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	Comments


As requested at the December 5, 2019 ROS meeting, ERCOT submits these comments to explain why each remaining grey-boxed requirement associated with Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 025 or related Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 257, Synchronization with Nodal Operating Guide Section 9, Monitoring Programs and Changes to Posting Requirements of Documents Considered CEII, is not needed for reliability purposes.  

The following is an explanation, item-by-item, why the remaining NOGRR025 and NPRR257 grey-boxed requirements are not needed, separated into four sections that correspond to the main subsections of Operating Guide Section 9: Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) Monitoring and Reports, Transmission Service Provider (TSP) Monitoring and Reports, ERCOT Monitoring and Reports and Ancillary Service Monitoring and Reports.  Since several of the requirements derive from both Operating Guide and Protocol language, both sets of language are included below where relevant, followed by ERCOT’s explanation.  Where other report(s) exist that provide information that eliminates the need for an item, such reports have been identified.
I. QSE Monitoring and Reports

Operating Guide Section 9.1.1, Testing
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports annually which summarize:
(a)
Capability test results for the applicable Resources.  These results must be provided to ERCOT by the QSE for the Resource.  The QSE shall provide these results to ERCOT upon completion of capability testing of the Resource. 
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(a)
Net dependable real power capability testing, for Resources;
WHY NOT NEEDED
· An annual report is unnecessary for purposes of monitoring QSE capacity test results and would add limited value.  Subsequent to Nodal Go-Live (12/1/2010), ERCOT added functionality to the Net Dependable Capability and Reactive Capability (NDCRC) database that allows TSPs and the Reliability Monitor to access test results from all Resources, including the results called for in paragraph (1)(a) of Operating Guide Section 9.1.1.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.1, Testing
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports annually which summarize:
(b)
Test results of Emergency Response Service (ERS) Resources by Resource and QSE. 
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This annual report would be duplicative and would add limited value. In accordance with subsection (g) of P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.507, Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) Emergency Response Service (ERS), ERCOT produces an Annual Report on Emergency Response Service and files it with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) around April 15 each year (Docket No. 27706).  This report includes settlement summaries for each ERS service type by ERS Standard Contract Term that specifically highlight any payment reduction due to availability or testing results.
· In addition, repeated test failures are reported to ERCOT Compliance and submitted to the Reliability Monitor.
· Subsequent to the approval of NOGRR025 and NPRR257, two NPRRs were approved that increase the penalties for failed testing and incentivize better testing performance and participation:
· NPRR278, Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) Modifications to Correct Self-Provision Settlement Equations, to Accommodate Advanced Metering Infrastructure, and other Clarifications, added a mechanism for ERCOT to reduce the payment for an ERS Resource that fails two consecutive Load-shed tests in an ERS Contract Period.
· NPRR451, Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) Modifications to Correct Self-Provision Settlement Equations, to Accommodate Advanced Metering Infrastructure, and other Clarifications, established performance criteria for testing and added test performance to ERS Resources’ compliance evaluation criteria (in addition to performance during an ERS deployment event and availability during an ERS Contract Period).

Operating Guide Section, 9.1.1, Testing
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports annually which summarize:
(c)
Test results for Load Resources.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· There would not be significant added value in producing this annual report, as failed tests are included in the ERCOT Compliance Report provided quarterly to the Reliability Monitor and PUCT Staff.
· To the extent this report was intended to incentivize better testing participation and performance, the Protocols have other mechanisms in place. Examples:
· Paragraph (9) of Protocol Section 8.1.1.1, Ancillary Service Qualification and Testing: “Two Load Resource performance failures, either in a deployment event or a Load interruption test, within any rolling 365-day period shall result in disqualification of that Load Resource.”
· Protocol Section 8.1.1.2.1.1, Regulation Service Qualification, through Section 8.1.1.2.1.3, Non-Spinning Reserve Qualification: Resources must successfully pass qualification test to provide Regulation Service, Responsive Reserve (RRS) Service or Non-Spinning Reserve (Non-Spin) Service.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.2, Reactive Testing for Generation
(1)
The QSE shall provide the following information:
(a)
Unit name;
(b)
QSE;
(c)
Date; 
(d)
Time; 
(e)
Tested generation real power capability;
(f)
Reported time; and 
(g)
Corrected Unit Reactive Limit (CURL) and Unit Reactive Limit (URL).  
(2)
ERCOT shall produce reports annually which describe when the last lagging reactive capability test took place, what the MW and Mega Volt-Ampere Reactive (MVAr) outputs were during the test period, how long the output was held, and a minimum of four MW/MVAr pairs describing the CURL of the unit and any limiting conditions that created the need for a CURL.  This data shall be provided by the QSE to ERCOT when reactive testing indicates a change in unit reactive capability and at a minimum of once every two years.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(b)
Reactive testing, for Generation Resources, to validate Corrected Unit Reactive Limit (CURL) and Unit Reactive Limit (URL);
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The report required by paragraph (2) of Operating Guide Section 9.1.2 would be of limited value. Subsequent to Nodal Go-Live, ERCOT added functionality to the NDCRC database that allows TSPs and the Reliability Monitor to access test results from all Resources, including the results called for in paragraph (2).
· Paragraph (1) and second sentence of paragraph (2) are not needed in light of paragraph (7) of Operating Guide Section 3.3.2.2, Reactive Testing Requirements, which requires that the Resource Entity representing a Generation Resource timely and accurately report these test results to ERCOT and to the QSE representing the Generation Resource by properly completing all required data fields in the NDCRC application (or such test is not considered valid).

