PRS Recommendation Report


	NOGRR Number
	034
	NOGRR Title
	Rescind Telemetry Performance Calculation Exclusions

	Timeline
	Normal
	Recommended Action
	Approval

	Date of Decision
	July 22, 2010

	Proposed Effective Date
	Upon Texas Nodal Market implementation for all language except grey box in item (4) of Section 7.3.3, which will be Upon System Implementation - Post Texas Nodal Market Implementation Date.

	Priority and Rank Assigned
	Priority Medium (applicable only to grey box in item (4) of Section 7.3.3).

	Guide Section Requiring Revision
	7.3.3, Data from QSEs and TSPs to ERCOT

	Revision Description
	This Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) proposes the removal of language which allows Market Participants to, at their discretion, have any of their telemetry performance data excluded from the periodic calculations in the Telemetry Performance Monitoring Program.

	Reason for Revision
	There is no project in scope or budget to account for these exclusions and adjust the calculations in the Telemetry Performance monitoring program.

	Overall Market Benefit
	None

	Overall Market Impact
	None

	Consumer Impact
	None

	Procedural History
	· On 1/22/10, NOGRR034 and a CEO Revision Request Review were posted.

· On 2/19/10, the Operations Working Group (OWG) considered NOGRR034.
· On 3/17/10, the OWG again considered NOGRR034.

· On 4/16/10, Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF) comments were posted.

· On 4/16/10, ERCOT comments were posted.

· On 4/21/10, the OWG again considered NOGRR034.

· On 5/17/10, a revised CEO Revision Request Review and an Impact Analysis were posted.

· On 5/19/20, OWG considered the 4/21/10 OWG Recommendation Report and Impact Analysis for NOGRR034.
· On 6/3/10, a second set of ERCOT comments were posted.

· On 6/10/10, ROS considered NOGRR034.
· On 7/15/10, ROS again considered NOGRR034.

· On 7/21/10, a revised CEO Revision Request Review and a revised Impact Analysis were posted.

· On 7/22/10, PRS considered NOGRR034.

	OWG Decision 
	On 2/19/10, OWG was in consensus to table NOGRR034 for one month to allow the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) to comment.
03/17/10, the OWG was in consensus to table NOGRR034 for one month to allow ERCOT and NDSWG to agree on language.  
On 4/21/10, the OWG was in consensus to recommend approval of NOGRR034 as revised by OWG.

On 5/21/10, the OWG was in consensus to endorse and forward the 4/21/10 OWG Recommendation Report for NOGRR034 as revised by OWG to ROS and to request that a revised Impact Analysis be forwarded directly to ROS for consideration.

	Summary of OWG Discussion
	On 2/19/09, there was a request for NDSWG to provide the purpose for deleting language for which a metric exists.
On 3/17/10, there was discussion regarding the need for additional review by ERCOT and the NDSWG.  Some Market Participants believed that removing the language could potentially lend to the inability of some parties to meet the Telemetry Standards especially during Outages.  ERCOT Staff noted that in an effort to maintain ERCOT System reliability it is important that the language be struck because, as written, Market Participants would be allowed complete discretion to remove specific telemetry points from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)-approved telemetry performance metric.  There was also discussion regarding the option of clarifying the language and/or gray-boxing it to allow ERCOT to develop their systems. 
On 4/21/10, OWG discussed additional language revisions proposed by NDSWG.  There was also discussion regarding grey boxing the language in paragraph (4) and (5) of Section 7.3.3, with the expectation that a NOGRR to develop metric(s) and clarify language would be submitted prior to implementation.
On 5/19/10, the OWG proposed additional language revisions in response to the 5/17/10 revised CEO Revision Request Review and the “Not Needed for Go-Live” determination, which was based on the 4/21/10 OWG Recommendation Report.  There was agreement that a modified version of the language in paragraph (4) of Section 7.3.3 should be grey-boxed until system implementation.  ERCOT Staff noted that in an effort to maintain ERCOT System reliability it is important that the language eventually be struck because, as written, Market Participants would be allowed complete discretion to remove specific telemetry points from the TAC-approved telemetry performance metric.  

