PRS Review of Appeal Process

Notes 8/6/07 Meeting

Attendees:
	Name
	Representing

	Andrew Gallo
	ERCOT

	Chris Brewster
	City of Eastland

	Diana Zake
	ERCOT

	Eric Goff
	Constellation NewEnergy

	Hal Hughes
	DME

	Kevin Gresham
	Reliant

	Nieves Lopez
	ERCOT

	Brad Belk
	LCRA


Kevin Gresham read the anti-trust admonition aloud and reminded attendees that copies of the anti-trust guidelines are available from ERCOT Market Services.  
The group discussed the following while developing the chart below:

· The 7/19/07 PRS discussion of the appeals process, concluding that including TAC reconsideration of a decision in the process is unnecessary.
· That for the betterment of the appeal process, that all parties should voice their opinion regarding an appeal as soon as possible, providing to the BOD information that supports their position.

· The impact of the proposal on a Market Participant’s compliance with subsection (c) of §22.251, Review of Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) Conduct, which states in part:

An entity must use Section 20 of the ERCOT Protocols (Alternative Dispute Resolution Procedures, or ADR), or Section 21 of the Protocols (Process for Protocol Revision), or other Applicable ERCOT Procedures, before presenting a complaint to the commission.  For the purpose of this section, the term "Applicable ERCOT Procedures" refers to Sections 20 and 21 of the ERCOT Protocols and other applicable sections of the ERCOT protocols that are available to challenge or modify ERCOT conduct, including participation in the protocol revision process.  If a complainant fails to use the Applicable ERCOT Procedures, the presiding official may dismiss the complaint or abate it to give the complainant an opportunity to use the Applicable ERCOT Procedures.
· The duty of TAC to ensure that its position is presented to the BOD and who could make that presentation.
· The three options developed on 6/25/07, concluding that Option 3 would be considered the “Normal Appeals Timeline” and that Option 2 would be considered the “Expedited Appeals Timeline”.  An appealing party using the Expedited Appeals Timeline would have a higher hurdle, because more complete information may be sacrificed for quicker resolution.
Next Steps: 

1. Distribute notes from the 8/6/07 meeting to all previous participants

2. Develop a white paper explaining concept to PRS, then, if approved to TAC (TAC can determine whether it is appropriate to present the white paper to the BOD).

3. Draft PRR language
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