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	Comments


	Overall Market Benefit
	Clarify how ERCOT will administer the Commercially Significant Constraint (CSC) process. 

	Overall Market Impact
	Consistent interpretation and application of the Protocols.

	Consumer Impact
	Unknown


While many of the changes made by ERCOT make sense and add some clarity, effectively the changes simply document in the Protocols what ERCOT did during the 2009 CSC approval process as opposed to evaluating the policy decision and applying it universally to the overall process.

Additionally, AEP would like for ERCOT to address the following questions:

1. In the event there are two CSCs where the CSC is the overloaded element, the new language seems to call for a post contingency analysis for two CSCs.  What is ERCOT's intent in such a situation?  To remove both elements simultaneously or conduct several impact analyses?  If the latter, how will the clustering of two cases be handled?

2. In the event that a stability interface limit is identified as the CSC, which is by definition is a family of lines, which line will be used as the basis of clustering?  Or how will the impact factors for the multiple lines be considered?

3. If consistency with post contingency operations is important, then for instances where the CSC is the contingent element (the element who's outage leads to overloads on other elements), why is the impact factor on that CSC even relevant?
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


None at this time.
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