

Nodal System Change Request


	NSCR Number
	
	NSCR Title
	Allow QSEs to Enter Outages for all Assets

	Supporting Nodal Protocol or Guide Section(s)
(if applicable)
	Nodal Procotol Sections:

8.3, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance
8.5.1, Generation Resource and QSE Participation

8.5.1.1, Governor in Service

8.5.1.2, Reporting

8.5.2, Primary Frequency Control Measurements
2.1, Definitions

	Other Document Reference/Source
	ERCOT Document:
Texas Nodal TN.MMS Requirements Specification For Outage Scheduler, Version 1.0 – March 2, 2007
North American Electric Reliability Council (NERC) Reliability Standards:
IRO-005-2, Reliability Coordination - Current-Day Operations
TOP-001-1, Reliability Responsibilities and Authorities
TOP-003-0, Planned Outage Coordination

	System Change Description
	The ABB security software needs to accommodate a Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) security role that allows the QSE to enter Outage information for all of its Transmission Elements..  To enter Outage information for Transmission Elements, the current ABB software would allow the QSE to view all transmission planning information.  This is too broad and violates rules already in place. 

	Reason for Revision
	1. The timeline to enter planned and unplanned Outages is critical.  Coordination and communication is key to performing any Outage activity.  If QSEs are required to coordinate with ERCOT Staff, within their own organizations and with Transmission Service Providers (TSPs), this could introduce an extra layer of complexity.  As the owner, QSEs should be allowed to enter and be responsible for all updates for all of their assets.
2. The PUCT-approved Standard Generation Interconnection Agreement currently has no provision for the TSP to enter Outages for Transmission Elements operated by the QSE.  This would have to be developed and a service level agreement put in place and would potentially require changes to the PUCT Rules.
3. There is currently no automatic transfer of Outage information between the QSE and TSP.  To successfully have information flow, technology would be needed to allow the two or more entities to exchange data, and on an almost instantaneous basis.  In some cases, the QSE may interact with several TSPs, and this would add to the complexity.  There is no standard format in place for this system interface, so it would require development from the ground up.
4. As a QSE, the Lower Colorado River Authority (LCRA) performs studies assuming the Outage will be approved; however, when we receive updates to the contrary from ERCOT, we have to re-run our studies and often resubmit data.  Adding third parties to this process will cause time delays and the potential for additional errors.  With the tighter nodal timelines, this will negatively impact the market.
5. Accountability should lie with Entity responsible for the asset information updates.

	Relevance to Nodal Market (Yes or No, and summary of impact)

	Yes.

	Timeline

	Date Posted
	

	Please access the ERCOT website for current timeline information.


	Sponsor

	Name
	Naomi J. Richard, PMP

	E-mail Address
	Naomi.Richard@lcra.org

	Company
	Lower Colorado River Authority

	Phone Number
	(512) 473-3200


	ERCOT/Market Segment Impacts and Benefits


	

	Assumptions
	1
	This functionality was included in the original ERCOT System Requirements.
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	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	Market Cost
	1
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	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	Market Benefit
	1
	More efficient
	

	
	2
	Less error prone
	

	
	3
	Keeps QSE accountable for all assets owned
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	Additional Qualitative Information

	1
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	Other
	1
	

	Comments
	2
	

	
	3
	

	
	4
	

	


	Business Case for Proposed System Change



Issue:
QSEs need access to enter Outage information on “transmission” assets that they own.
Resolution:
Require ABB to modify their delivered software that does not allow for a QSE security role.
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