Operating Guide Section 9.1.3, Real-Time Data
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports describing Real-Time data performance of QSEs in the following areas.  ERCOT shall post the summary report on the MIS Secure Area.  Individual point performance shall be posted to the MIS Certified Area.   
(a)
Telemetry Performance: 
(i)
ERCOT shall produce quarterly reports describing telemetry performance as defined in the Protocols and the Telemetry Standards.
[Only the blue underlined text above remains grey-boxed; the remainder is already effective]
Protocol Section 8.1, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(c)
Real-Time data for QSEs:
(iii)
Operational data requirements required under Section 6.5.5.2, Operational Data Requirements.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT currently posts Quarterly and Monthly Telemetry Point Availability Statistics Reports on the Market Information System (MIS) that show, among other things, point availability failures by Market Participant and individual Market Participant availability scores (including pass/fail) under the performance criteria set forth in the Telemetry Standards. Failed instances are the only information of interest; anything not in the list can accurately be assumed as passed. There would not be significant added value in creating separate reports for each QSE’s individual point performance, as the information regarding individual point availability failures provides sufficient and more useful information for monitoring purposes.
· There is an established process led by the Reliability Monitor to review failed telemetry at the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG).
· See also comments on paragraph (1)(a)(i) of Operating Guide Section 9.2.2, Real-Time Data Monitor.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.3, Real-Time Data
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports describing Real-Time data performance of QSEs in the following areas.  ERCOT shall post the summary report on the MIS Secure Area.  Individual point performance shall be posted to the MIS Certified Area.   
(b)
Communication system performance: 
(i)
ERCOT shall produce monthly reports describing the reliability of each participants Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol (ICCP) data link to ERCOT as defined in the Protocols and the Telemetry Standards. 
(ii)
ERCOT shall produce monthly reports describing ICCP link up/down statistics.
Protocol Section 8.1, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(c)
Real-Time data for QSEs:
(ii)
Communications system performance.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· There would not be significant added value in producing the monthly reports described in paragraph (1)(b) of Operating Guide Section 9.1.3 as ERCOT already posts a Monthly Telemetry Point Availability Statistics Report (as well as a quarterly version) to the MIS that includes the availability of all data points within the ICCP links (see paragraph (2) of Protocol Section 3.10.7.5.1, Continuous Telemetry of the Status Breakers and Switches).
· This is not a material reliability risk.  ERCOT mitigates this risk through following measures:
· ERCOT Control Room Operators have a Real-Time ICCP link monitor, which has been in place since prior to Nodal Go-Live. There is also an alarm on the ERCOT Control Room wall board indicating when an ICCP link is down.
· In 2018, ERCOT implemented an additional email alert notification to ERCOT IT Operations staff if links (including with a backup control center) are down for more than 30 minutes. 
· In State Estimator monitoring in the ERCOT Operations Support area, there are alarms for the loss of primary and backup ICCP link.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.5, Resource Facilities Network Operations Model Update Implementation Monitor
(1)
ERCOT shall prepare monthly reports summarizing the Network Operations Model updates by Resource Facilities.  These reports shall include the number of Notices of interim updates submitted to the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) and the Independent Market Monitor (IMM) as accumulated by QSE due to the actions or inactions of the associated QSE for Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCRs) not meeting the timeline pursuant to Protocol Section 3.10.1 ….  These reports shall be delineated by category and owner including reasons for the interim updates.   Interim updates caused by ERCOT (i.e. server unavailability, Network Model Management System (NMMS) component failure, site failover, loss of data, staff overload, weather, etc.) shall be reported and attributed to ERCOT.
(2)
ERCOT shall post reports on the MIS Secure Area.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This is covered by paragraph (7) of Protocol Section 3.10.4, ERCOT Responsibilities: “Interim updates to the Network Operations Model caused by unintentional inconsistencies of the model with the physical transmission grid may be made. If an interim update is implemented, ERCOT shall report changes to the PUCT Staff and the IMM. ERCOT shall provide Notice via electronic means to all Market Participants and post the Notice on the MIS Secure Area detailing the changed model information and the reason for the interim update within two Business Days following the report to PUCT Staff and the IMM.”  ERCOT provides additional granularity beyond what is required.
· See also comments on Operating Guide Section 9.2.4, Transmission Service Provider (TSP) Network Operations Model Update Implementation Monitor.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.7, Backup Control for Resource Energy Deployment
(1)
ERCOT shall produce a report identifying the date of backup control plan testing and the success or failure of that test for ERCOT and QSEs.  Backup control plan tests shall be conducted at least annually.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(j)
The QSE backup control plan for Resource energy deployment in the event of the loss of a communication path with ERCOT.  ERCOT will test these plans randomly at least once a year for QSEs representing Resources.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· Operating Guide Section 3.2.1, Operating Obligations, contains detailed requirements regarding QSE written back-up control plans. Paragraphs (2) and (3) require each QSE to submit a written back-up control plan by March 15 each year and to review and update the plan annually. Paragraph (3) sets forth detailed requirements regarding the contents of QSE back-up control plans; specifically, paragraph (3)(d) states that each plan shall include “[p]rocedures for back-up control function testing and the training of personnel.” Each QSE is thus required, under the procedures that must be in place pursuant to Operating Guide Section 3.2.1, to conduct back-up control plan tests as appropriate for the QSE’s operations.
· Since Nodal Go-Live, there have been no reliability concerns regarding QSE back-up control center functionality. Additionally, ERCOT is aware of many QSEs periodically rotating operations between their primary and back-up control centers.  At this point in time ERCOT believes there are adequate controls and practices in place within Operating Guide Section 3.2.1 to ensure that QSEs plan for and periodically test back-up control center operations.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.8, Qualified Staffing Requirement
(1)
A QSE shall maintain a continuously operating scheduling center staffed with qualified personnel with the authority to commit and bind the QSE.  ERCOT shall report to the Reliability Monitor, instances of suspected non-performance.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(m)
