o Performing periodic adequate maintenance and inspection of freeze
protection elements (e.g., generating units’ heat tracing equipment and
thermal insulation).

o If gas-fueled generating units, clearly informing their Reliability
Coordinators and Balancing Authorities whether they have firm
transportation capacity for natural gas supply

o Conducting winter-specific and plant-specific operator awareness
training.

e The need for Generator Owners/Operators to ensure accuracy of their
generating units’ ambient temperature design specifications. '>> The accurate
ambient temperature design specifications and expected generating unit
performance, including for peak winter conditions, should be incorporated
into the plans, procedures and training for operating generating units, and
shared with Reliability Coordinators and Balancing Authorities.

e The need for Balancing Authorities and Reliability Coordinators to be aware
of specific generating units’ limitations, such as ambient temperatures beyond
which they cannot be expected to perform or lack of firm gas transportation,
and take such limitations into account in their operating processes to
determine contingency reserves, and in performing operational planning
analyses, respectively.

Staff analysis of the outages between January 15 and 19 found that of 183 total
units affected, the Generator Owners/Operators directly attributed 16% to freezing, and
14% to fuel supply issues related to the extreme cold. An additional 14% were likely
caused by the extreme weather conditions. Outages in this last subcategory had been
placed in the “mechanical/ electrical failures™ category (59% of the outages between
January 15 and 19) by the Generator Owner/Operators, but based on more detailed
information, were found to be caused by problems known from earlier cold-weather
events to be associated with extreme cold. Adding the categories directly attributed to and
likely related to the extreme cold (16% plus 14% plus 14%) results in 44% of the total
outages being directly or likely related to cold. Inquiry Staff also found that the total
generation outages for January 15 through 19 (including all categories and subcategories)

123 The Team found that temperatures were generally above the ambient

temperature design specifications for many natural gas-fired generating units (See fn
121).
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were statistically correlated with temperatures, with a -0.7 correlation overall. One-third
of the GO/GOP entities surveyed had no winterization provisions.

These findings echo those from the Joint FERC-NERC Report on Outages and
Curtailments during the Southwest Cold Weather Event of February 1-5, 2011 and the
NERC 2014 Polar Vortex Report, both of which found that many generators failed to
adequately prepare for winter weather conditions.

One of the recommendations from the 2011 Southwest Cold Weather Event was to
create a mandatory winterization Reliability Standard. In September, 2012, NERC
submitted a Standard Authorization Request (SAR) which proposed to require Generator
Owner/Operators to:

e report generating unit capabilities based on anticipated winter weather using
criteria developed by the standard drafting team using stakeholder input.

e ensure winter weather preparation plans are created, maintained, implemented and
monitored as appropriate to help ensure generating units can operate to the criteria
developed above. The plans shall include appropriate annual winterization
measures.

When NERC’s Operating Committee proposed a voluntary Reliability Guideline titled
Generating Unit Winter Readiness, instead of a mandatory Reliability Standard, the
Standards Committee rejected the SAR. 124

In addition to the recommendations made in the 2011 Southwest Cold Weather
Event and the 2014 Polar Vortex Reports on winter preparedness, and NERC’s
Reliability Guideline, other voluntary steps have been taken since 2011, including:

e NERC video on “Winter Weather Preparedness”
e NERC webinar on “Winter Preparation for Severe Weather Events”

e Numerous NERC “Lessons Learned” documents issued pertaining to winter
weather preparedness

124 The rejection was also based on industry comments and a recommendation
from NERC’s Reliability Issues Steering Committee. See NERC’s July 2013 letter to the
proponent of the SAR:

https://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Project%20201301%20Cold%20Weather%20Pre
paredness/SAR Response Letter SM_071813.pdf For more information regarding the

proposed SAR, see https://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Pages/Project2013-
01 Cold Weather.aspx
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e NERC-developed training package on “Extreme Weather Events” posted for
industry use,

e QGas and Electrical Operational Coordination Considerations Reliability Guideline
developed by the NERC Operating Committee, and

e Regional Entities’ cold-weather guidance (e.g. SERC’s Cold Weather
Preparedness efforts, 125 ReliabilityFirst’s cold weather resources, including
Winterization Visit Best Practices and Review of Winter Preparedness Following
the Polar Vortex !29),

However, despite the guidance above, cold-weather events continue to occur involving
extensive unplanned generation outages, which imperil reliable BES operations. A
mandatory Reliability Standard would require Generator Owner/Operators to properly
prepare for extreme cold weather, and would help RCs and BAs identify units which may
not be able to perform during an extreme weather event. However, the process from
SAR to Commission approval of a mandatory Reliability Standard could take a year or
more. In the meantime, enhanced outreach and actions by ISOs/RTOs to incent generator
performance can also help to prevent a recurrence of the large-scale unplanned outages
like those seen during the Event, the Polar Vortex and in ERCOT in 2011.

