NDSWG REPORT TO ROS

August 13, 2009


The Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) met on July 21st and August 13th.     The following is summary of the main topics of discussion.  

July 21st Joint Meeting with SSWG

· The NDSWG met together with the SSWG to review plans and expectations for nodal go-live for both the operations and planning models.    The Single Entry Model go-live transition as well as the Planning Model go-live procedure was discussed.   The planning components in the operations model and the general differences between models were discussed.   After SEM go-live, ERCOT will be providing periodic planning raw file exports from the operations model.   During TSP validation ( Sep 200909 to Feb 2010), TSPs will be able to submit NOMCRs to validate the planning portion of the operations model.
August 04th meeting
· Woody Rickerson provided a update on SEM Go-Live transition.   The proposed schedule and entry criteria for SEM Go-Live was reviewed and discussed.   ERCOT reviewed the quantity and status of current service requests and how they will be incorporated into the model as we progress through SEM .  Major points include

· June 1 – Aug 30 , 2009 : No equip. name changes , Service Requests minimized
· Aug 15 – Aug 30, 2009 : No Service Requests submission except for emergency changes

· Aug 31 :  SEM Go Live - switch from SRs to NOMCRs via NMMS

· Aug 31 – Feb 2010:  TSP Model sync and transition to Nodal Protocol 3.10 NOMCR timelines

· Woody Rikerson continued comment resolution on the final draft of Modeling Guidelines document and TSP requirements for model data.   ERCOT and NDSWG agreed to a temporary work-around to address the three main issues that concern NDSWG as we approach S.E.M. go-live.   With the work-around in place, the NDSWG does not see any issues severe enough to impact SEM go-live.   Although the workarounds address workload issues, liability concerns remain.  ERCOT is including a disclaimer in the Modeling Guidelines to attempt to release the TSPs from this liability.
· Modeling Issues Summary:  
· Operational Alarm limits:  Providing the operational limits used by ERCOT for alarming. .  This is part of SCADA modeling typically done by the operator of the system.   This a new task assigned to the TSPs in Nodal due to the design of NMMS.  
· MVA Calculations:   Designing the formula and Model structures for MVA calculation from MW and MVAR analog telemetry. This is part of SCADA modeling typically done by the operator of the system.   This a new task assigned to the TSPs in Nodal due to the design of NMMS.  
· Owner/Operator Designations:  TSP’s have to clearly define equipment ownership and operatorship and provide model information for equipment they do not physically own.  The liabilities of model ownership vs physical ownership are unclear.  

· Temporary work-around Agreement

·  ERCOT’s part:     

· provide automation via templates that would considerably reduce work load issues. 

· provide a written disclaimer in the Modeling Guidelines that attempts to mitigate liability for TSP in assuming SCADA modeling.

· Provide a generic owner entity to transfer ownership in the model for equipment owned by unregistered asset owners.

· Allow NPRR188 to pass which would remove the requirement to provide MVA via ICCP to ERCOT.

·  TSP’s Part:

· Using ERCOT’s templates submit and assume ownership of SCADA data in the model.

· Provide customer sub models for the near future until ERCOT establish a generic owner entity and establishes a process to get model data directly from the owners.

· The NDSWG has asked for legal interpretation on the definition and usage of operatorship/ownership designations in the Network Operations Model.   ERCOT staff is continuing to engage ERCOT legal on this topic. NDSWG continued discussion on definition and usage of operatorship/ownership designations.  The NDSWG would still like to have these terms defined in the modeling guidelines or other binding documents and see greater detail in how these designations are used in ERCOT systems.   It is essential for TSP validation efforts after SEM go-live.  ERCOT legal has responded that ERCOT cannot require TSPs to provide model data for equipment that is not owned by the TSPs, e.g. unregistered load PUNs.  If the TSP does not provide the required model data, then ERCOT will have to contact the asset owner.  

· ERCOT provided a white paper on ERCOT Nodal Model Validation for SEM Go-Live.  NDSWG members provided comments.  ERCOT discussed the process of validation and the posting of results. 
· ERCOT requested any final comments to the Modeling Guidelines.   ERCOT would like to publish a blackline version of the document prior to SEM go-live.   

The next meeting of the NDSWG is August 18th , 2009.
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