CONFIDENTIAL

UNTIL SUCH TIME AS THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT IS POSTED TO THE MIDWEST INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR’S (MIDWEST ISO) OPEN ACCESS SAME TIME INFORMATION SYSTEM (OASIS) THIS INFORMATION IS NOT TO BE SHARED WITH ANY PARTY OTHER THAN THE MIDWEST ISO AND REPRESENTATIVES OF ATC.  ANY REPRODUCTION, RETRANSMISSION OR DUPLICATION OF THIS REPORT OR ANY OF ITS CONTENTS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

American Transmission Company (ATC) TLR Level 4 Re-dispatch Report For
Flowgate # _________

Date:  __________, 2003 / Time: XX:XX

This report is submitted in accordance with the reporting agreement established at the ATC Network Customer Meeting held on March 27th, 2003.  A report is to be compiled each time ATC requires the implementation of re-dispatch at TLR Level 4 in order to maintain reliability. 

1. Description or cause of re-dispatch: (data entered by MISO Carmel RC)
Flowgate # consists of the following elements.


Monitored Facility:
enter transmission element - 115kV Line


Contingent Facility:
enter transmission element - 345kV Line

 Describe system-operating condition here:

2. NERC IDC Flowgate Tag Summary: (data entered by MISO Carmel RC)
Attach a NERC tag summary using 3% TDF cutoff.  (Look into legal posting process.)

3. TLR Levels, timing and relief amounts: (data entered by MISO Carmel RC)
Flowgate Limit = _________ MW

	TLR LEVEL
	TIME
	Flowgate Loading
	Flowgate Relief Entered into IDC (MW)
	Number of Transactions Curtailed
	Re-dispatch / Reconfiguration Relief Amount Required (MW)

	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


4. Transmission and generation outage or changes from prediction that may have contributed to this event: (data entered by MISO Carmel RC)

Describe any differences identified between the next day security analysis study for this flowgate, versus the real-time loading event.  I.e. did yesterday’s “next day study” predict problems for this flowgate?

5.  ATC Limitations before, during, and after the event: (data entered by MISO Carmel RC)

There were no ATC / AFC limitations on this flowgate.   Yes / No.

If yes, what caused the reduced ATC / AFC?

6. Procedures implemented prior to implementing re-dispatch: (data entered by ATC Transmission Network Security Administrator (NSA))

Were there any operating procedures or reconfiguration actions available (and taken) before implementing re-dispatch?  Yes / No.

If yes, what were they? 

If yes, identify the amount of relief attained by reconfiguration.

7. Actual Re-dispatch actions taken: (data entered by ATC NSA)

Identify the generating units dispatched to obtain the required relief.

Include redispatch duration information.

8. General Observation / Additional Information: (data entered by ATC NSA)

Add any additional comments here.
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