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DRAFT
MINUTES OF THE ERCOT RELIABILITY AND OPERATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE (ROS) MEETING

ERCOT – Austin

7620 Metro Center Drive

Austin, TX 78744
February 16, 2006; 9:30AM – 4:00PM

Key Documents referenced in these minutes can be accessed on the ERCOT website at:

http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2006/02/20060216-ROS.html 
2006 Chair Paul Breitzman called the meeting to order on February 16, 2006 at 9:32 AM. 
Attendance:

	Hassink, Paul
	AEP
	Guest

	Kunkel, Dennis
	AEP
	Member

	Chui, Ken
	Austin Energy
	Guest – SSWG Chair (via teleconference)

	Ebrahimian, Reza
	Austin Energy
	Member Representative (for J. Armke)

	Ginsburg, Stan
	Brazos Electric Power
	Guest – SPWG Chair

	Ryno, Randy
	Brazos Electric Power
	Member

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine 
	Member (via teleconference)

	Kemper, Wayne
	CenterPoint Energy
	Guest

	Rocha, Paul
	CenterPoint Energy
	Member

	Woitt, Wes
	CenterPoint Energy
	Guest – DWG Chair

	Greer, Clayton
	Constellation
	Member

	Krishnaswamy, Vikram
	Constellation
	Guest

	Gibbens, David
	CPS Energy
	Member

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	Guest

	Wheeler, Ron
	Dynegy Power Corporation
	Member

	Schmuck, John
	Equistar Chemicals
	Member

	Bojorquez, Bill
	ERCOT
	Staff (via teleconference)

	Boren, Ann
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Caylor, Lee
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Crews, Curtis
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Garza, Beth
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Grendel, Steve
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Gilbertson, Jeff
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Healy, Jeff
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Henry, Mark
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Hinson, James
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Lopez, Nieves
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Myers, Steve
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Sanders, Sarah
	ERCOT
	Staff

	Woodfin, Dan
	ERCOT
	Staff (via teleconference)

	Samsel, Matt
	Exelon Generation Co.
	Member

	Knower, Bruce
	Flint Hills Resources
	Member

	Brinis, Alex
	FPL Energy
	Guest

	Breitzman, Paul
	Garland Power and Light
	Member, 2006 ROS Chair

	Nelson, Stuart
	LCRA
	Member, 2006 ROS Vice Chair

	Thormahlen, Jack
	LCRA
	Guest – OWG Chair

	Gallaga, Loretta
	Magic Valley Electric Coop
	Member

	Ryan, Marty
	NRG Texas
	Member

	Marciano, Tony
	PUCT
	Guest

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant
	Member

	Wagner, Marguerite
	Reliant
	Guest

	Sweeney, Jason 
	SUEZ Energy Marketing
	Guest

	Helyer, Scott
	Tenaska Power Services
	Member

	McDaniel, Rex
	Texas-New Mexico Power
	Member

	Niemeyer, Sydney
	TX Genco
	Guest – PDCWG Chair

	Rankin, Ellis
	TXU Electric Delivery
	Member

	Boyer, Roy
	TXU Electric Delivery
	Guest


The following Alternate Representative was present:
Reza Ebrahimian for James Armke

The following proxies were given:

Marty Ryan to Ron Wheeler
Randy Jones to Ron Wheeler
1. Antitrust Admonition

Paul Breitzman noted the need to comply with the ERCOT Antitrust Guidelines. A copy of the guidelines was available for review.
2. Approval of Draft January 13, 2006 Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents)
The draft January 13, 2006 Meeting Minutes were distributed to the ROS prior to the meeting. Sarah Sanders presented the changes in the minutes to ROS and noted that a red line version was posted with the Key Documents for this meeting. Steve Myers made additional clarifications in the minutes. Ron Wheeler made a motion to approve the draft January 13, 2006 ROS Meeting Minutes as amended. Dennis Kunkel seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.
3. February 2nd TAC Meeting/February 3rd TAC Leadership Retreat Update/Meeting Management Issues
Paul Breitzman updated ROS on items discussed at the February TAC meeting. Breitzman reported on the December 26th Storage Failure/System Outage, and on Board of Directors’ action in changing the TAC recommendation on PRR 619 dealing with minimum LAAR bids. 
Breitzman reported that the following PRRs were approved by TAC:
· PRR567 – Block Bidding of Ancillary Services
· PRR635 – Resource Plan Performance Metrics Update
· PRR640 – Update Provisions for Capacity and Energy Payments for RMR Service and Add a New Standard Form Agreement for Synchronous Condenser Service
· PRR642 – Lower Limit to IDR Meters in MRE for True-Up Settlement IDR Threshold.
Breitzman reported that PRR602 – Ancillary Service Obligation for DC Tie Exports was withdrawn and PRR630 – Private Use Networks was tabled for one month so the language could be revised. Breitzman said there were no OGRRs on the February 2nd TAC agenda.
For details, see the TAC Meeting Minutes posted on the ERCOT Website. The next regular TAC Meeting is scheduled for March 9, 2006.

Breitzman reported on the TAC and Subcommittee Leadership Retreat meeting held on February 3, 2006. Breitzman reported on some of the suggestions made at that meeting to increase productivity (for example, tracking of action items, posting of meeting materials, and an after-meeting de-briefing call). Breitzman encouraged working group chairs to speak up if they need more help.
Breitzman said that a number of other topics were discussed at the Leadership Retreat including the top three goals for each subcommittee. The ROS goals were:

· Conclude frequency control issues (i.e., SCE, governor response).

· Complete annual engineering work.
· Review winter fuel issues.
Breitzman also reported that Texas Nodal implementation was discussed and that Read Comstock mentioned several tasks that ERCOT, TAC, and various subcommittees will need to be involved in. These tasks will likely require significant discussion at future ROS meetings. 

Breitzman suggested that it would improve meeting productivity for ROS to have one-and-a-half-day meetings every other month instead of one-day meetings every month. Breitzman said a number of people could not make the March meeting due to other commitments and suggested canceling the March meeting and having an extended meeting in April. Randy Jones agreed as long as provisions are made for important items or emergencies that arise. ROS members indicated with a show of hands that they were willing to try this new meeting schedule. ROS agreed to meet Wednesday, April 12th and Thursday, April 13th. It was noted that future extended ROS meetings would need to be scheduled so that they do not overlap with other Subcommittee meetings.
A discussion about availability of working group chairs to report on working group activities during the extended meetings followed. Stuart Nelson suggested that working group reports be distributed ahead of time and that working group chairs be available on the second day of the meetings, either in person or via teleconference for any questions. Working group chairs expressed that they would like to see all reports grouped together on the agenda, as it is now, instead of spreading them out over two days.
4. ERCOT Compliance Report (see Key Documents)
Mark Henry presented the January 2006 Compliance Report to ROS, a copy of which was distributed prior to the meeting. Henry reviewed results from his group’s inquiry about Power System Stabilizers (PSS), a topic in the NERC Readiness Audits. Henry requested that ROS assign a working group to review PSS requirements and develop clarifications to establish settings and tuning expectations, as well as exemption guidelines. Breitzman requested that Stuart Nelson head an ad hoc task force to examine this issue and asked that OWG, DWG, and ERCOT representatives participate in the meetings. Breitzman requested that deliverables from this group include recommendations on settings and tuning of parameters and on how Compliance should handle PSS and input on PSS settings. Interested parties were instructed to contact Nelson. Breitzman asked the ad hoc task force to report back to ROS in April. R. Jones requested a moratorium on compliance action until ERCOT Compliance can provide the procedures on how to tune PSS. Henry stated that he would support the compliance moratorium with a sunset date; however, he suggested that stakeholders, not ERCOT Compliance, should be tasked with developing the PSS tuning procedures. 
Henry reported that the NERC Board approved a new group of standards on February 7th with implementation scheduled in about 6 – 12 months. He requested that ROS assign working groups to review these approved standards and confirm whether revisions to the Operating Guides or Protocols are needed to support them. Paul Breitzman asked that working groups work directly with ERCOT Compliance on the new NERC Standards. Henry reported that the following four standards will require field tests:

· PRC-019, Coordination of Generator Voltage Regulator Controls with Unit Capabilities and Protection

· PRC-024, Generators Performance during Frequency and Voltage Excursions

· MOD-026-1, Verification of Generator Excitation Systems and Voltage Control Model Data

· MOD-027-1, Verification and Status of Generating Unit Frequency Response
Henry requested that ROS endorse regional participation in the field tests and assign a working group to review current ERCOT criteria in these areas, as well as obtain three volunteer participants from generating companies (with different unit types) to test the measurement of these criteria. Ron Wheeler, Dynegy Power Corporation, stated that his company will participate in field tests. Henry said that NERC wants each region to develop testing criteria and suggested that DWG be involved. 

Stuart Nelson made a motion to waive the 7-day notice requirement for voting on the NERC field tests. Scott Helyer seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment. 
Paul Rocha made a motion that ROS endorse ERCOT regional participation in the four NERC field tests dealing with generation issues. Ron Wheeler seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.

Finally, Henry reported that ERCOT will be sending out a number of NERC functional model entity registration forms to QSEs, Resource Entities and TDSPs. The forms should be returned to ERCOT and then will be forwarded to NERC.
5. ERCOT Systems Operations Report (see Key Documents)
John Adams has been assigned to TPTF full-time. Jeff Healy will be assigned to work with ROS. 
System Operations Report – In regard to the frequency event on January 20, 2006t, Breitzman asked how someone unintentionally changes the ACG from Constant Frequency Control to Tie Line Bias Control. Healy responded this was done with a click and drag action; however, that functionality has been disabled to prevent this from happening again. Breitzman asked about updating frequency response and duration trend data and said he would like to continue to see this information in future meetings. Dennis Kunkel said that there was a problem in the Valley area in that RTCA did not identify an operating limit violation. Jeff Healy said he would add this to next month’s report. Breitzman commented that the day-ahead capacity purchases were reduced in the Bryan Area. Breitzman asked Healy if anything had changed. Healy said that there is still a problem in that area and additional units are needed in that area for reliability.
A. Draft PRR Update for Non-Spin Deployment Recall Practices – This PRR is still under development at the QSEWG. 
B. Review of Hurricane Rita TAC Assignment – Lessons Learned Status Update – Healy reported that John Adams received an email report from the Florida PUC. Breitzman asked Healy when ROS would have something to report to TAC. Steve Myers said that ERCOT can review this information but it may be more beneficial to do this in conjunction with the Operations Working Group (OWG) and Operations Task Force (OTF) and that ROS may want the OWG or OTF to write an emergency plan. Breitzman asked that this be discussed in the OTF and a report presented at the April ROS meeting. Jack Thormahlen said that this was not a workable timeline given that the OWG and OTF are tied up with writing the hurricane drill procedures script. Healy said that he would review the data from the Florida PUC report and present it to OTF.
C. Report on Historical Frequency at 0600, 0100, 1800, and 2200 –Healy reported that the frequency variation for 0600 and 2200 was down. Breitzman asked if the frequency variation at 1800 due to lighting load had been more prevalent this past fall than in the past. Healy said it may be an effect of the changing hours of more and less procured regulation. Healy agreed to develop a hypothesis on why the load is causing more problems this year than last and report back to ROS.
D. Fuel Capability of Units in Extreme Weather Events – Breitzman asked Healy about the procedure for determining the fuel capability of units in extreme weather events. Healy explained that ERCOT calls a plant to determine what resources are available in extreme weather events. Although the procedure in the operating guide does not state this explicitly, it does suggest it. Healy believes the procedure is sufficient at this time.
6. System Planning Report (see Key Documents)
Dan Woodfin reported from the phone. He said that, in the future, he would try to get reports to ROS out earlier. Woodfin said that with the deployment of a new unit for Barney Davis, there was no reason to delay the Q2 2006 plant release. Once the Transmission Operator (TO) gives 60-day notice, ERCOT can go forward. Jeff Healy reported that operations is conducting a stability study set up and is putting signal equipment into service that should improve reliability and stability. Healy said he would report to ROS upon completion. Clayton Greer asked about the list of Generation Interconnection Public Projects in the System Planning Division February 2006 Report. Greer said that the list indicated these sites were to be notified through an interconnection agreement letter and that some letters won’t make it in the time shown on this list. Woodfin and Bill Bojorquez said they are not sure of the process on getting exact information from generation owners and that there is currently no process to request confirmation of whether those dates are reasonable. Bojorquez said that those dates will be used and that if you are a generator owner and that date is not correct; notify ERCOT as soon as possible.
Woodfin said that a significant number of new generation interconnection requests are being received and processed and that a screening study response back to requesters will take 45 to 90 days.