Situational Awareness and RC-to-RC Communication

Findings:

e The Relevant RCs (MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC) had situational awareness
throughout the event and communicated as necessary to preserve system
reliability.

o RCs were regularly performing real-time assessments to determine system
state and next courses of action, including identifying operating limit
exceedances and voltage conditions for both real-time and for simulated
post-contingency conditions.

o The RC operators communicated and coordinated their analyses and
discussed mitigation actions necessary to maintain BES reliability, up to
shedding firm load.

o During the Event, the Joint Parties affected by transfers between MISO
Midwest and MISO South, including the four RCs, had a written procedure,
the Regional Transfer Operations Procedure, which covered their
interactions as to MISO’s Regional Directional Transfer.

125 wwww.serc1.org/coldweatherprep

126 https://rfirst.org/KnowledgeCenter/Risk%20Analysis/ColdWeather
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o After the Event, the Joint Parties implemented a revised Regional Transfer
Operations Procedure, RTO-RTOA-OP1-12.0, effective December 1, 2018.

o The generation outages and derates on January 17 created energy emergency
conditions which required voluntary load reduction and plans for firm load
shed if MISO’s 1,163 MW worst single contingency in MISO South occurred.

o MISO invoked energy emergency alerts and purchased emergency energy
for MISO South due to stranded reserves within its BA footprint.

o The system in the Event Area was severely capacity-constrained. Even
after emergency purchases, MISO South’s reserves were down to 172 MW
for the hour ending 8 a.m. CST.

o Constrained transmission conditions spanned a large area, across all or
portions of nine states (Arkansas, Alabama, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Missouri, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas), and four RC footprints
(MISO, SPP, TVA and SeRC).

o As the morning peak (7 to 8 a.m. CST) neared on January 17, for the MISO
South WSC, it would have likely resulted in firm load shed across the
MISO South region to maintain generation and load balance and prepare to
meet the next worst single contingency, while simultaneously triggering
further and additional firm load shed in specific areas of the MISO South
footprint to maintain BES voltages within post-contingency limits.

Situational Awareness Recommendations:

Recommendation 2: Reliability Coordinators should perform real-time voltage
stability analysis in addition to RTCA, for constrained conditions occurring within
their own and/or within adjacent Reliability Coordinator areas, such as those
experienced by MISO the morning of January 17, and communicate the results of
their analysis to adjacent Reliability Coordinator areas. Constrained system
conditions during the Event included: multiple generation outages and derates in
MISO South, high system loads, large regional transfers due to stranded reserves,
transmission outages in generation-limited load pockets, and limited additional
transfer capability. On January 17 some of these conditions were also occurring
simultaneously in neighboring Reliability Coordinator footprints. Real-time voltage
stability analysis could assist Reliability Coordinators in determining if other
mitigation actions are necessary as well as whether an emergency condition exists.
If such stressed system conditions are projected for the next day, voltage stability
analysis should also be performed as part of the Reliability Coordinators’
Operational Planning Analyses.
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Recommendation 3: To provide accurate results for the Reliability Coordinators’
real-time tools, adjacent Reliability Coordinators should benchmark their planning
and operations models to actual events, like the January 17 event that stressed both
the Reliability Coordinator and its adjacent Reliability Coordinator(s), and correct
any inconsistencies identified.

Recommendation 4: Reliability Coordinators should also perform periodic impact
studies to determine which elements of their adjacent Reliability Coordinators’
systems have the most impact (i.e., the effect an outaged element located in an
adjacent Reliability Coordinator area has on its voltages, facility loadings, or other
conditions) on their systems. Reliability Coordinators should consider adding any
identified external facilities to their models and should share associated real-time
external network data. Beyond the enhanced model incorporation into tools such as
RTCA, these sensitivity studies could identify external facilities which have such an
impact that the Reliability Coordinator may also implement real-time EMS alerting
for the loss of the external facility.

Recommendation 5: Balancing Authorities and Transmission Operators should
conduct periodic capacity and energy emergency drills simultaneous with
transmission emergency drills with their Reliability Coordinators, to ensure
readiness, coordination of control room personnel to conduct multiple load-shed-
related tasks while continuing to maintain situational awareness, and coordination
between additional local control center and field personnel. On January 17 during
the peak hour, MISO system analysis showed that if its next-contingency generation
outage in MISO South of 1,163 MW occurred, it would need to rely on post-
contingency manual firm load shed to maintain voltages within limits, while faced
with potential additional firm load shedding to maintain system balance and restore
reserves for MISO South region. Operators may be required to perform additional
tasks if the load shed must be executed within narrow boundaries (e.g. limited load
shed options that will result in alleviating transmission overload and/or low voltage
conditions), coupled with conditions (such as extreme temperatures), which create
the need for rotational load shedding to protect life or health.