24 hours per day, seven days per week qualified staffing requirement, as described in the Operating Guides, for QSEs.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· A regular report on the performance of QSEs as described above would add limited value. If there is a reliability concern arising from a suspected QSE failure to adequately maintain a continuously operating scheduling center, ERCOT would report it to the Reliability Monitor and PUCT staff regardless of whether Operating Guide Section 9.1.8 says to. (See subsection (j) of P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.503, Oversight of Wholesale Market Participants, regarding ERCOT’s responsibility to report material occurrences of non-compliance with ERCOT procedures.)
· The first sentence of Operating Guide Section 9.1.8 is redundant.  It is already contained in paragraph (1) of Operating Guide Section 3.2.1.  It also does not belong in Operating Guide Section 9 as it does not directly relate to the ERCOT reporting requirement.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.9, Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR)
(1)
ERCOT shall record QSE provided Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR) test reports for Resources which must include:
(a)
The minimum and maximum excitation limiters settings and associated time limits;
(b)
Volts/hertz settings;
(c)
Gain and time constants; 
(d)
Date tested; and
(e)
Voltage regulator control mode.
(2)
ERCOT shall produce a monthly report that will identify Resources for which test reports have not been submitted within the last 60 months.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(n)
Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR) requirements, for QSEs and Generation Resources;
WHY NOT NEEDED
· A monthly report is unnecessary for purposes of monitoring QSE AVR test results and would add limited value. Subsequent to Nodal Go-Live, ERCOT added functionality to the NDCRC database that allows TSPs and the Reliability Monitor to access test results from all Resources.  NOGRR174, AVR and PSS Testing Requirements, recently implemented on 6/1/2019, added functionality to NDCRC to allow QSEs to submit AVR test reports. (See Operating Guide Section 2.2.5, Automatic Voltage Regulators.)
Operating Guide Section 9.1.9, Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR) 
(3)
ERCOT shall produce a monthly report listing the Generation Resources that are not meeting AVR availability for periods in which they are required to provide Voltage Support Service (VSS) as described in paragraph (4) of Protocol Section 3.15.3, QSE Responsibilities Related to Voltage Support.
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(n)
Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR) requirements, for QSEs and Generation Resources;
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The ERCOT Control Room recently added a display to monitor and resolve AVR issues in real-time.
· If AVR availability creates reliability concern in the ERCOT Control Room, it is escalated to ERCOT Compliance and reported to the Reliability Monitor.
· The Reliability Monitor has access to AVR data via PI Historian for identifying and investigating issues.
Operating Guide Section 9.1.10, Current Operating Plan Metrics for QSEs
(1)
ERCOT shall report when a seven day Current Operating Plan (COP) has not been provided by the representing QSE for a Resource by 1500 each day.  An event occurs when a QSE has not provided at least 153 hours of a Resource’s operating plan to ERCOT by 1500.  This report will be prepared monthly and posted on the MIS Secure Area.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The metric is not useful; it does not measure whether QSEs have provided accurate info for 153+ hours, so QSEs can provide anything for most hours and update those hours later without failing this metric.
· If there is interest in a different COP metric, ERCOT Staff could develop a metric for the long-term picture (there is already an existing COP metric for short-term analysis) to include in the ERCOT Monthly Operational Overview for the ERCOT Board or elsewhere.  Aggregate monthly COP error is already reported in the Monthly Operations Report to ROS.
· NPRR858, Provide Complete Current Operating Plan (COP) Data, implemented on 2/8/2019, requires ERCOT to publish all COP data after confidentiality has expired, creating additional pressure to abide by COP submission rules.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(f)
Black Start Service (BSS) test results for QSEs and Generation Resources posted to the Market Information System (MIS) Certified Area.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This is not a necessary requirement.  Certification is done annually in coordination with BSS providers, who are aware if they fail a test.  Posting results to the MIS Certified Area would only provide the results to these same BSS providers.
Protocol Section 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring
(3)
ERCOT shall monitor and post the following categories of performance:
(o)
Staffing plan for a backup control facility or procedures in the event that the primary facility is unusable, for QSEs
WHY NOT NEEDED
· To the extent this was intended to require ERCOT to post staffing plans, we do not feel these are appropriate to post.  Paragraph (2) of Operating Guide Section 3.2.1 requires annual submission to ERCOT of a back-up control plan, which is sufficient.  ERCOT should not be in the position of overseeing QSE staffing plans.
· NPRR657, Discontinue Backup Control Plan Submittal Results, Dispatch Instructions Compliance Metrics, and Backup Control Plan Test Dates and Results Summary Reports, which was approved April 2015 and implemented September 2015, deleted the analogous requirement for TSPs (from Protocol Section 8.3, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance) but did not delete the requirement for QSEs, which may have been an oversight.
II. TSP Monitoring and Reports
Operating Guide Section 9.2.2, Real-Time Data Monitor
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports describing Real-Time data performance of Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) in the following areas.  ERCOT shall post the summary report on the Market Information System (MIS) Secure Area.  Individual point performance shall be posted to the MIS Certified Area.
(a)
Telemetry performance: 
(i)
ERCOT shall produce quarterly reports describing telemetry performance as defined in the Protocols and the Telemetry Standards. 
[Only the blue underlined text above remains grey-boxed; the remainder is already effective]
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT currently posts Quarterly and Monthly Telemetry Point Availability Statistics Reports on the MIS that show, among other things, point availability failures by Market Participant and individual Market Participant availability scores (including pass/fail) under the performance criteria set forth in the Telemetry Standards. Failed instances are the only information of interest; anything not in the list can accurately be assumed as passed. There would not be significant added value in creating separate reports for each TSP’s individual point performance, as the information regarding individual point availability failures provides sufficient and more useful information for monitoring purposes.
· There is an established process led by the Reliability Monitor to review failed telemetry at the NDSWG.
· See also comments on paragraph (1)(a)(i) of Operating Guide Section 9.1.3.
Operating Guide Section 9.2.2, Real-Time Data Monitor
(1)