7. ERCOT Modeling Issues (see Key Documents)

Curtis Crews reported on the line comparison between operations and planning lines with MVA differences where ERCOT could identify the line in both the planning case and the operations case. Crews said that he had worked with both groups throughout the year. In January 2006, 25% of the lines did not match and there were over 500 MVA differences noted. Crews said that these are significant differences. Crews said it is difficult to understand why there might be differences and that the correctness of information and methodology should be examined. Crews emphasized that consistency is especially important in light of the future Nodal Protocols. Crews urged ROS members to review the Network Model Management System Software Proposal to be discussed at TPTF and encouraged members to review the materials on the TPTF pages on the ERCOT Website. Stuart Nelson asked who to provide comments to and Crews said to send those comments through TPTF. He said that PRS may also be an avenue for these discussions. Lee Westbrook expressed support for the efforts to enhance data accuracy and consistency, but requested that the comparison process be made as efficient as possible by carefully selecting the cases to compare, filtering out mismatches that have been previously identified and explained by TSPs, and categorizing mismatches by specific cause so as to separate true data errors from modeling structure differences or other process-based causes. 
A. OGRR181 – Submission of Consistent Data for Planning and Operational Methods – This OGRR adds language that will require that data on existing and future ERCOT System components and topology submitted to ERCOT by Transmission and/or Distribution Service Providers (TDSPs) for use in Planning and Operational Models is consistent. Crews encouraged ROS members to review this OGRR and provide comments. He asked them to endorse ERCOT’s efforts to correlate data fully understanding that there will be differences due to the nature and intent of models. He also asked them to remember that the intent of OGRR181 is to correlate data of existing equipment and that other equipment comparisons will follow. 
B. Protocol Section 8.8 – Coordination for System Topology Modifications – Crews discussed Protocol 8.8.2.1, TSP Information to be provided to ERCOT, which states that “The TSP shall notify ERCOT at least thirty (30) days before starting to energize or place into service any new or relocated Facility.” Crews said that this is important because ERCOT has 15 days to approve or reject data submittal and that coordination of model data is vital. Crews said that the Nodal Protocols call for a 90-day minimum data submittal time period and that there is a requirement for Summer Model data to be submitted a minimum of 180 days in advance. Nelson asked Crews for clarification on what he was asking of ROS. Crews said he would like to find a reasonable number to establish a minimum requirement for consistency and requested that the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) and the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) determine what that number should be. Crews would like that number to be put in OGRR181. Crews asked ROS to give a directive to SSWG and NDSWG to help define these numbers. Lee Caylor said that this is an important process and that errors would be found. Caylor commented it would be resource intensive but helpful if explanations of mismatches were captured as they were defined. Crews said that he took some of the anomalies out and if there is a difference in methodology used by the working groups, he would like to see that. In regard to Protocol 8.8.2.1, Crews said ERCOT is looking at tracking mechanisms and identifying cases where data was not provided in the specified time frame. Crews said that his group analyzes the data and talks to submitters to get data changed as needed and to coordinate database loads. Crews said that for the Nodal effort, the 90-day minimum data submittal time period specified in Protocol 3.10.1, Time Line for Network Operations Model Change Requests, was very important. Paul Rocha commented that with congestion issues, things can change over 90 days. Crews said that there may be a provision for interim updates. Steve Myers clarified that these timelines are not at ERCOT’s request; they are market driven because of the need for consistency in models. Ellis Rankin asked if TSPs can submit the changes when they occur and provide reason for the changes. Dennis Kunkel asked about the difference in the Summer Model data submittal (180 days in advance) stated in Protocol Section 10.3.1. Crews said that ERCOT went to monthly updates but with three-month notice. Paul Breitzman asked if NDSWG is looking at this. Crews and Myers made it clear that ERCOT is not advocating for this and Myers said ERCOT is not designing a system that builds in these restrictions—that the software will be designed to accommodate changes. Breitzman assigned NDSWG to study this issue and to come back to ROS with recommendations.
C. In-service Notification and Approval – Protocol Section 8.8.1, Coordination with ERCOT, states that “Prior to energizing and placing into service any new or relocated Facility connected to the ERCOT Transmission Grid, TSPs shall coordinate with and receive approval from ERCOT.” Crews said that a temporary re-route process is currently being revised. Crews stated that there are a number of challenges ahead including data submittal and database loads, system reliability, modeling, and timing of energization.
8. ROS Working Groups (see Key Documents)

