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	Comments


The ERCOT ROS directed the OGR Task Force of the OWG to take the contents of the previously TAC approved “State Estimator Observability and Redundancy Requirements” and incorporate them into the Operating Guides.  From the TAC minutes of their December 2nd 2004 meeting: “Oscar Robinson moved to approve the State Estimator Observability and Redundancy Requirements Document as presented by the ROS.  John Houston seconded the motion.  The motion was approved 22 in favor; 4 opposed; 1 abstention.  TAC directed that the ROS begin discussing implementation of the white paper, an exception process, and practical limitations on the timeline.”
ERCOT is unaware of any direction by TAC to change the requirements as presented in the white paper.
The OGR TF prepared and posted OGRR 163 for comments.  The TXU ED comments  were the only comments received.  The OWG asked ERCOT to comment upon the comments submitted by TXU ED.
The TXU ED comments change the intent and meaning of the previously approved document in several significant ways.  ERCOT does not agree with these changes and believes the original document better conveys the content of the white paper.  Therefore, ERCOT endorses the original OGRR language, along with ERCOT’s modifications shown below.  A list of specific comments pertinent to the TXU ED comments follows:
1) The TXU ED comments eliminate the requirements for data unless “all involved parties will agree upon a mutually acceptable solution and schedule for providing data to ERCOT.”  This is a stricter requirement than “seek[ing] to jointly resolve a means and schedule,” and effectively negates the requirement to provide data. (8.1.6)
2) The TXU ED comments exempt TSPs from any data requirements unless a circuit breaker exists at the measurement location.  This change essentially provides that required data can only be requested from places where the data already exists and would not allow provision of any new data.
3) The TXU ED comments require a risk-benefit analysis which ERCOT does not have the data to support.  The white paper outlines recourse to TSPs which believe the benefit is inappropriate.
4) TXU ED comments place an obligation on QSEs (instead of just TDSPs) to provide telemetry to un-observable buses.  This telemetry will have added cost and may be inappropriate for QSEs as these entities do not have  regulated cost recovery for reliability expenses.
5) TXU ED comments eliminate the means for ERCOT to meet its obligation to maintain redundancy on measurements critical to transmission reliability by not providing resolution should TDSPs reply to telemetry requests with “documentation of why this cannot be accomplished.”
Additionally, ERCOT has concerns with existing language in Operating Guide Section 8.1.6:
1) There are currently TDSPs that are not using ICCP for all Real-Time monitoring data.  The Operating Guides require that TDSP’s using communications other than ICCP rebuild their infrastructure to use only ICCP in their communications with ERCOT.  ERCOT suggests the modified 8.1.6 shown below to allow Real-Time monitoring by RTU.
2) The Operating Guides reiterate the process for revising the Operating Guides in Section 8.1.6.  ERCOT proposes eliminating the words “… Protocols and Operating Guides” to make clear that additional data requirements will be approved by the appropriate TAC Subcommittees, but not necessitate a revision to the Protocols and Operating Guides.
At the request of the OGR TF, ERCOT proposes clarifying language to 8.1.6.2.1:
	Revised Proposed Operating Guide Language


8.1.6
Data from QSE/TDSP to ERCOT
QSEs and TDSPs shall provide Real Time monitoring of power system quantities to ERCOT as defined in the Operating Guides and the Protocols.  All Real Time monitoring data for a TDSP will be provided to ERCOT through an ICCP association or RTU with three DNP 3.0 ports.  RTU and ICCP nodes shall exist at primary and backup facilities. Attachment 8A provides the format and parameters for the content of each type of data point that ERCOT may request from TDSPs and QSEs to satisfy the requirements in the Operating Guides and the Protocols. Not all points in Attachment 8A are necessarily required from each Entity.  ERCOT will inform TDSPs and QSEs if additions to presently furnished data are required.  Both parties will seek to jointly resolve a means and schedule for providing data to ERCOT, including changes to existing data.  ERCOT will consider alternatives and exceptions, on a case-by-case basis, to the extent that ERCOT does not believe its operational needs are compromised.  Ultimately, it is the responsibility of the TDSP or QSE to provide all data requested by ERCOT that is set forth in the ERCOT Protocols and Operating Guides.  Additional points and amendments shall be based on ERCOT operational needs and will be presented to the appropriate ERCOT TAC Subcommittees for approval for changes.
8.1.6.2.1
Observability Requirement and Available Exceptions
ERCOTmonitors the reliability and protection of transmission equipment operated at 60 kV or above. To do this, ERCOT will request RTU placement at as few locations as practicable.
Prior to requesting additional RTU installation, ERCOT will identify proposed RTU placement(s), the buses which will be made observable by this RTU placement and the relevant post-contingency overloads or under/over voltage conditions.  Upon receipt of this proposed RTU placement, a TSP has 60 days to:
1)
Provide a proposed alternative to ERCOT for implementation within the next 18 months which meets the requirements described by ERCOT, or 
2)
Propose a normal topology change (change normal status of switch(es)) in the area which eliminates the security violations which are ERCOT’s concern. (i.e. eliminates the possibility of flow through a networked element and turns the security problem into a planning problem un-affected by unit dispatch), or
3)
File a request to the PUCT requesting expedited action for an Order directing that responsibility for reliability and protection of this specific element or elements of the transmission system be withdrawn from ERCOT and assigned to the requesting TSP..
In the event that the TSP selects the third option; ERCOT will immediately remove the elements from its Real Time Congestion Management system as monitored elements pending the resultant PUCT decision.
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