ERCOT shall produce reports describing Real-Time data performance of Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) in the following areas.  ERCOT shall post the summary report on the Market Information System (MIS) Secure Area.  Individual point performance shall be posted to the MIS Certified Area.
(b)
Communication system performance:
(i)
ERCOT shall produce monthly reports describing the reliability of each participant’s Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol (ICCP) data link to ERCOT as defined in the Protocols and the Telemetry Standards. 
(ii)
ERCOT shall produce monthly reports describing ICCP link up/down statistics.
Protocol Section 8.3, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance
(1)
ERCOT shall develop a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)- and ERCOT Board-approved Transmission Service Provider (TSP) monitoring program to be included in the Operating Guides for TSPs, which shall include the following:
(b)
Real-Time data:
(ii)
Communications system performance.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The reports described above would not add significant value as similar information is already reported. ERCOT already posts a Monthly Telemetry Point Availability Statistics Report (as well as a quarterly version) to the MIS that includes the availability of data points and ICCP links (see paragraph (2) of Protocol Section 3.10.7.5.1).
· North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Reliability Standard COM-001-3 R4, Communications, requires NERC Transmission Operators to have “an Alternative Interpersonal Communication capability” (i.e., phone backups) with ERCOT.
Operating Guide Section 9.2.4, Transmission Service Provider (TSP) Network Operations Model Update Implementation Monitor 
(1)
ERCOT shall prepare monthly reports summarizing the Network Operations Model updates by TSPs.  The report shall include the number of Notices of interim reports submitted to the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) and the Independent Market Monitor (IMM) as accumulated by TSP due to the actions or inactions of the associated TSP for Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCRs) not meeting the timeline pursuant to Protocol Section 3.10.1 ….  These reports shall be delineated by category and owner including reasons for the interim updates.  Interim updates caused by ERCOT (i.e. server unavailability, Network Model Management System (NMMS) component failure, site failover, loss of data, staff overload, weather, etc.) shall be reported and attributed to ERCOT.
(2)
ERCOT shall post reports on the MIS Secure Area.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This is covered by paragraph (7) of Protocol Section 3.10.4: “Interim updates to the Network Operations Model caused by unintentional inconsistencies of the model with the physical transmission grid may be made. If an interim update is implemented, ERCOT shall report changes to the PUCT Staff and the IMM. ERCOT shall provide Notice via electronic means to all Market Participants and post the Notice on the MIS Secure Area detailing the changed model information and the reason for the interim update within two Business Days following the report to PUCT Staff and the IMM.”  ERCOT provides additional granularity beyond what is required.
· See also comments on Operating Guide Section 9.1.5.
Operating Guide Section 9.2.5, Backup Control for TSPs
(1)
ERCOT shall produce a report identifying the date of backup control plan testing and the success or failure of that test for TSPs.  Backup control plan tests shall be conducted at least annually.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT does not believe a dedicated report regarding this TSP backup control plan test is necessary.
· ERCOT cannot control the implementation of TSP backup control center staffing, so a failed test, if one were performed, would place an unnecessary compliance burden upon ERCOT.
· It is worth noting that NERC is monitoring this function.  TSPs are subject to R7 of NERC Reliability Standard EOP-008-1, Loss of Control Center Functionality, which requires that each Reliability Coordinator, Balancing Authority, and Transmission Operator conduct and document results of an annual test of its Operating Plan that demonstrates (1) The transition time between the simulated loss of primary control center functionality and the time to fully implement the backup functionality, and (2) The backup functionality for a minimum of two continuous hours.
Protocol Section 8.3, TSP Performance Monitoring and Compliance
(1)
ERCOT shall develop a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)- and ERCOT Board-approved Transmission Service Provider (TSP) monitoring program to be included in the Operating Guides for TSPs, which shall include the following:
(b)
Transmission Element ratings methodology as required by ERCOT:
(i)
Timely submittal of ratings, required information on methodology, and updates as requested by ERCOT; and
(ii)
Timely response to ERCOT requests to review rating methodology.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This report would not add material value.  Since Nodal Go-Live, ERCOT has never failed to receive methodologies upon request.  If an issue were to arise, ERCOT Staff will escalate it, and if a chronic problem were to arise, ERCOT can draft an NPRR or NOGRR to create a meaningful metric.
III. ERCOT Monitoring and Reports
Operating Guide Section 9.3.1, Transmission Control
(1)
ERCOT shall prepare a report describing the operating violations on every transmission line and auto-transformer operated at voltages greater than 60 kV.  These reports shall be provided to the Reliability Monitor and the appropriate Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) subcommittee.
(a)
ERCOT shall prepare monthly reports on the following:
(i)
Exceedance of system operating limits or power transfer limitations set by ERCOT to guard against post-contingency stability exceedance for over ten minutes;
(ii)
N-1 exceedance of the applicable equipment ratings provided by Transmission Service Providers (TSPs), Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs), and Resources for over 30 minutes; and
(iii)
N-0 exceedance detected during the month, the time duration of the loading above the applicable operating rating and the maximum exceedence level that occurred.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· These monthly reports would not add significant value. Current postings more than adequately address the concerns underlying item (1)(a) of Operating Guide Section 9.3.1:
· ERCOT currently posts to the MIS, every five minutes, a list of all the constraints showing up in the ERCOT Network Security Analysis, both base case (N-0) and post-contingency (N-1).  With the implementation of NPRR393, SCED Constraint Management Transparency, which was approved April 2012 and implemented December 2013, ERCOT is posting daily and monthly reports summarizing congestion management activities.
· ERCOT also posts a list of notable constraints in the Congestion Analysis portion of the ERCOT Monthly Operations Report to ROS, pursuant to Protocol Section 3.20.1, Evaluation of Chronic Congestion.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.1, Transmission Control
(2)
Other transmission monitoring and control metrics:
(a)
ERCOT shall prepare reports describing the number of Forced Outages by transmission owner by month.
(b)
ERCOT shall post on the Market Information System (MIS) Secure Area its performance in processing Outage requests in accordance with the following table including justification for rolling Outages from one timeline to another:
	Amount of time between the request for approval of the proposed Outage and the scheduled start date of the proposed Outage:
	ERCOT shall approve or reject no later than:

	Three days
	1800 hours, two days before the start of the proposed Outage

	Between three and eight days
	1800 hours, three days before the start of the proposed Outage

	Between nine days and 45 days
	Four days before the start of the proposed Outage

	Between 46 and 90 days
	40 days before the start of the proposed Outage 

	Greater than 90 days
	75 days before the start of the proposed Outage


(c)
ERCOT shall post on the MIS Secure Area, by transmission owner, the number of rejection Notices.  The report will include specific concerns that caused the rejection.
(d)
ERCOT shall post on the MIS Secure Area, by transmission owner, the number of withdrawals of approved Outages.
(e)
ERCOT shall post on the MIS Secure Area, by transmission owner, the number of approved Outages that were rescheduled by ERCOT.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· Most of the raw data is already being posted to the MIS pursuant to Protocol Section 3.1.5.13, Transmission Report.  System Change Requests (SCRs) 774, Enhancement to Outage Scheduler and Reports, and 783, Outage Scheduler Enhancements – Groups 2 and 3, Group Outage, Usability and Filtering Enhancements, added further detail to existing Outage reports and increased Outage Scheduler capabilities to provide more information.  Interested parties can do the statistical analysis themselves.
· Part of this section seems to be more of a transmission owner metric and should not be in Operating Guide Section 9.3, ERCOT Monitoring Program.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.2, System and Resource Control
(1)
The following reports shall be posted on the MIS Secure Area:
(b)
Reserve monitoring:
(i)
ERCOT shall prepare monthly reports describing the dates and associated duration that ERCOT operated without sufficient operating reserves as defined in the Protocols.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(b)
Resource control:
(iii)
Metrics for reserve monitoring.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The monthly reports described in paragraph (1)(b)(i) of Operating Guide Section 9.3.2, would not add significant value as similar information is already reported. Both the ERCOT Monthly Operations Report and the ERCOT Monthly Operational Overview report include sections on Advisories, Watches, and OCNs for projected reserve capacity shortages with information on dates and durations. To the extent a shortage is due to a QSE’s failure to provide sufficient capacity to meet its Ancillary Service requirements, Protocol Section 8.1.1.3, Ancillary Service Capacity Compliance Criteria, requires ERCOT to report non-compliance to the Reliability Monitor.
· Ancillary Service monitoring tools show shortages and can be dealt with by operators in real-time.  Also, “operating reserves” is not defined in the Protocols or other market rules.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.2, System and Resource Control
(1)
The following reports shall be posted on the MIS Secure Area:
(d)
Dynamically Scheduled Resource (DSR) performance and Resource with output schedule:
(i)
ERCOT shall produce monthly reports for DSR Load signal failures of more than five minutes.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(b)
Resource control:
(v)
Metrics describing the performance of Dynamically Scheduled Resources (DSRs).
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This report would not add material value. ERCOT already has telemetry standards and requirements.
· Also, at present, no Resources are operating in DSR mode. From Nodal Go-Live through May 2019, there were zero Security-Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) intervals in which a Resource operated with a valid “DSR” status.
· ERCOT does see some Loads designated as DSR Loads by the relevant QSE, but these QSEs are not actually following that Load with Resources. ERCOT may need to investigate why these QSEs are reporting that they have DSR Load, but this does not support the need for the metrics and reports called for by the above rules.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.2, System and Resource Control
(1)
The following reports shall be posted on the MIS Secure Area:
(f)
ERCOT-wide Governor Response to Measurable Events:
(i)
ERCOT shall develop monthly reports detailing ERCOT’s System-wide governor response to each Measureable Event.  ERCOT shall meet at all times the governor response criteria as described in Protocol Section 8.5.2, Primary Frequency Control Measurements.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· These monthly reports would not add significant value as similar information is already reported:
· ERCOT already posts generator governor performance reports for each Frequency Measurable Event, and a monthly report that displays the frequency response of the ERCOT System for a rolling average of the last six Frequency Measurable Events (FMEs).  These reports, which are required by Protocol Section 8.5.2, were added by NPRR691, Alignment of Protocols with NERC Reliability Standard BAL-001-TRE-1, which was approved February 2016 and implemented October 2016.
· The ERCOT Monthly Operations Report to ROS contains a section with data on frequency events that identifies and includes data on each FME that occurred in the month covered by the report.
· The ERCOT Compliance Report provided quarterly to the Reliability Monitor and PUCT Staff includes information on each frequency event, including each FME.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.3, Forecasting
(1)
ERCOT shall report the Mean Absolute Percent Error (MAPE) each month for the following:
(a)
The accuracy of each day’s hourly system Load forecast posted at 0600 in the Day-Ahead of the Operating Day as compared with the actual average ERCOT Load for each hour of the Operating Day;
(b)
Accuracy of the system hourly Load forecast used for Day-Ahead Reliability Unit Commitment (DRUC) compared to the actual average ERCOT Load for each hour of the Operating Day; and
(c)
The accuracy of the hourly Load forecast for the following items compared to the average of the State Estimated Load at each Electrical Bus with a modeled Load for each hour:
(i)
Hourly Load forecast used in the DRUC by Weather Zone;
(ii)
Hourly Load forecast used in the Hourly Reliability Unit Commitment (HRUC) by Weather Zone; and
(iii)
The accuracy of the Load forecast used in the DRUC for the largest MW and Megavolt Ampere (MVA) differences between the hourly Bus Load Forecast and the Real-Time Load at each Electrical Bus, by Weather Zone.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(c)
Load forecasting:

(i)
The accuracy of each day’s Load forecast posted at 0600 in the Day-Ahead of the Operating Day as compared with the actual ERCOT Load for each hour of the Operating Day;

(ii)
Accuracy of the Load forecast used for Day-Ahead Reliability Unit Commitment (DRUC) compared to the actual ERCOT Load for each hour of the Operating Day; and

(iii)
The accuracy of the Load forecast for the following items compared to the average of the SE Load at each Electrical Bus for each hour: 

(A)
Hourly Load forecast used in the DRUC by Load Zone;

(B)
Hourly Load forecast used in the DRUC by Weather Zone;

(C)
Hourly Load forecast used in the Hourly Reliability Unit Commitment (HRUC) by Load Zone; 

(D)
Hourly Load forecast used in the HRUC by Weather Zone;

(E)
The accuracy of the Load forecast used in the DRUC for the largest MW and MVA differences between the hourly Bus Load Forecast and the Real-Time Load at each Electrical Bus, by Load Zone; and

(F)
The accuracy of the Load forecast used in the DRUC for the largest MW and MVA differences between the hourly Bus Load Forecast and the Real-Time Load at each Electrical Bus, by Weather Zone;

WHY NOT NEEDED
· This report would not add material value. Several existing guardrails are in place to monitor forecast accuracy:
· ERCOT’s quarterly KPI report to the ERCOT Board’s Human Resources & Governance (HR&G) Committee includes a metric for Load Forecasting (KPI RG 4) “Operations Load Forecast performance - Mean Average Percent Error (MAPE):  monthly average day ahead load forecasts used for DRUC MAPE.”  Target = All less than 4%, Stretch Target = All less than 3.5%.
· ERCOT’s Monthly Operational Overview report includes statistics on Load Forecast performance, such as Monthly Day Ahead Load Forecast Error percentage, Daily Peak Demand: Hourly Average Actual vs. Forecast and MAPE for ERCOT Mid-Term Load Forecast (MTLF) Run at 1400 Day Ahead showing average, low and high MAPE for prior month, year-to-date, and previous three years.
· Monthly ERCOT Demand and Energy Report includes comparisons of forecasts and actual energy.
· ERCOT internally evaluates forecast accuracy and has a manager dedicated to ensuring accurate forecasting based on tools and vendor performance.
· NPRR789, Publish All Mid-Term Load Forecast Results, which was approved October 2016 and implemented June 2017, amended Protocol Section 6.3.2, Activities for Real-Time Operations, to require ERCOT to post each hour “all forecast models available to ERCOT Operations, as well as an indicator for which forecast was in use by ERCOT at the time of publication” for added transparency.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.3, Forecasting
(2)
ERCOT shall prepare monthly reports detailing:
(a)
Day-Ahead forecast wind output, by Load Zone, by hour for the Operating Day, used in DRUC and at 0600 at the Day-Ahead.
(b)
Actual wind output, aggregated by Load Zone, by hour of the corresponding Operating Day by Load Zone.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· These monthly reports would not add significant value as similar information is already reported. ERCOT is already required by Protocol Section 4.2.2, Wind-Powered Generation Resource Production Potential, to post forecasts and actual wind power production as follows:
(5)
Each hour, ERCOT shall post to the MIS Public Area, on a system-wide and regional basis the hourly actual wind power production, STWPF, WGRPP, and aggregate Current Operating Plan (COP) High Sustained Limits (HSLs) for On-Line WGRs for a rolling historical 48-hour period. The system-wide and regional STWPF, WGRPP, and aggregate COP HSLs for On-Line WGRs will also be posted for the rolling future 168-hour period. ERCOT shall retain the STWPF and WGRPP for each hour. 
(6)
Every five minutes, ERCOT shall post to the MIS Public Area, on a system-wide and regional basis, five-minute actual wind power production for a rolling historical 60-minute period.
Further detail was added to these reports post Nodal Go-Live by NPRR361, Real-Time Wind Power Production Data Transparency, which was approved August 2011 and implemented April 2012.
· SCR790, Wind Resource Power Production and Forecast Transparency, which was approved June 2016 and implemented April 2017, added spatial granularity to the existing reporting of wind power production and forecasts.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.4, System Operating Constraints
(1)
ERCOT shall report the following comparisons with respect to Real-Time operations as they occur:
(a)
Three consecutive days of a particular congestion constraint (constraints passed to SCED from Network Security Analysis (NSA)) in Real-Time not identified in the Day-Ahead Market (DAM);
(b)
Two consecutive hours of a particular congestion constraint in Real-Time not identified in the HRUC process; and
(c)
Two consecutive days of a particular congestion constraint in Real-Time not identified in the DRUC process.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT believes the intent of this reporting requirement when developed prior to Nodal Go-Live was to address risks in the consistency and accuracy of the network model and power flows.  ERCOT provides SCED and DAM binding constraint information in existing reports posted pursuant to paragraph (1)(e) of Protocol Section 4.2.4.1, Posting Public Forecasted ERCOT System Conditions; paragraph (1) of Protocol Section 6.5.7.1.11, Transmission Network and Power Balance Constraint Management; and paragraph (4)(b) of Protocol Section 6.5.7.1.13, Data Inputs and Outputs for the Real-Time Sequence and SCED, [EMIL ID NP3-763-CD “Short-Term System Adequacy Report”; EMIL ID NP5-911-CD “NSA Inactive Constraints”; EMIL ID NP6-6-CD “NSA Active Constraints”].  There is also a section on Congestion Analysis in the ERCOT Monthly Operations Report to ROS, and ERCOT publishes an annual Report on Existing and Potential Electric System Constraints and Needs each December.  For ERCOT to run comparative analyses of constraints existing in Real-Time and not DAM or Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC) does not appear as effective as other solutions that have been implemented since Nodal Go-Live, including NPRR393.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.5, Network Operations Model Update Implementation Statistics
