Board Report


	NPRR Number
	631
	NPRR Title
	Corrections to Definition of Credible Single Contingency

	Timeline
	Urgent
	Action
	Approved

	Date of Decision
	August 12, 2014

	Effective Date
	August 13, 2014

	Priority and Rank Assigned
	Not applicable.

	Nodal Protocol Section(s) Requiring Revision
	2.1, Definitions

	Other Binding Documents Requiring Revision or Related Revision Requests
	None.

	Revision Description
	This Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) seeks to restore proposed changes to NPRR540, Clarification of Credible Single Contingency,  that were represented in the 9/9/13 Constraint Management Plan Revision Request Workshop comments and endorsed by ROS as noted in the 9/16/13 ROS comments, but not included in the version recommended for approval by PRS in the 10/17/13 PRS Report, which was subsequently approved.  As explained below, ERCOT believes the omission of these proposed changes from NPRR540 was inadvertent.

The language ERCOT is specifically seeking to address is the definition of Credible Single Contingency, item (4).  This item requires ERCOT to consider “G-1 + N-1” contingent events in Real-Time as well as other operational assessments, including Outage coordination.  In practice, ERCOT does not consider such events in Real-Time operations.  Rather, these contingent events have only been considered applicable in the Planning Horizon.

After this item (4) language was included in the version of NPRR540 recommended for approval by PRS on 7/18/13, ERCOT submitted comments on 8/9/13 explaining that “G-1 + N-1” contingent events have only been considered applicable in the Planning Horizon, and since considerations for Credible Single Contingencies are contained in the Planning Guide, this language should be removed from the Protocols.  The 8/12/13 ERCOT comments on NPRR540 added that if the definition of Credible Single Contingency were to include this language, there could be impacts to ERCOT Energy and Market Management Systems (EMMS).

Following these comments, PRS tabled NPRR540 to allow the 9/9/13 Constraint Management Plan Workshop to be held.  At the workshop, this issue was discussed, and the 9/9/13 Constraint Management Plan Workshop comments reflected a consensus to endorse NPRR540 as amended by the 8/13/13 CenterPoint Energy comments, which incorporated ERCOT’s revisions to the definition of Credible Single Contingency, and as revised by the workshop.  However, at the 10/17/13 PRS meeting, PRS recommended to endorse the 7/18/13 PRS Report, which did not include the revisions contained in the 9/9/13 Constraint Management Plan Workshop comments.  This version was subsequently approved by the ERCOT Board upon recommendation by TAC.

By reaching back to the 7/18/13 PRS Report, the critical revisions to the definition of Credible Single Contingency were not included in NPRR540 as approved.  ERCOT believes it was not the intent of PRS to omit these edits and proposes restoring these revisions in this NPRR.  Based on the current definition of Credible Single Contingency, it appears that ERCOT is out of compliance with the requirements contained in that definition, because ERCOT does not consider “G-1 + N-1” contingent events in Real-Time operations.   This NPRR will realign the Protocols with actual practice.  ERCOT will also file a Notice of Protocol Violation with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) to address the lack of alignment between the current Protocol definition of Credible Single Contingency and ERCOT’s actual Real-Time operations.  

	Reason for Revision
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  Addresses current operational issues.
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  Meets Strategic goals (tied to the ERCOT Strategic Plan or directed by the ERCOT Board).
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  Market efficiencies or enhancements
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  Administrative
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  Regulatory requirements
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  Other:  (explain)

(please select all that apply)

	Credit Work Group Review
	ERCOT Credit Staff and the Credit Work Group (Credit WG) have reviewed NPRR631 and do not believe that it requires changes to credit monitoring activity or the calculation of liability.

	Procedural History
	· On 6/17/14, NPRR631 and an associated Impact Analysis were posted.
· On 7/17/14, PRS considered NPRR631 and the associated Impact Analysis.
· On 7/31/14, TAC considered NPRR631.

· On 8/12/14, the ERCOT Board considered NPRR631.

	PRS Decision 
	On 7/17/14, PRS unanimously voted to grant NPRR631 Urgent status.  PRS then unanimously voted to endorse and forward NPRR631 and the associated Impact Analysis to TAC.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.

	Summary of PRS Discussion
	On 7/17/14, ERCOT Staff reviewed the reason for NPRR631.

	TAC Decision 
	On 7/31/14, TAC unanimously voted to recommend approval of NPRR631 as recommended by PRS in the 7/17/14 PRS Report.  All Market Segments were present for the vote.

	Summary of TAC Discussion
	On 7/31/14, there was no discussion.

	ERCOT Opinion
	ERCOT supports approval of NPRR631.

	Board Decision
	On 8/12/14, the ERCOT Board approved NPRR631 as recommended by TAC in the 7/31/14 TAC Report.


	Business Case

	Qualitative Benefits
	· The Protocol revisions proposed by this NPRR will avoid costly impacts to ERCOT systems and ERCOT staffing.

· The Protocols, as revised, will accurately reflect Real-Time operations.

	Quantitative Benefits
	

	Impact to Market Segments
	

	Credit Implications
	

	Other
	


	Sponsor

	Name
	Chad Thompson

	E-mail Address
	Chad.Thompson@ercot.com

	Company
	ERCOT

	Phone Number
	512-248-6508

	Cell Number
	512-750-3476

	Market Segment
	Not applicable


	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	Kelly Landry

	E-Mail Address
	Kelly.Landry@ercot.com

	Phone Number
	512-248-4630


	Comments Received

	Comment Author
	Comment Summary

	None.
	


	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


2.1
DEFINITIONS

Credible Single Contingency

 (1)
The Forced Outage of any single Transmission Facility or, during a single fault, the Forced Outage of multiple Transmission Facilities (single fault multiple element);
(2)
The Forced Outage of a double-circuit transmission line in excess of 0.5 miles in length;
(3)
The Forced Outage of any single Generation Resource, and in the case of a Combined Cycle Train, the Forced Outage of the combustion turbine and the steam turbine if they cannot operate separately as provided in the Resource registration process; or







(4)
For transmission planning purposes, contingencies are defined in the Planning Guide.
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