	ROS Decision
	On 6/10/10, ROS unanimously voted to recommend approval of NOGRR034 as amended by the 6/3/10 ERCOT comments.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.
On 7/15/10, ROS unanimously voted to recommend a priority of Medium for the proposed grey-box language in NOGRR034.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.

	Summary of ROS Discussion
	On 6/10/10, clarification was provided by ERCOT Staff that the 6/3/10 ERCOT comments provided clean-up to the proposed revisions in the 5/19/10 OWG Recommendation Report and were not to be considered an endorsement of the OWG recommendation; and that ERCOT’s preference would be that NOGRR034 be approved as originally submitted.

On 7/15/10, there was no discussion.

	PRS Decision
	On 7/22/10, PRS unanimously voted to recommend a priority of Medium for the proposed grey-box language in NOGRR034.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.

	Summary of PRS Discussion
	On 7/22/10, there was no discussion.


	Quantitative Impacts and Benefits

	Assumptions
	1
	There is no viable way to develop the process necessitated by the existing language before Texas Nodal Market Implementation Date.
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	Market Cost
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	Not applicable.
	Not applicable.
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	Market Benefit
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	Not applicable.
	Not applicable.
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	Additional Qualitative Information
	1
	The current language allows conduct that is contrary to the intent of the Telemetry Performance monitoring program.
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	Other Comments
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	Sponsor

	Name
	John Dumas

	E-mail Address
	jdumas@ercot.com

	Company
	ERCOT

	Phone Number
	512-248-3195

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	Not applicable


	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	Sandra Tindall

	E-Mail Address
	stindall@ercot.com

	Phone Number
	(512) 248-3867


	Comments Received

	Comment Author
	Comment Summary

	NATF 041610
	Recommended that the Nodal Protocol language deleted by NOGRR034 be reinserted, leaving in place the requirement that ERCOT remove points from the TAC approved Telemetry Standard performance metrics calculations when the Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) and Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) notify ERCOT that such telemetry will not be available or is unreliable for operational purposes and that ERCOT provide an Impact Analysis regarding this requirement. 

	ERCOT 041610
	Submitted the options that were presented during the NOGRR034 discussion at NATF on 4/6/10.

	ERCOT 060310
	Re-emphasized support for NOGRR034 as submitted but recommended language changes to the 5/19/10 OWG Recommendation Report. 


	Proposed Guide Language Revision


7.3.3
Data from QSEs and TSPs to ERCOT

(1)
Each TSP and QSE shall provide telemetered measurements on modeled Transmission Elements as required by the Protocols and the ERCOT Nodal ICCP Communications Handbook.   

(2)
QSEs and TSPs shall provide Real-Time monitoring of power system quantities to ERCOT as defined in the Protocols and the ERCOT Nodal ICCP Communications Handbook.  ERCOT shall work with TSPs and QSEs to determine the required data using the methodology presented in the Protocols.  Transmission Element status and analog measurements that the TSPs and QSEs define in the Network Operations Model shall, at a minimum, be provided to ERCOT.  Ultimately, it is the responsibility of the TSPs and QSEs to provide all data requested by ERCOT. 

(3)
Real Time telemetry data from QSEs used to supply power or Ancillary Services shall be integrated by ERCOT and checked against settlement meter values on a monthly basis.

(4) 
Each QSE and TSP shall notify ERCOT as soon as practicable when telemetry will not be available or is unreliable for operational purposes.  The report, as outlined in Section 9.2.2, Real-Time Data Monitor, will contain unavailability data associated with Planned Outages of RTUs.
	[NOGRR034:  Replace paragraph (4) above with the following upon system implementation:]
(4)
Each QSE and TSP shall notify ERCOT as soon as practicable when telemetry will not be available or is unreliable for operational purposes.  If the unavailability of the telemetry is also associated with a Planned Outage of the RTU or telemetry point, ERCOT will remove the associated point from all Telemetry Standard performance metrics.  In order to be eligible for this removal, the QSE or TSP must include the description of the work that is being performed that causes the telemetry point to be unavailable.  If the telemetry has failed, then the action plan for making the telemetry available again to ERCOT must be provided.  Until ERCOT receives this additional information, the point shall be included in the calculation of all metric unless it is associated with Planned Outage.


(5)
Each QSE and TSP shall notify ERCOT as soon as practicable when telemetry is returned to normal state.
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