Dynamics – Wes Woitt reported on the work of the DWG which last met February 8 – 9, 2006. In addition to the completion of the Forney Plant Simulation report, Woitt reported that flat start activities are complete for the current year case and have begun for the future year case. DWG has a joint meeting with the Black Start Task Force (BSTF) scheduled for March 28 – 29. Woitt said that the DWG met with Henry to discuss some changes in NERC requirements. Woitt said that NERC will not be checking for an under-frequency load shedding (UFLS) assessment study this year, but that the ERCOT Operating Guides specifically say ERCOT will do an under-frequency load shedding adequacy study every 5 years, with the first dating to 2001. Mark Henry said that NERC has a lot of standards and requirements and only a few are selected by NERC for review across its Regions in any given year. This particular standard, PRC-006-0, is not on the 2006 annual NERC plan for enforcement. Paul Rocha said that performing the under frequency simulations involves modeling the effects of loss of significant amounts of generation and seeing if the system remains reliable after triggering some level of UFLS, and that if the models are not accurate, it will affect the simulation. Henry said that the standard is not prescriptive about what needs to be done and that old simulations can be used if still considered valid. DWG suggested delaying the study by a year.
Ellis Rankin made a motion to waive the seven-day notice requirement to bring an issue to a vote. Stuart Nelson seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.
Stuart Nelson made a motion for ROS to direct DWG to postpone the UFLS study by one year and for DWG to submit a mitigation plan to Mark Henry, ERCOT Compliance, stating that DWG will perform the study with an improved combined cycle model in 2007. Rocha seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment. Woitt commented that he did not think an improved combined cycle model would be completed by 2007. 
A. FPL Forney Event Simulation – Roy Boyer reported that the simulation was a response to NERC blackout recommendation. This event simulation was run to compare the fidelity of the ERCOT dynamics model with actual system performance during an event. Boyer said that output for the simulation depends on both the type of incident and the instrumentation used. The Forney Event Simulation occurred August 19, 2004 and the full report of the simulation study is posted with the Key Documents for this meeting. Boyer showed the actual recorded system frequency response and the simulated frequency response using DWG data and explained adjustments that were made to the data by the primary governing software. He said that data from this event showed that about half of the online generating units had no frequency response, although hydro units responded more quickly than the model predicted. Boyer said that the non-response was seen across all technologies and that some machines responded slower or to a lesser degree than the DWG model showed. Boyer showed a slide comparing the Forney event and the Comanche Peak event that was run in May of 2003. Boyer said that DWG reached 20 conclusions and urged ROS members to review these conclusions which are listed at the end of the report. Boyer said the big lesson learned is that DWG needs to change how it does studies involving frequency response and make them more realistic.
Jack Thormahlen questioned the data for hydros stating that the simulation cannot possibly mimic reality and Boyer agreed. ROS discussed combined cycle model issues in studies and agreed that the current combined cycle models are inadequate. Stuart Nelson expressed concern with reserve levels the way criteria are set. Paul Rocha said that in the absence of the combined cycle model, DWG increased/adjusted the droop to 17% (a long-term average) and that a test on a different day would produce a different result. Breitzman said that the original assignment was to determine model fidelity, asked where DWG is on that task, and questioned what to go forward with and the next steps to be taken. The ROS agreed that the issue of performance standards must be addressed so that there can be some expectation of minimum performance in the future. Given some minimum level of performance, the ROS also agreed that it is important to support ERCOT’s efforts to get better combined cycle models   funded. John Schmuck stated the need to find out why reality is so removed from what ROS thought it was. Steve Myers said that ERCOT has received significant pressure to operate to the edge and needs to use analysis to establish limits which define the edge. Myers stressed the importance of these results to be meaningful and of investing in the models and tools needed for this analysis. Breitzman agreed with Henry that performance expectations should be put on the ROS agenda for April. Compliance presented a resolution and asked for ROS support. The resolution made the following two statements:

· It is critical that ERCOT staff completes the combined cycle (CC) plant modeling effort currently budgeted for 2006.

· The DWG is directed to work with ERCOT and the vendor selected on the development of the CC models to ensure the relevant data is obtained.


Paul Breitzman waived the 7-day notice requirement to vote. There were no objections from the ROS.

Ellis Rankin made a motion that ROS support the resolution. Rocha seconded the motion. The resolution passed by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.
B. Operations – Thormahlen reported on the recent activities of the OWG. Thormahlen announced that David Wood with Austin Energy was the new Chair for the Black Start Task Force. Thormahlen also reported that the May 10, 2006 hurricane drill was mandatory for all Transmission Operators (TOs).
· OGRR165 –Update Unit Telemetry Requirement – OGRR165 proposes a revision to add a requirement for QSEs to submit real-time automatic generation control (AGC) status and Ramp Rate for all units in their portfolio. At the January 2006 ROS meeting, this was remanded back to OWG for further clarification of language surrounding the information that ERCOT is expecting to receive from QSEs and the intended purpose of the information being submitted. Thormahlen explained that due to timing of meetings, this language will not be addressed until the end of February.
· PRR647 – Gross and Net MW/MVar Data Reporting – Steve Reedy spoke about the need for PRR647. This PRR adds a requirement for QSEs representing a resource to supply both gross and net MW and MVar data to ERCOT for use in the operations model. Currently the Protocols call for QSEs to telemeter the net MW and Mvar data to ERCOT and ERCOT still wants this data. Randy Jones said he would like to understand if this is something that ERCOT actually needs or wants. R. Jones said that he originally opposed the PRR but indicated a willingness to work with ERCOT to develop language that is mutually acceptable. R. Jones emphasized, however that he would oppose any PRR that will require new capital expenditures. Reedy said that the Protocols currently state you have to provide either the net or the gross and auxiliary. Rankin made the motion that ROS report to PRS and recommend that QSEs send any available megawatt and megavar telemetry to ERCOT as soon as possible and that ROS will discuss other actions to be taken in the near future. John Schmuck seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.
· PRR631 – Black Start Bid Procedures and Compensation for Testing – Update – This PRR was not discussed and remains with the Black Start Task Force.
C. Network Data Support – David Grubbs reported on the January 26, 2006 meeting of the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG). Grubbs reported that ERCOT now has an updated Service Request process and as associated computer database working and this has significantly expanded capabilities to notify the users of changes. Grubbs said that this was a significant improvement to the users and that more improvements have been added to the list for next release. Grubbs reported that although members continue to work on resolving issues between the planning cases and the operational cases, the number of elements with a greater than 0.0001 pu impedance difference or greater than one MW rating difference is 1279 elements. Grubbs said that the large increase this month comes from the reclassification of many of the elements as matchable but with data differences. Many of these appear to be bus elements or timing differences between case updates.)NDSWG has a joint meeting planned with SSWG at the end of March to work on naming conventions for the naming of the substations. The working group has yet to review OGRR181. NDSWG recommended David Bogen of TXU Electric Delivery for the NDSWG Vice Chair position. 
R Jones made a motion to approve David Bogen as NDSWG 2006 Vice Chair. Rick Keetch seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote. All market segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment.
D. Steady State – Ken Chui reported that the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) continues to look at modeling issues and consistency. Chui said that the SSWG has determined that the best approach to building cases is to use the system peak for the base case model. SSWG decided that ERCOT has most of the data needed for system load cases. Chui said that Ken Donohoo will come up with a load peak model and will put them into the base case model. SSWG has decided to start with one case only. SSWG will be updating their procedural manual in 2006.


