ERCOT PROTOCOL REVISION SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING

4/18/08 Draft Minutes


Attendance:

	PRS Members
	Name
	Representing

	Dan 
	Bailey
	GP&L

	David 
	Detelich
	CPS Energy

	Henry
	Durrwachter
	Luminant

	Clayton
	Greer
	J. Aron

	Kevin 
	Gresham (Chair)
	Reliant Energy

	Billy
	Helpert
	BEPC

	Steve
	Madden
	StarTex Power

	Sandy
	Morris
	LCRA

	Darrin
	Pfannenstiel
	Stream Energy

	Adrian
	Pieniazek
	NRG Texas

	DeAnn
	Walker
	CenterPoint Energy

	Scott
	Wardle
	Oxy

	
	
	

	Participants
	 
	 

	Jack
	Adams
	ERCOT

	Troy
	Anderson
	ERCOT 

	Ann
	Boren
	ERCOT

	Mark
	Bruce
	FPL Energy

	Brian
	Davidson
	PUCT

	Betty
	Day
	ERCOT

	Andrew
	Gallo
	ERCOT

	Ino 
	Gonzalez
	ERCOT

	Blake
	Gross
	AEP

	Kristi
	Hobbs
	ERCOT

	Tom 
	Jackson
	Austin Energy

	Liz
	Jones
	Oncor

	Jonathan
	Levine
	ERCOT

	Nieves
	López
	ERCOT

	Debbie
	McKeever
	Oncor

	Carl
	Raish
	ERCOT

	Kyle
	Miller
	CenterPoint

	Raj
	Rajagopal
	ERCOT

	Kathy
	Scott
	CenterPoint Energy

	Walter
	Shumate
	Shumate & Associates

	Lee
	Starr
	Bryan Utilities


Unless stated otherwise, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
1.  Anti-Trust Admonition

The Anti-Trust Admonition (Admonition) was displayed for the members.  Kevin Gresham read the Admonition and reminded the members that paper copies of the Admonition are available.  Mr. Gresham suggested adding taskforces to the list of groups covered by the Admonition.  

2.  Approval of March 20, 2008 Minutes

Mark Bruce offered an editorial revision.  

DeAnn Walker moved to approve the draft March 20, 2008 meeting minutes as revised.  David Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.
3.  Urgency Votes

None
4.  TAC and ERCOT Board of Directors (ERCOT Board) Reports

Mr. Gresham reported that the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) forwarded the following revision requests for ERCOT Board approval:

· PRR758, Clarification of Language Related to Generation Netting for ERCOT Polled Settlement Meters

· NPRR092, Remove Voltage Schedules Requirement

· NPRR099, RMR Incentive Factor Payment

· NPRR100, PCRR Release Mechanism

· NPRR101, Modify Time Requirements for Entry of Equipment in the Outage Scheduler

· NPRR103, Settlement of Power Imported via DC Ties and Block Load Transfer Under a Declared Emergency Condition

The ERCOT Board approved PRR747, IDR Requirement Change, PRR758, NPRR092, NPRR099, NPRR100, NPRR101, and NPRR103, as recommended by TAC.  The ERCOT Board approved PRR752, Update to Posting Requirements of Standard QSE-Specific Market Reports, as revised by the ERCOT Board.  PRS noted that the ERCOT Board tabled PRR743, TCR Transition to CRR, with instructions to TAC to address refund issues.
NPRR Management

Mr. Gresham reported that the ERCOT Board approved the NPRR management proposal.  Troy Anderson noted that the ERCOT Board expressed the same reservations regarding funding uncertainty as was expressed by the subcommittees and TAC.

5. Project Update and Summary of Project Priority List (PPL) Activity

Mr. Anderson presented the Project Management Office update.  The update included an overview of the 2009 project prioritization schedule; a review of the funding levels by program area; and review of the Unfunded Project List pursuant Section 21, Process for Protocol Revision.  Details of the presentation are included in the meeting key documents.

6. Review of Recommendation Reports, Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) and Impact Analyses

NPRR108, Fuel Oil Price (FOP) Clarification

NPRR112, Emergency Base Point Price Deviation

PRR720, Texas Regional Entity Fee Methodology Revision

PRR753, PRR Appeals Process

LPGRR030, Distributed Renewable Generation Modifications
Clayton Greer moved to endorse the PRS Recommendation Reports for NPRR108, NPRR112, PRR720, PRR753, PRR756 and LPGRR030 and forward these documents for TAC consideration.  Steve Madden seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Greer moved to endorse the Impact Analyses for NPRR108, NPRR112, PRR720, and PRR753 and forward these documents for TAC consideration.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.
PRR756, Distributed Renewable Generation Modification
Kathy Scott reviewed CenterPoint Energy comments that centered on the “ignore loop” and the installation of advanced metering.  Carl Raish commented that CenterPoint’s comments will create a gap for distributed generation customers on profiles and those on Interval Data Recorders (IDRs).  Participants discussed whether the language should be modified and, because a number of PUC projects are devoted to this issue, whether this PRR should address advanced metering at this time.  Liz Jones suggested that the CenterPoint comments add clarity to the comments submitted by Reliant Energy.  Scott Wardle commented that the differentiation between under and over 50kW for Load profiling was key in his support for the recommendation for approval of PRR756 and stated that he was willing to support CenterPoint’s comments.  Lee Starr reminded the group that PRR756 is key to complying with legislative requirements. 

Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of PRR756 as amended by CenterPoint Energy comments and as revised by PRS.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

PRR756, Distributed Renewable Generation Modification
LPGRR030, Distributed Renewable Generation Modifications

Mr. Anderson reviewed the Impact Analyses for PRR756 and LPGRR030 and the CBA for PRR756.  Mr. Wardle commented that the CBA shows negative return on investment and inquired whether there is any way to reduce the cost.  Mr. Raish responded that the expense is related to Texas SET changes, specifically accommodation of the “ignore loop.”  Blake Gross commented that the majority of the cost is associated with 867_03, Monthly Usage, process.  Participants opined that the Impact Analysis does not clearly reflect the impacted business functions – that is the 867_03 monthly usage business processes and supporting the new distributed renewable generation Load Profiles.  Kyle Miller commented that the assumption of the number of sites (100) is not representative because many more are anticipated.   PRS revised the PRR756 Impact Analysis and CBA accordingly.

Ms. Walker moved to endorse the Impact Analysis and CBA for PRR756 as revised by PRS and the Impact Analysis for LPGRR030 and to forward these documents to TAC.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion passed with one abstention from the Consumer Market Segment.
7.  Review of PRR Language
PRR754, Resource Settlement Due to Forced Transmission Outage.

PRS noted that Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) had not yet reviewed this PRR and deferred further discussion.

PRR757, Emergency Interruptible Load Service Formula Correction

Paul Wattles reviewed PRR757 and explained that this PRR represents conforming provisions with the remainder of the Protocols and corrects typographical errors.  Mr. Greer inquired whether it is bad form to be inconsistent in the definition of the variable i throughout the Protocols.  PRS directed ERCOT Staff to revise variable i to in for the purpose of Protocol provisions related to EILS.
PRR760, Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) Availability Factor Clarification

Mr. Wattles reviewed PRR760 and explained how provisions related to the availability factor and alternate baseline are revised to apply to all Loads.  

Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of PRR757 as modified by PRS and recommend approval of PRR760 as submitted.  Tom Jackson seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

PRR759, Changes in Notification to Customer of Service Establishment

Jack Adams reviewed PRR759 and explained that this revision aligns Section 15, Customer Registration, with PUC Subst. R. 25.474, Selection of Electric Retail Provider.  Mr. Adams noted that the PUC rule does not require a service establishment notice for move-in orders and that eliminating this notice will have no effect on the Customer’s ability to dispute move-in orders.
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of PRR759 as submitted.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

8.  Review of NPRR Language

NPRR097, Changes to Section 8 to Incorporate Role of TRE, the IMM, and the Concept of Market Compliance.

Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR097 as revised by ERCOT Staff comments dated April 1, 2008.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR105, Section 23, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols. 

Kristi Hobbs explained that ERCOT Market Rules prefers to place all definitions in Section 2, Definitions and Acronyms.  Ms. Hobbs explained that this would be easier to manage for ERCOT Staff and Protocol users who would have to refer only to one Section for definitions.  Ms. Hobbs reported that this would add about 60-70 new definitions to Section 2.

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR105 as amended by TPTF comments and as revised by PRS to strike Section specific definitions, with instruction to ERCOT Staff to place these definitions in Section 2 through a separate NPRR.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR106, Section 24, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols.  

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR106 as amended by TPTF comments and as revised by PRS to strike Section specific definitions, with instruction to ERCOT Staff to place these definitions in Section 2 through a separate NPRR.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR109, Section 18, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols.  

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR109 as amended by TPTF comments and ERCOT Staff comments, and as revised by PRS to strike Section specific definitions, with instruction to ERCOT Staff to place these definitions in Section 2 through a separate NPRR.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR110, Section 20, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols. 

Mr. Greer moved to recommends approval of NPRR110 as amended by TPTF comments and COPS comments, and as revised by PRS to strike Section specific definitions, with instruction to ERCOT Staff to place these definitions in Section 2 through a separate NPRR.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR113, Load Resource Type Indicator for Ancillary Service (AS) Trades and Self-Arranged AS.

Participants noted that TPTF submitted comments.
Adrian Pieniazek moved to recommend approval of NPRR113 as amended by TPTF comments.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

NPRR114, Section 11, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols

NPRR115, Grey-Boxing of Settlement and Billing Related Information Calculation

NPRR117, Resource Registration Clarification
NPRR118, Section 14, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols

NPRR119, Resource Limit Calculator

NPRR120, Corrections and Clarifications for Real Time Settlements

NPRR121, System Parameters Posting Frequency

NPRR122, Simplify Ancillary Services Settlement Formulas

NPRR123, Inadvertent Energy Account Revision

NPRR124, Resource Node Updated Definitions

Mr. Greer moved to refer NPRR114, NPRR115, NPRR117, NPRR118, NPRR119, NPRR120, NPRR121, NPRR122, NPRR123, and NPRR124 to TPTF for review.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

9.  Requests for Withdrawal
NPRR104, Corrections and Clarifications for Real Time Settlements and Ancillary Service Net Obligations

NPRR116, Addition of Commercially Traded Points to Settlement Point List
NPRR125, Creation of a New Trading Hub at Venus Switching Station
PRS confirmed the withdrawal of NPRR104, NPRR116, and NPRR125.
10.  Review of nodal documents
Participants reviewed the list of nodal documents without defined owners or revision processes and discussed whether all these documents should be made part of the Protocols or should reside elsewhere.  Jerry Ward expressed concern over the use of the term “binding document” as this has a specific meaning in the context of ERCOT governance.  PRS noted that making at least some of these documents part of the Protocols would create ownership, accessibility and provide for a change control process.  Ino Gonzalez expressed the preference that the documents related to verifiable cost not be made part of the Protocols; rather, they should reside under the WMS.  Mr. Gresham directed ERCOT staff to arrange for a conference call to discuss the scope of the project.

11.  Other Business

None
Future PRS Meetings
· May 22, 2008
· June 19, 2008
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