Protocol Revision Subcommittee

August 26, 2004 Minutes


Attendees:

	BJ Flowers
	TXU Energy
	Larry Gurley
	TXU Energy

	Mark Dreyfus
	Austin Energy
	Walter Reid
	LCRA

	Manny Munoz
	CenterPoint Energy
	Marty Downey
	Tri Eagle Energy

	Troy Anderson
	ERCOT
	Jeff Gilbertson
	ERCOT

	Paula Feuerbacher
	ERCOT
	Frankie Thomas
	AEP

	John Hudson
	CenterPoint Energy
	Robert Kelly
	Brazos electric

	Kenan Ogelman
	OPC
	Diana Zake
	ERCOT

	Kevin Gresham
	Reliant Energy
	Steve Madden
	Oxy

	Phillip Oldham
	TIEC
	Kristy Ashley
	Exelon

	Barbara Clemenhagen
	Sempra Energy
	Randa Stephenson
	PSEG

	Ned Ross
	FPLE
	Smith Day
	Direct Energy

	Fred Sherman
	Garland Power & Light
	James Jackson
	CPS

	Jerry Jackson
	First Choice
	Hal Hughes
	Denton Municipal Electric

	Dan Woodfin
	ERCOT
	Julie Gauldin
	PUCT

	Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto
	PUCT
	Greg Ramon
	Frontera (TECU Energy)

	Juan C. villa
	Frontera
	Neil Avendao
	Frontera

	Brenda Harris
	Reliant
	Ann Boren
	ERCOT

	Robert Potts
	ERCOT
	Ino Gonzalez
	ERCOT

	Jay Zarnikau
	Frontier Assoc
	Carl Raish
	ERCOT

	Tommy Weathersbee
	TXU Electric Delivery
	Shari Heino
	ERCOT

	Cheryl Moseley
	ERCOT
	Novia Plummer
	ERCOT


Next Meeting:  Friday August 27, 2004 from 9:30 AM to 4:00 PM and Friday September 24, 2004 9:30 AM to 3:30 PM at ERCOT Austin.
Anti-Trust Admonition

The Anti-Trust Admonition was displayed for the members.   Kevin Gresham reminded the members of the importance of the complying with the Admonition.

Discussion on Agenda Order

The Chair described the manner in which he expected to proceed through the agenda.  

Minutes

James Jackson moved to approve the minutes from the July PRS meeting; Fred Sherman seconded the motion.  ERCOT Staff discussed replacing “Austin Energy” with “Ms. Woodard” in the discussion of PRR525 and PRR527.  PRS voted unanimously to approve the minutes as modified by ERCOT Staff.
Update on Urgency Votes

Mr. Gresham provided a brief update on the email urgency votes that took place between the July and August PRS meetings.  He noted that PRR537 had received “urgent” status.

ERCOT Project Update

Troy Anderson presented a status update of projects underway at ERCOT.  Mr. Anderson noted that ERCOT implemented MOMs on 7/22/04 and that the EPS Meter Data Trans is delayed to October 2004.  Mr. Anderson also noted that ERCOT will begin providing the CSA extract via manual workaround by October 2004.  Mr. Gresham complemented ERCOT on the MIMO implementation.
Protocol Revision Requests

PRR522 - Collateral Requirements and Credit Changes.  Barbara Clemanhagen moved that PRR522 be remanded to the Credit Working Group; Kristy Ashley seconded the motion.  PRS approved the motion unanimously then briefly discussed the CWG’s voting structure.
PRR523 - Revisions to Protocol Section 21.  For the discussion, PRS used CenterPoint Energy’s (CNP’s) comments dated 8/24/04.  Manny Munoz discussed the rationale behind CNP’s proposed changes to the timeline and language revisions.  PRS discussed each one in order, accepting some and rejecting others.  Mark Dreyfus moved that PRS recommend approval of PRR532 as amended by ERCOT, Austin Energy, CNP, TXU and PRS.  Hal Hughes seconded the motion.  PRS approved the motion unanimously.
PRR526 - OOMC Verifiable Cost Documentation.  Richard Ross moved that PRS recommend approval of PRR526 as amended by ERCOT.  Larry Gurley seconded the motion.  With no discussion, PRS approved the motion unanimously.  