Had the MISO South WSC occurred during the morning peak hour of 7 to 8 a.m.
CST, it would have required replacement generation from MISO Midwest, thereby
further increasing RDT transmission flows into MISO South partly through parallel paths
within SPP, TVA RC and SeRC footprints. Both MISO and SPP included the MISO
South WSC as a contingency, both model each other’s systems to an extent in their
RTCA applications, and both showed their RTCA converging, which means that they did
not expect instability or cascading as a result of the simulated outage of the 1,163 MW
WSC.
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However, MISO’s RTCA projected a trend of post-contingency low voltage,
including voltages as low as 88% on certain 230kV buses, and 24 transmission facilities
with projected post-contingency thermal overloads between 7 and 8 a.m. CST. MISO
operators relied on RTCA convergence, which indicates steady-state stability, 1?7 to
assure that voltage stability could be maintained despite numerous post-contingent
system conditions. Also, MISO relied on the TOPs within its footprint to quickly execute
the necessary load shed if the MISO South WSC occurred, to alleviate numerous low
voltages. This analysis would be especially important given that MISO recognizes that
one of its load pockets is “a voltage/thermal sensitive area and is susceptible to low
voltages under outage conditions or a loss of a key transmission element,” and for
MISO’s WSC in MISO South of 1,163 MW, it would have likely resulted in the need for
post-contingency load shedding steps to alleviate numerous transmission facilities from
experiencing low voltage conditions, while faced with potential additional firm load
shedding to maintain system balance and restore reserves for MISO South region.

RC-to-RC Communications Recommendations

Version 2.0 of the Regional Transfer Operations Procedure is an improvement on
the Procedure in use during the Event. The Joint Parties should consider the following
revisions that would further enhance RC communications:

Recommendation 6: Make the following changes to the Regional Transfer
Operations Procedure:

e Provide operators with more specificity for applying section 3.1.6.1 through
3.1.6.4 regarding how to return the Regional Directional Transfer to a level at
or below the Regional Directional Transfer Limit within 30 minutes, and the
relationship between 3.1.6.1 through 3.1.6.4 and 3.2 (congestion
management). Also, clarify the roles and/or reference certain steps in the
applicable emergency procedures that may assist the operators in taking
prompt actions to return Regional Directional Transfer at or below the
Regional Directional Transfer Limit.

e Clarify the relationship between 3.1.6.1 and 3.1.6.4 regarding calls to adjacent
Reliability Coordinators and when the Reliability Coordinator operator will
initiate reduction of the Regional Directional Transfer. Consider a
timeline/flowchart of the sequence of communications, similar to the

127 Capability of an electric power system to maintain its initial condition after
small interruption or to reach a condition very close to the initial one when the
disturbance is still present.
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Transmission Loading Relief curtailment timing, found in the Joint NAESB
System Operator’s Transmission Loading Relief Reference Manual.

e Clarify the section on “Potential Load Shed conditions” (section 3.3.8) to
require the adjacent Reliability Coordinators to communicate an emergency
condition if conditions in the Reliability Coordinator footprint so warrant.
This change further aligns the procedure steps with the Reliability
Standards. 128

e Clarify that when making emergency energy purchases (for example,
purchasing emergency energy, for meeting load plus reserves, or to alleviate
Regional Directional Transfer flow before shedding load), Reliability
Coordinator /Balancing Authority Operators should analyze the flow impacts
prior to implementing the emergency energy schedule to avoid
unintentionally causing detrimental impacts to Regional Directional Transfer
-impacted flowgates or lead to an operating Emergency for Transmission
Operator(s) area(s).

e In determining the need for temporary changes to the Regional Directional
Transfer Limit (see 3.3.1) for the operating horizon/next-day analysis or
during the operating day, MISO, in coordination with SPP and neighboring
entities, should determine the maximum simultaneous transfer capability
north-to-south (or south-to-north if applicable), based on the latest operating
conditions expected during the timeframe for determination. This study
should be used to support any decisions on making temporary changes to the
Regional Directional Transfer Limit.

Transmission Operations and Reserves

Findings: The generation outages during the peak hour ending 8 a.m. CST on
January 17 created an “N-many” ' BES condition, and led the affected entities to
transfer power from distant generation into the affected region to cover energy

128 1 inking the obligation to shed firm load to the Reliability Standards will protect
MISO if it needs to shed firm load to reduce the RDT. The RDT is a contractual limit
rather than a limit imposed by one of the Commission-approved mandatory Reliability
Standards (e.g. SOL, IROL). In the past, the Commission approved a penalty against a
Balancing Authority/Transmission Operator that shed firm load when the load shedding
was not required by a Reliability Standard. See In re California System Operator
Corporation, 141 FERC 4 61,209 (2012)).

