Nodal Protocol Revision Request


	NPRR Number
	
	
	Costs incurred due to a Resource delaying Maintenance


	Date Posted
	

	
	

	Nodal Protocol Section(s) Requiring Revision (Include Section No. and Title)
	

	Revision Description
	

	Reason for Revision
	

	Overall Market Benefit
	

	Overall Market Impact
	

	Consumer Impact
	

	Credit Implications 

(Yes or No, and summary of impact)
	

	Reason for Revision (from Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) Charter Scope)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
(1) Revisions resulting from Commission orders; 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
(2) Clarifications of Protocol language that do not change the intent or technical specifications of the Protocols; 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
(3) Correction of technical errors or processes that are found to not be technically feasible; 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
(4) Revisions to the Protocols necessary to implement the results of the value engineering analysis or to otherwise avoid severe cost impacts; or

 FORMCHECKBOX 
(5) Other (describe):

	TPTF Review (Yes or No, and summary of conclusion)
	


	Quantitative Impacts and Benefits


Instructions:  To allow for comprehensive NPRR consideration and development of the Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA), please fill out each block below completely and provide as much detailed information as possible.  Wherever possible, please include reasons, explanations, and cost/benefit analyses pertaining to the PRR.

	Assumptions
	1
	e.g.: Key assumptions used in estimating market cost and/or benefit

	
	2
	Dependencies on other projects or other timing requirements

	
	3
	

	
	4
	

	Market Cost
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	e.g.: Cost per MP to implement
	e.g.: $10,000 each for 50 QSEs

	
	2
	Add’l staff required per MP
	1.5 FTE each for 6 TDSPs @ $65/hour

	
	3
	
	

	
	4
	
	

	Market Benefit
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	e.g.: Reduced MP costs
	e.g.: 2 FTE reduction for 25 CRs @ $65/hour

	
	2
	Enhanced MP efficiency
	2 hour savings per day for 50 generators @$65

	
	3
	Reduced congestion cost
	 0.5% reduction in total congestion cost

	
	4
	
	

	Additional Qualitative Information
	1
	e.g.: Benefits that are difficult to quantify

	
	2
	Benefits that are not certain but relatively likely

	
	3
	Customer service impacts, cash flow impacts, transaction speed, etc.

	
	4
	

	Other Comments
	1
	e.g.: Thoughts on ERCOT systems impacts

	
	2
	Potential manual workarounds or delivery options

	
	3
	Other comments of value to PRS, TAC and the Board of Directors

	
	4
	


	Sponsor

	Name
	

	E-mail Address
	

	Company
	

	Phone Number
	

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	


	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	

	E-Mail Address
	

	Phone Number
	


	Proposed Protocol Language Revision


5.6.3
Forced Outage of a RUC-Committed Resource

(1)
The calculation of a Make-Whole Payment for a RUC-committed Resource that is eligible to receive startup costs under Section 5.6.2, RUC Startup Cost Eligibility, and that experiences a Forced Outage after unit synchronization is governed by Section 5.6.2.

(2)
If a RUC-committed Resource, which Resource is eligible to include startup costs in its RUC Guarantee under Section 5.6.2 without considering the criteria in item (2)(d) of Section 5.6.2, that experiences startup failure that creates a Forced Outage before breaker close, ERCOT shall include the Resource’s submitted and approved verifiable actual costs in the Resource’s RUC Guarantee, limited to the lesser of: 

(a)
costs that qualify as normal startup expenses, including fuel and operation and maintenance expenses, incurred before the event that caused the Forced Outage; or

(b)
Resource’s Startup Offer in the RUC. 

(3)
The process for determining the verifiable actual costs for a startup attempt under (2) above must be developed by ERCOT, approved by the appropriate TAC subcommittee, and posted to the MIS Secure Area within one Business Day after initial approval and after each approved change. 

(4)
The verifiable actual costs for a startup attempt under (2) shall only be included in the Resource’s RUC Guarantee upon QSE notification of the startup attempt under (2) and approval of the verifiable actual costs under (3).

5.6.4
   Costs incurred due to a Resource delaying Maintenance
(1)
If a Resource is issued a RUC instruction and the compliance with that instruction results directly in a requirement for postponement of an ERCOT approved scheduled outage, and if incremental costs are incurred as a direct result of that postponement, then the QSE may file a dispute to include, those incremental costs in its Make Whole Payment if all of the following conditions are met:
(a)
Resource must be approved for maintenance outage by ERCOT

(b)    
Resource must be shown as unavailable and off-line in its COP  and not participating in DAM/DRUC
(c)    
QSE representing Resource must provide satisfactory documentation to ERCOT to allow cost recovery for any additional costs incurred by the Resource resulting from delaying the approved scheduled maintenance outage.
.
.






PRR_Template.doc
Page 2 of 1
PRR_Template.doc
Page 2 of 1
NPRR Submission Form 052008
Page 1 of 3
PUBLIC