PRR531 – Load Clarification.  Mr. Ross explained the intent of the PRR.  Mr. Gurley raised a question about the use of IDR meters in the future.  Mr. Gresham expressed concern about changing the definition of LSE.  Robert Kelly asked what would happen if BLTs happened for several months.  After some discussion, Mr. Ross motioned for PRS to recommend approval of PRR531 as amended by PRS.  Mr. Gurley seconded the motion.  PRS approved the motion unanimously.  There was some discussion with ERCOT Staff about the treatment of NOIEs.
PRR532 – Implementation of Non-Transmission Alternatives to RMR and OOM Services.  Dan Woodfin discussed the Protocol requirements for non-transmission alternatives and OOM, stating that there is no mechanism for settlement or implementation.  Mr. Woodfin then described how PRR532 developed.  PRS discussed the proposed language and written comments submitted by CPS, Austin Energy and CPS.  There was considerable discussion about whether MRAs would be applicable to new generation; involvement of the regional planning group; whether the ERCOT BOD should vote on proposed contracts; exit strategies and implications of MRA on the RMR process; whether OOM should be included in this PRR; ERCOT contract negotiations; how much and what type of information would be available to MPs; what type of cost effectiveness evaluation ERCOT would conduct; and what length of time is appropriate for ERCOT’s cost effectiveness evaluation.  Kenan Ogelman moved that PRS recommend approval of PRR532 as amended by PRS, Austin Energy and CPS.  Mr. Dreyfus seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two opposing votes and four abstentions.
PRR533 - Definition of Transmission Facility Owner.  Curtis Crews discussed the rationale behind the PRR.  Phillip Oldham expressed concern about new definitions, their meanings, and the possibility of excluding or including entities.  Walter Reid indicated that the TDSP term is too broad.  Mr. Gresham asked how the term “TFO” compares with terms in the Operating Guides.  Mr. Kelly mentioned that “TFO” does not exist in PUCT rules.  Robert Potts stated that the PRR would cause ERCOT to interact with TDSPs that it does not interact with today.  Mr. Potts also asked how disputes would be affected.  There was additional discussion about whether new definitions would provide more clarity without creating new obligations; whether new terms would resolve issues around data discrepancies when information is reported by two separate TDSPs; and whether the TFO would be responsible for rating its own facilities.  Mr. Gresham suggested that PRS remand the PRR to a task force to review the comments and bring solutions to the next PRS meeting.  Mr. Munoz stated that the remand should include two concepts to consider: (1) inclusion of “private owner” in the protocols and (2) whether the private owner has responsibilities.  Mr. Crews agreed to host a conference call to discuss the PRR.  Mr. Reid suggested that written comments be submitted by interested parties.
PRR534 - Temporary Modifications to the Annual Load Profile ID Assignment and Validation Process – URGENT.   Tommy Weathersbee discussed the history of PRR534 and the actions RMS took.  Mr. Weathersbee requested that PRS grant urgent status for the PRR and recommend its approval.  Smith Day moved that PRS grant urgent status for the PRR; Marty Downey seconded the motion.  PRS approved the motion unanimously.   Jerry Jackson moved that PRS recommend approval the PRR; Mr. Smith seconded the motion.  Ms. Flowers stated that the data was generating false results causing residential customers to change profiles year to year.   Mr. Weathersbee added that the PRR is intended to save work and money.  Ms. Flowers mentioned that the PWG was working to develop a better solution and that the load research project was underway.  There was some discussion of why a Protocol change was necessary.  The motion carried with one opposing vote and no abstentions.  
PRR535 - Reactive Testing.  Mr. Reid moved that PRS approve recommendation of the PRR as amended by PRS.  Randa Stephenson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
PRR537 - Increased Congestion Management Flexibility – URGENT.  Mr. Gurley explained the rationale behind the PRR.  Steve Madden questioned how the 1,000 MW threshold would affect OOME deployment.  Kent Saathoff indicted that ERCOT could support the PRR as it provides another tool for managing congestion.  Mr. Reid opined that the PRR could save considerable money.  Mr. Gurley moved that PRS recommend approval of the PRR; Mr. Reid seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention.
Other Business
PRR327 – Confidentiality.  Cheryl Moseley explained that there were no other requirements.
Dan Jones asked about ERCOT’s implementation of the PUCT rule on protocol interpretation.  Ms. Moseley stated that ERCOT had discussed implementation of a formal process with PUCT Staff.  She also explained the webpage changes that ERCOT would implement to satisfy the requirements of the rule.
Smith Day reminded ERCOT about the requirements of PUC Subst. R. 25.476(b) and its obligation to collect data from generators that REPs will use for fuel mix filings.

There being no other business, Mr. Gresham adjourned the meeting at 3:45 PM.
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