129That is, a large number of generation contingencies had occurred (generation
units experienced unplanned outages, derates or failures to start).
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demands and provide reserves. These large power transfers resulted in wide-area
BES transmission-constrained conditions in four RC footprints.

On a seasonal basis, both MISO and SPP separately performed assessments for the
2017/18 winter and shared their results; however, these assessments neither
analyzed simultaneous power flows and transfers like those seen on January 17,
nor quantified results of their combined impact.

On a seasonal basis, MISO had predicted that it could transfer up to 4,650 MW in
a north-to-south direction, but this analysis was based on less-severe transfer
conditions.

The transmission system conditions observed on the morning of January 17, 2018,
were not solely due to MISO’s north-to-south regional directional power transfer
(RDT) flow to cover the supply shortfall caused by unplanned generation outages
and derates MISO South, but to a combination of the RDT flow and additional
factors including generation outages and derates in the rest of the Event Area (e.g.,
southeastern SPP footprint), high system loads related to extreme low
temperatures in the Event Area, higher-than-forecast wind generation power
transfers in MISO and SPP, and DC power transfer flows between SPP and the
ERCOT Interconnection.

To address the constrained system conditions, RC operators needed to consult with
their TOP operators to verify system operating limits to aid in determining
potential mitigation measures, and some RCs opened transmission facilities based
on SOLs which did not reflect winter cold weather conditions.

Although the Event Area normally has generous reserves (i.e., greater-than-20%
projected reserve margins for winter peak conditions), the unplanned generation
outages and derates created stranded reserves from the distant generation,
especially in MISO South.

In its next-day forward reliability assessment commitment, as well as during the
January 17 event operating day, MISO utilized its full 3,000 MW RDT to aid in
providing reserves for its MISO South firm load.

Seasonal Studies Recommendations:

Recommendation 7: Planning Coordinators and Transmission Planners should

jointly develop and study more-extreme condition scenarios to be better prepared
for seasonal extreme conditions. Examples of more-extreme condition modeling
include:
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e removing generation units entirely to represent actual generation outages
(especially outages known to occur during severe weather), versus scaling
of generating unit outputs;

e modeling system loads so that the study accurately tests the system for the
extreme conditions being studied; and

e modeling and studying actual extreme events experienced in the Planning
Coordinator area and actual severe scenarios experienced in other
Planning Coordinator areas.

Results of these more-extreme condition studies should then be shared with
operations staff for training purposes, and to aid in their planning for days where
more extreme transfers are expected.

Recommendation 8: MISO and SPP should jointly perform seasonal transfer
studies and sensitivity analyses in which MISO and SPP model same-direction
simultaneous transfers (e.g. north to south, south to north, west to east) to determine
constrained facilities so that they can develop mitigation plans or other procedures
for the operators. Such studies should include, but not be limited to:

e intra-market power transfers, without offsetting transfers in a way that
would reduce the impact on determining constrained facilities;

e transfers of wind generation output to load areas using near-peak wind
generation levels;

e simultaneous generation outages in adjacent Reliability Coordinator
footprints (e.g. MISO South and southern SPP footprints); and

e increasing simultaneous transfers to levels that constraints cannot be fully
alleviated.

System impacts of the modeled transfers in the studies could vary based on which
generators are removed. Sensitivity study cases should be performed for example, to
produce a potential range of transfer capabilities based on varying generation
outage scenarios.

For its Winter 2017-2018 Coordinated Seasonal transmission Assessment, MISO
performed transfer studies which included studying MISO Midwest to MISO South intra-
Balancing Authority area transfers to determine First-Contingency Incremental Transfer
Capabilities for both north-to-south and south-to-north transfers. The maximum power
transfer projected was 4,650 MW in a north-to-south direction, and MISO concluded this
was adequate for the upcoming 2017-2018 winter season. However, the reported
maximum power transfer value was based on less-severe power transfer conditions, since
MISO modeled the power transfer by scaling generation between the internal north and
south regions for the simulation of the transfer, versus modeling certain generators offline
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in MISO South in the study case to yield a transfer capability based on more extreme
event conditions. This scaling of generation between the internal north and south regions
for the simulation of the transfer did not entirely represent the effects on the power grid
that outages of actual generating units would cause, such as loss of voltage support.

Additionally, MISO did not model the simultaneous north-to-south transfers in
adjacent RCs (transfers from locations where generation reserves were available to those
in which generation outages and derates), as well as high system loads (i.e., in MISO
South, and in the southeastern SPP footprint), which occurred on January 17. These
simultaneous north-to-south parallel flows contributed to numerous BES post-
contingency limit exceedances and lower than normal system vo