E. Performance Disturbance Compliance – Sydney Niemeyer presented the Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG) report. He said that PDCWG met January 23 and 24 and reviewed five frequency events. Niemeyer said that PDCWG recommended Stephen Knapp as PDCWG Vice Chair. 
Keetch made a motion to approve Stephen Knapp as PDCWG 2006 Vice Chair. Randy Ryno seconded the motion. The motion was approved by unanimous voice vote. All segments were represented except the Independent Retail Electric Provider segment. 
Niemeyer stated that PDCWG also reviewed Responsive Reserve and Non-Spin Performance metrics and that a PRR was being drafted. PDCWG also reviewed QSE Regulation performance and performance issues related to PRR525, SCE Performance and Monitoring. Niemeyer reviewed the CPS1 charts and averages and said that while there is a recent trend towards a slight increase in scores that this is not indicative of a long-term improvement. Niemeyer said that there had been some improvement in frequency response since June of last year and some decay in January. Niemeyer stated that there was an obvious change in the data around May 25th. Jeff Healy was asked to review data before and after May 25th , look for causes, and report findings back to ROS.
F. System Protection – Stan Ginsburg reported that the System Protection Working Group (SPWG) had not met since November 2005. The next SPWG meeting is scheduled for February 23rd and 24th in Houston, Texas.
9. Impact Analysis (Possible Vote)* (see Key Documents)
Jeff Gilbertson presented the Impact Analysis for the following OGRRs.

· OGRR174 –Definition of a Single Generating Unit – Gilbertson said that all ERCOT impacts could be absorbed by current staff.
10. Modeling for Network Reliability (see Key Documents)
Steve Grendel presented the Nodal Business Requirements ROS Update. He talked about the Network Model Management System (NMMS) review calendar, the business requirement methodology, and how TPTF was to get input from other groups. Grendel said that approval for TPTF-related issues would come from TPTF. He asked that comments and change requests be routed through TPTF members. Grendel said that ERCOT TPTF staff was available to provide updates and information to the subcommittees. Grendel said that he would send out an email the following day to explain the TPTF Business Requirement Review and the procedure for filing comments.
Curtis Crews presented information on NMMS. Crews talked about drawbacks to the current system and the expectations that NMMS should meet. He said that there would likely be changes to this system by March 6, 2006 as ERCOT looked for better ways to implement this system.
11. Other Business

No other business was discussed.
12. Future ROS Meetings

The March 16, 2006 ROS meeting has been cancelled. The next ROS Meeting is scheduled for April 12, 2006 from 9:30 a.m. to 5:00 PM and April 13, 2006 from 8:00 AM to 12:00 PM. The location will be announced at a later date. 
There being no further business, Breitzman adjourned the ROS Meeting at 4:00 PM on February 16, 2006.
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