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	Summary of Topics:

	1. Antitrust Guidelines

2. EMMS Release 4 Update:  
The implementation time line for EMMS Release 4 has been extended due to delays in the delivery of patches from the contractor related to the OOM Tool and RPRS market.  The schedule has been extended two weeks revising the migration date to September 28th.  The final patch is to be delivered to ERCOT August 4th.  The release is expected to go into ERCOT’s testing environment by August 15th.  ERCOT will generate and distribute example XML messages (Sample OOME deployments and RPRS bids and awards) to QSEs the week of August 25th.  MP testing would commence September 12th through the 23rd.  There was a suggestion made that ERCOT consider separating those QSEs who do not represent resources from the RPRS market to enhance performance.  Recently a limit of the number of QSEs was exceeded and caused failure in the current RPRS market engine.  ERCOT is planning to implement a fix to expand the number of QSEs.
3. ERCOT Market Systems – 2006 Project Update: 

Projected EMMS projects for 2006 were presented by ERCOT Market Operations Support (Matt Mereness).  The project prioritization by the market stakeholders did not rank MOS projects any greater than priority 2.1.  The estimated project cut-off line currently is in the middle of the ERCOT 1.1 projects.  The highest ranking wholesale market project is PRR409, Voltage Support Service, with a priority of 2.1.  Two SCR projects (720 and 728) were ranked 2.2.  The types of projects for next year will not warrant a formal vendor release of version 5 from AREVA.  Some of the projects that may have otherwise been incorporated in a 5th release will be worked individually or in small groups as resources allow.  Also there will be attention given to enhancements recommended in the Potomac report as the corresponding Protocol revisions are considered and approved by the market; such as PRR601 which proposes 15-minute ramp rates.  TML phase 3 enhancements may also provide some new tools to QSEs such as uploading schedules using .csv files into the portal.  Mereness briefed changes that will impact QSEs for 2006; PRR502 (Aggregation Combined Cycle for RRS); DC Tie Scheduling for Mexico Tie; Real-time market ramp rate feasibility study; and TML enhancements that may allow uploading of schedules.  An internal study is underway for feasible solution to incorporate resource-specific ramp rate constraints into the MOS (PRR476).

4. DBES Percent Requirement Notifications:

ERCOT has been asked by some QSEs to consider alternatives to the large number of XML DBES % requirement notifications currently sent daily.  ERCOT has investigated the issue and proposed some solutions; namely, (1) Turn off the notifications and allow the QSEs to retrieve the data by query, TML, and/or ERCOT.com and submit a PRR to make this an ERCOT posting versus a notification; (2) Only send a notification when there is a change to values and continue allowing QSEs to retrieve the data by query, TML, and/or ERCOT.com; (3) Prioritize the queue of messages going out to send most important notifications first; or (4) Consolidate the messages to a smaller number of notifications.  After some discussion the group suggested only sending notifications when the DBES % value changes, but Larry Gurley expressed that not having the notification sent daily would likely present a problem programmatically for QSEs’ software.  The group recommended ERCOT turn off the notifications and provide the values as currently provided by XML query, TML, and ERCOT.com posting.  Lloyd Prichard will draft a PRR to change the protocols accordingly.  Larry emphasized that ERCOT needs to make sure the query capability remains and to alert QSEs if and when the % value changes.

