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Comment Form Instructions:

Comments are to be submitted electronically to RevisionRequest@ercot.com and are due by close of business of the comment due date.  Please follow this file naming convention:
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	ERCOT/Market Segment Impacts and Benefits


Instructions:  To allow for comprehensive PRR consideration, please fill out each block below completely, even if your response is “none,” “not known,” or “not applicable.”  Wherever possible, please include reasons, explanations, and cost/benefit analyses pertaining to the PRR.

	

	Assumptions
	1
	Example: Key assumptions used in estimating market cost and/or benefit

	
	2
	Ex: Dependencies on other projects or other timing requirements

	
	3
	

	
	4
	

	

	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	Market Cost
	1
	Example: Cost per MP to implement
	Example: $10,000 each for 50 QSEs

	
	2
	Ex: Add’l staff required per MP
	Ex: 1.5 FTE each for 6 TDSPs @ $65/hour

	
	3
	
	

	
	4
	
	

	

	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	Market Benefit
	1
	Example: Reduced MP costs
	Example: 2 FTE reduction for 25 CRs @ $65/hour

	
	2
	Ex: Enhanced MP efficiency
	Ex: 2 hour savings per day for 50 generators @$65

	
	3
	Ex: Reduced congestion cost
	Ex: 0.5% reduction in total congestion cost

	
	4
	
	

	

	Additional Qualitative Information


	1
	What to include here: Benefits that are difficult to quantify

	
	2
	What to include here: Benefits that are not certain but relatively likely

	
	3
	What to include here: Customer service impacts, cash flow impacts, transaction speed, etc.

	
	4
	

	

	Other
	1
	What to include here: Thoughts on ERCOT systems impacts

	Comments
	2
	What to include here: Potential manual workarounds or delivery options

	
	3
	What to include here: Other comments of value to PRS, TAC and the Board of Directors

	
	4
	

	


	Comments


Per the discussion at the July 6th TAC meeting, ROS is making the following changes to the PRS recommendation report. The intent of the changes is to make the NPRR language consistent with Section 4.3 of the current ERCOT Operating Guides. For ease of discussion, the only section attached as a redline to the PRS report is  5.5.1 (5).
	Revised Proposed Nodal Protocol Language


(5)



ERCOT Operators are responsible for operating the ERCOT Transmission systems within first contingency transfer limits so that there is no overload of any significant transmission element whose loss could jeopardize the reliability of the ERCOT System. Whenever the ERCOT System is not engaged in emergency operation, it will be operated in such a manner that the occurrence of a single contingency will not cause any of the following:

a.
Uncontrolled breakup of the transmission system,

b.
Loading of Transmission Facilities above defined emergency ratings which can not be eliminated in time to prevent damage or failure following the loss through execution of specific, predefined operating procedures,

c.
Transmission voltage levels outside system design limits which can not be corrected through execution of specific, predefined operating procedures before voltage instability or collapse occurs, or

d.
Customer outages, except for high set interruptible and radially served loads.

“Single contingency” criteria are specified as follows:

A credible single contingency is defined as the Forced Outage of two generating units as defined in Section 5.1.4 of the Operating Guides , Transmission Reliability Testing, item (2), in the ERCOT System within a short period of time, or the Forced Outage of any single transmission element (such as a circuit or transformer).
The Forced Outage of a double-circuit transmission line (DCKT) in excess of 0.5 miles in length will always be considered a credible single contingency for all security constrained unit commitment decisions.

The Forced Outage of a double-circuit transmission line (DCKT) will only be considered a credible single contingency for energy deployment decisions for any of the following operating conditions characterized by high DCKT Outage probability or consequence: 


(a)  High Outage Probability for a double-circuit transmission line means severe weather conditions are forecasted by ERCOT in the vicinity of the line, weather conditions indicate a high risk of insulator flashover, individual circuits that are part of the line have experienced repeated Forced Outages within the preceding 48 hours possibly indicating unresolved problems, or a high risk of a line outage due to fire in progress near the transmission right-of-way.


(b)  High Outage Consequence for a double-circuit transmission line means another transmission outage has occurred, which significantly increases the impact of an additional outage to the double-circuit transmission line, studies affirmatively indicate the line’s outage would result in cascading outages or voltage collapse, or studies affirmatively indicate an outage of the double-circuit transmission line poses a significant risk of uncontrolled outages because it would result in equipment overloads, which cannot be eliminated through execution of specific, predefined operating procedures   in time to prevent equipment damage or failure
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