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Exelon respectfully requests that this PRR not be granted urgency and that it be heard at the January PRS meeting due to the less than 48 hours to review the language and the number of open questions that need to be vetted prior to adopting this Protocol Revision.  
Exelon supports the idea of unannounced generator testing and agree with ERCOT that it is needed.  However, we have many open questions that the protocol revision, as written, does not seem to answer.  Given a little more time, we would gladly submit revised protocol language but because the PRR is requesting urgency we wanted to submit the questions for either discussion or consideration at the meeting.

1) Will the HSL that will be used during an unannounced test be based on the seasonal value provided by the QSE or the actual HSL of the unit on that day as represented in the resource plan which should be based on any mw adjustments due to weather or other operating limitations?

2) Will ERCOT prevent the QSE from offering mw off a unit that cannot get to their HSL in the allotted time or will the QSE have a discounted amount it can offer based on the output it can reach during the test?  If the QSE is prevented from offering any A/S off the unit then it could have a  market impact to the price of A/S as ERCOT will have to go deeper into the offer stacks. 

3) Can an OOMed unit be taken for the test?

4) If the unit is carrying ancillaries on the day of the test, will the unit be exempted from A/S violations that can and will occur during the test?  This assumes a smaller fleet that may or may not be able to cover the A/S on another unit.

5) Will units be given an SCE exemption?  Again, consider smaller fleets.
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


None.
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