5. Resource Plan Metric – Proposed Changes due to Release 4:

ERCOT Compliance (Robbie Staples) presented proposed changes to the Resource Plan performance metric due to EMMS Release 4.  Measures for some metrics will change from hourly to 15-min; resource status, LSL as a % of HSL, and adjustment period zonal schedule.  WMO asked what was the significance of these changes.  WMO asked for Compliance to find out what value will the 15-min measure give ERCOT. The group also expressed concern for volume of updates that might ensue from this release.  Larry reiterated the reason for the resource plan and the metric – to give ERCOT accurate status of resources for day-ahead and hour-ahead studies.  Updating the resource plan beyond this will be of value to balancing energy deployments only.  The question then was what value is brought upon scoring every 15-min.  Larry expressed that it appears this will create more work for ERCOT than value to the performance.  The purpose of the metric does not make it necessary to capture the resource plan after the adjustment period.  WMO asked that Compliance go back to learn how difficult it will be to report using 15-min scoring.  The group asked ERCOT to also learn if a snapshot of the hour-ahead resource plan can be taken and used for the Adjustment Period/Zonal Schedule metric.  QSE MWG recommends keeping the AP/ZS metric as an hourly metric.  It was asked whether the “Resource Status” Measure should also be hourly as well.  Compliance suggested that it would be best to make the “LSL as a % of HSL” a 15-min measure to ensure the proper bandwidth is there when the system is determining what balancing energy deployments are needed. Compliance will investigate further the use of 15-min scoring, the resulting work load, and whether resource plan snap shots can be made on the hour.  Compliance will report back at the next meeting with results and draft PRR.
6. BES Ramp Rate Constraint:

Larry lead continued discussion regarding current system design of the BES market, reiterating issues rose from the previous meeting.  Current design may be leaving capacity under-deployed in BES market.  It was expressed that it is likely impractical to fix it at this time if nodal market redesign goes forward.  Leonard Stanfield asked to discuss an example of concerns for the current design.  Leonard shared an actual BES deployment for July 6, 2005, IE1515 deployment.  Concern was expressed for the apparent illogical derivation of BES awards in conjunction with resource-specific DBES instructions while both resource plan and resource schedule unchanged across the intervals in question.  Clayton Greer recommended QSEs send in reasonable disputes when this happens.  ERCOT will investigate the interval in question with Leonard.  Leonard asked to report the results at the next meeting.

7. Other:

Lloyd Pritchard expressed concern for the ERCOT’s A/S testing practice.  BP Energy had a Non-Spin qualification test scheduled a number of times and that between problems BP Energy had and ERCOT canceling the test right before it was to start is causing significant costs.  Lloyd expressed that BP Energy made a concerted effort to provide all the information requested by ERCOT for the test but still the test was canceled with in adequate reason given.  He expressed that the communication loop is breaking down between scheduling and ERCOT Operation’s ability to complete the test.  ERCOT will follow up with BP Energy on this issue.  Larry asked ERCOT Wholesale Client Services and Operations to present at the next meeting ERCOT’s A/S testing process and procedures and the group discuss what can be done to stream line the process.  It was mentioned that ERCOT is planning to begin re-qualifying QSE’s for A/S in the coming months as per protocol.  ERCOT was asked to consider re-qualifying QSEs by current performance, i.e., performance based qualification.  

Lance Cunningham presented the report that was given at the July WMS meeting by Beth Garza regarding over constraining zonal congestion.  Lance asked the group for support to have ERCOT make this a monthly report at WMS with some additional changes to stratify the costs in more detail.  Lloyd shared that at WMS it was discussed that the 85% level was not consistently applied by all ERCOT operators and that ERCOT was taking measures to train operators to apply procedure more consistently.  Larry expressed that he will raise this suggestion at the next WMS meeting.

Leonard Stanfield expressed the benefit to the market for metrics to measure ERCOT’s performance on congestion and possible other metrics.  Larry recommended that performance metrics for ERCOT should be an ongoing basis whether current design remains or nodal is implemented.  For one, performance history on the current market will be important to measure effectiveness of the nodal design.  The congestion metric measures how well ERCOT is managing a constrained path and doing so consistently.

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. The limit of QSEs in MOS and the RPRS engine.

2. ERCOT Wholesale Client Services and Operations are to prepare a presentation of the A/S testing process at the next meeting.
3. Larry will recommend to WMS that ERCOT make the congestion management report given at the July WMS meeting a monthly report.

4. Lloyd Pritchard will draft a PRR to revise Section 4 regarding DBES % requirement notification.

	Future Agenda Items:

	1. EMMS Release 4 Report (ERCOT).

2. DBES Percent requirement notification PRR (Lloyd Pritchard).

3. ERCOT A/S Testing Procedure Presentation (ERCOT).  
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