(1)
ERCOT shall report monthly on the Network Operations Model update implementation statistics.  The report shall include the total number of Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCRs) submitted, approved, rejected, withdrawn and any other status contained in the Protocols or defined by ERCOT.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The current ERCOT modeling tool, Smart Grid Engineering Manager (SGEM), allows for TSPs to query for all items listed in this Section.
· A portion of the data is available in a weekly report to the PUCT and IMM. The weekly report does not include “rejected” NOMCRs since such NOMCRs do not get past the stage of ERCOT Modeling Staff’s review.  However, the report does include NOMCRs “withdrawn” by a Market Participant since that could cause additional workload on ERCOT by resulting in an additional review by Modeling staff to ensure no other problems occur after the NOMCR is removed.  Deleting Operating Guide Section 9.3.5 would not change the weekly Interim Update Report requirements contained in paragraph (7) of Protocol Section 3.10.4.  The weekly report “Network Operations Model Interim Updates Report” is posted to the MIS Secure Area.
· Any past issues over concerns of Market Participant performance on NOMCR submittals have been adequately addressed by direct communication.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.7, ERCOT Black Start Plan
(1)
ERCOT shall develop an annual Black Start Plan and post it on the MIS Certified Area.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(i)
Written Black Start plan.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· This requirement is duplicative of paragraph (1)(a) of Operating Guide Section 4.6.4, Responsibilities: “[ERCOT shall] maintain a Black Start plan in accordance with North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Reliability Standards and no more than 30 days after revising the Black Start plan, shall notify the TOs of the revised Black Start plan and post the plan with an effective date on the Market Information System (MIS) Certified Area for TOs.”.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.8, Computer and Communication Systems Real-Time Availability and Systems Security 
(1)
ERCOT shall report each month the availability of its computer and communications systems to the appropriate TAC subcommittee.  This report shall include availability statistics for ERCOT’s Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol (ICCP) data links.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(k)
Computer and communication systems Real-Time availability and systems security.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· These monthly reports would not add significant value as similar information is already reported. Multiple existing reports cover availability statistics:
· ERCOT already posts a Monthly Telemetry Point Availability Statistics Report (as well as a quarterly version) to the MIS that includes the availability of data points and ICCP links (see paragraph (2) of Protocol Section 3.10.7.5.1).
· ERCOT files quarterly Retail Performance Measure Reports pursuant to P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.88, Retail Market Performance Measure Reporting, in Docket No. 36141 (includes availability statistics for retail transaction processing, MarkeTrak, ERCOT.com, MIS, etc.).
· ERCOT’s quarterly KPI report to the HR&G Committee includes several metrics on systems availability.
· ERCOT provides a monthly ERCOT Technology Report to RMS that includes retail systems availability statistics.
· The Market Data Transparency Service Level Agreement requires ERCOT to measure and report availability and performance for several systems in an incident log that is updated monthly and made available on the ERCOT website.
Operating Guide Section 9.3.8, Computer and Communication Systems Real-Time Availability and Systems Security 
(3)
ERCOT shall also report each month the number of times the execution of SCED is terminated, by either manual action of the operator or program failure.  The number of times of each event will be posted on the MIS Certified Area.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(k)
Computer and communication systems Real-Time availability and systems security.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The monthly reports described in paragraph (3) of Operating Guide Section 9.3.8 would not add significant value as similar information is already reported:
· Protocol Section 6.5.9.2, Failure of the SCED Process, requires ERCOT to issue a Watch and notify the market by posting on the MIS Public Area each time the SCED process is not able to reach a solution.  Protocol Section 6.5.9.3.3, Watch, requires ERCOT to post any Watch message electronically on the MIS Public Area and provide verbal notice to all TSPs and QSEs via the Hotline.
· Information on any Watch issued by ERCOT is included in the ERCOT Monthly Operational Overview report and ERCOT Operations Report to ROS. 
Operating Guide Section 9.3.9, Voltage and Reactive Control Performance Monitoring
(1)
Transmission owners shall provide switching plans for automatically controlled reactors, capacitors, and other reactive controlled sources to ERCOT.  For manually switched reactive devices, the transmission owner shall provide its guidelines for the operation of these devices.  These plans and guidelines shall be posted annually to the MIS Secure Area and must be provided in accordance with the NOMCR or other prescribed process.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The language is duplicative of an existing requirement in Operating Guide Section 2.7.5, Parameters for Standard Reactor and Capacitor Switching Plan, that is already in effect (word-for-word, the language is nearly identical).
· This language also does not belong in Operating Guide Section 9.3 as it does not monitor ERCOT, and it does not directly relate to a reporting requirement.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(a)
Transmission Control:
(iv)
