PRS Recommendation Report

	NPRR Number
	186
	NPRR Title
	Naming Convention Clarification

	Timeline
	Normal
	Recommended Action
	Approval

	Date of Decision
	July 23, 2009

	Nodal Protocol Section Requiring Revision
	3.10.7.1, Modeling of Transmission Elements and Parameters

	Proposed Effective Date
	To be determined.

	Priority and Rank Assigned
	To be determined.

	Revision Description
	This Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) clarifies the Nodal Protocols regarding the naming convention approved by TAC by removing the requirement for use of a prefix within the name of Transmission Elements.  The naming convention does not and should not require inclusion of a prefix to identify Transmission Service Providers (TSPs).

	Overall Market Benefit
	Removes Nodal Protocol language that if left or implemented would have detrimental affects.

	Overall Market Impact
	No delay in schedule or increase in costs associated with this NPRR.  If not removed, the TAC approved naming convention is in conflict with the Nodal Protocol language

	Consumer Impact
	None.

	Credit Impacts
	To be determined.

	Procedural History
	· On 7/9/09, NPRR186 and a CEO Revision Request Review were posted.
· On 7/23/09, PRS considered NPRR186.

	PRS Decision 
	On 7/23/09, PRS unanimously voted to recommend approval of NPRR186 as submitted.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.

	Summary of PRS Discussion
	On 7/23/09, there was no discussion.


	Quantitative Impacts and Benefits

	Assumptions
	1
	No loss of transparency in identification of Market Participant associated equipment will occur based on the current designs of the ERCOT systems.

	
	2
	Implementation of the current language would require re-design of ERCOT and Market Participant systems and/or processes.

	
	3
	Current understanding of Market Participants and ERCOT is that the prefix is unnecessary.

	
	4
	

	Market Cost
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	None unless language is not changed.
	

	
	2
	
	

	
	3
	
	

	
	4
	
	

	Market Benefit
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	No Market Participant system changes/delays required to implement prefix.
	Moderately assume an average cost of $10,000 -$20,000 per Market Participant, for system changes only, if the existing language remains unchanged. 

	
	2
	No ERCOT system changes/delays required to implement prefix.
	Moderately assume a four to six month delay in ERCOT systems.  ERCOT would have to determine what the burn rate would be if the language remains.

	
	3
	No required re-approval process for the TAC approved naming convention.
	Moderately assume a three to four month delay to determine reverberating impacts to changing the naming convention.  Assume an additional two to three months to change every Transmission Element name, every Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol (ICCP) name, and every display used by ERCOT.  ERCOT would have to determine what the burn rate would be if the language remains.

	
	4
	
	

	Additional Qualitative Information
	1
	This was discussed at a Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) meeting and agreed upon (see http://www.ercot.com/content/meetings/tptf/keydocs/2006/0424/DRAFT_TPTF_Meeting_Minutes_4-1.doc).  A draft NPRR was submitted in October 2007 to TPTF (see http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/10/20071008-TPTF Item 7) that contained additional language regarding Electrical Busses at Resource Nodes and the associated responsibilities/liabilities imposed by the Nodal Protocols.  The Electrical Bus discussion resulted in the draft NPRR not moving forward.  The language concerning the prefix was not separated out into a single NPRR until now.

	
	2
	The naming convention discussions and associated approval took several months to finalize and meets the needs of ERCOT and the Market Participants.  Simply adding the prefix is not a solution and was thoroughly discussed during the naming convention meetings.

	
	3
	This should be considered similar to an administrative change.

	
	4
	

	Other Comments
	1
	

	
	2
	

	
	3
	

	
	4
	


	Comments Received

	Comment Author
	Comment Summary

	None.
	


	Original Sponsor

	Name
	Ebby John on behalf of the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG)

	Company
	CenterPoint Energy

	Market Segment
	Investor Owned Utility (IOU)


	Proposed Protocol Language Revision


3.10.7.1
Modeling of Transmission Elements and Parameters

(1)
ERCOT, each TSP, and each Resource Entity shall coordinate to define each Transmission Element such that the TSP’s control center operational model and ERCOT’s Network Operations Model are consistent.  

(2)
Each Transmission Element must have a unique identifier using a consistent naming convention used between ERCOT and TSPs.  ERCOT shall develop the naming convention with the assistance of the TSP and the approval of TAC.  In addition to the Network Operations Model releases described in Section 3.10.1, Time Line for Network Operations Model Change Requests, ERCOT shall provide all names and parameters of all Transmission Elements to Market Participants posted on MIS Secure Area by 0600 each day.

 (3)
If the responsible TSP submits an Network Operations Model Change Request (NOMCR) for non-operational changes, such as name changes for Transmission Elements, ERCOT shall implement the request. 
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