Voltage and reactive control performance.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT does not believe there is value to developing this control performance report.
· Voltage Limits are calculated in Real-Time Contingency Analysis (RTCA) and treated as operating limits, and exceedances are mitigated by the operator in real-time. There are also displays and other monitoring tools to support voltage and reactive control performance in Real-Time:
· Voltage violations are monitored and an alarm indicated in Real-Time through Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA), the State Estimator and RTCA.
· The ERCOT Control Room includes a System Voltage Overview Display that gives operators an overview of voltage levels at some 345 kV and 138 kV busses around the ERCOT System, alerts operators when voltage levels are too high or too low, and indicates what reactive devices can be put in service to help control voltage.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(b)
Resource control:
(vii)
North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) generation control metrics for the ERCOT Control Area (e.g., Control Performance Standard (CPS) and Disturbance Control Standard (DCS) or their successors).
WHY NOT NEEDED
· An additional report on these metrics would not add significant value, as similar information is already reported:
· ERCOT already provides a monthly CPS1 Score report to NERC and the Reliability Monitor, and a quarterly DCS report is uploaded to the NERC Balancing Authority Submission Site (BASS) website.
· ERCOT also already posts CPS1 Scores to the MIS for PDCWG, and distributes the CPS1 Score report to the PDCWG exploder on a monthly basis. The PDCWG’s regular updates to ROS include a monthly CPS1 performance metric and an historical trend.
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(d)
System Operating Constraints:
(i)
Comparison of system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) to system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the Real-Time Market (RTM);
(ii)
Comparison of system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the HRUC to system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the RTM; 
(iii)
Comparison of system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the DRUC to the level the corresponding system parameter was operated in the RTM; and
(iv)
Comparison of system operating limits identified as constraining limits in the hour-ahead market to the level the corresponding system parameter was operated in the RTM.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· Additional reports on system operating constraints would not add significant value, as similar information is already reported. ERCOT already publishes DAM/DRUC/HRUC constraints and SCED constraints, which reflect the system operating limits (there is no hour-ahead market):
· Daily RUC Active and Binding Transmission Constraints (posted per paragraph (3)(c) of Protocol Section 5.3, ERCOT Security Sequence Responsibilities).
· Hourly RUC Active and Binding Transmission Constraints (posted per paragraph (3)(c) of Protocol Section 5.3).
· NSA Active Constraints (posted per paragraph (1) of Protocol Section 6.5.7.1.11).
· NSA Inactive Constraints (posted per paragraph (1) of Protocol Section 6.5.7.1.11).
· SCED Shadow Prices and Binding Transmission Constraints (posted per paragraph (4)(b) of Protocol Section 6.5.7.1.13).
· DAM Shadow Prices (posted per paragraph (2)(d) of Protocol Section 4.5.3, Communicating DAM Results).
Protocol Section 8.2, ERCOT Performance Monitoring
(2)
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), or a subcommittee designated by TAC, shall review ERCOT’s performance in controlling the ERCOT Control Area according to requirements and criteria set out in the TAC- and ERCOT Board-approved monitoring program.  Assessments and reports include the following ERCOT activities:
(h)
Back-up control plan.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· The detailed requirement that carried out this Protocol section was contained in grey-boxed Operating Guide 9.3.6, Reserved, which was deleted in its entirety by NOGRR138, Delete Grey Box for Reporting of Back-up Control Plan Submittal, which was approved April 2015 and implemented September 2015.  The related NPRR657, failed to delete the corresponding Protocol language.
IV. Ancillary Service Monitoring and Reports
Operating Guide Section 9.4.2, Annual Black Start Plan Receipt Confirmation Report
(1)
ERCOT shall produce annual reports containing record(s) showing if and when a Black Start plan was last received at ERCOT.  The report should include the name of Resources participating in Black Start Service (BSS) and the Transmission Operator (TO) name, as well as the date the Black Start plan was received.  TOs shall provide an updated Black Start plan to ERCOT as required by paragraph (2)(a) of Section 4.6.4, Responsibilities, and when the Black Start plan changed.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· ERCOT currently posts TO Black Start plans annually and upon receiving TO updates to the MIS Certified Area and updates ERCOT's Black Start plan accordingly (paragraph (1)(b) of Operating Guide Section 4.6.4).
· ERCOT does not believe publicly posting a record of when and who submitted Black Start Plans adds material value.
· The last sentence is duplicative of language in paragraph (2)(a) of Operating Guide Section 4.6.4.
Operating Guide Section 9.4.4, Constant Frequency Control
(1)
ERCOT shall survey Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) qualified to provide Regulation Services to attest that the QSEs have the capability to operate in constant frequency control mode.  ERCOT shall post to the MIS Secure Area annual summaries of QSEs surveyed.
WHY NOT NEEDED
· Paragraph (2) of Operating Guide Section 2.2.4.3, ERCOT Loss of AGC, states: “ERCOT shall conduct unannounced testing to verify a QSE’s capability to operate in CFC mode.”  This supersedes the need for the survey described above.  Paragraph (2) of Operating Guide Section 2.2.4.3 was added to the Operating Guide after Nodal Go-Live by NOGRR136, Verifying QSE Capability to Operate in CFC, which was approved February 2015 and became effective March 2015.
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