APPROVED
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Meeting

ERCOT Austin – 7620 Metro Center Drive – Austin, Texas 78744

Thursday, April 23, 2009 – 9:30am – 11:30am
Attendance

Members:

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading
	

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Helpert, Billy
	Brazos Electric Power Cooperative
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Madden, Steve
	StarTex Power
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG 
	

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental Chemical Corporation
	


Guests:

	Barnes, Bill
	J Aron
	Via Teleconference

	Belk, Brad
	LCRA
	

	Bevill, Rob
	GMEC
	

	Boehnemann, Robin
	Exelon
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Castillo, Phyllis
	Reliant Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Davison, Brian
	PUCT
	

	Firestone, Joel
	Direct Energy
	

	Fox, Kip
	AEPSC
	

	Frederick, Jennifer
	Direct Energy
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant Energy
	

	Hammons, Daniela
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Jackson, Pat
	Cities
	

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Moast, Pat
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	O’Neill, John
	Direct Energy
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	

	Silberman, Danny
	Austin Energy
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Trostle, Kay
	Chaparral Steel
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG TX
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Anderson, Troy
	
	

	Bauld, Mandy
	
	Via Teleconference

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Coon, Patrick
	
	Via Teleconference

	Gonzalez, Ino
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Levine, Jonathan
	
	

	Mansour, Elizabeth
	
	

	Martinez, Adam
	
	Via Teleconference

	McCoy, Roy
	
	Via Teleconference

	McIntyre, Ken
	
	

	Mingo, Sonja 
	
	

	Seibert, Dave
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
PRS Vice Chair Steve Madden called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.
Antitrust Admonition
Mr. Madden directed attention to the Antitrust Admonition, which was displayed.  A copy of the Antitrust Guidelines was available for review.  
Approval of Draft PRS Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 

DeAnn Walker moved to approve the March 19, 2009 PRS meeting minutes as posted.  Gary Torrent seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Urgency Votes (see Key Documents)
Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 807, Clarify Definition of Messaging System

Mr. Madden noted that PRR807 did not receive Urgent status via e-mail vote. 
PRR800, QSE Day Ahead Metric

Market Participants discussed the ERCOT Board’s displeasure with delays to PRR800.
Ms. Walker moved to grant PRR800 Urgent status.  Randy Jones seconded the motion.  Pat Moast noted that the Texas Regional Entity (TRE) supports moving forward with PRR800 as quickly as possible and apologized for delays due to attention given to system changes.  The motion carried unanimously.
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and ERCOT Board of Directors (Board) Reports (see Key Documents)
Kristi Hobbs reported Board approval of PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeals Process and noted the request that stakeholders consider additional related items such as whether the tabling of an item might be appealed, and whether the ERCOT Board may vote on an item not considered by the lower committees.
Project Update and Summary of Project Priority List (PPL) Activity to Date (see Key Documents)
Troy Anderson reviewed the proposed schedule for 2010 project prioritization and noted the development of a third generation Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA).  Market Participants discussed that benefits statements are helpful; that different evaluations for different years of a multi-year project will make prioritization more difficult, but will match the CBA time-span to the depreciation of the asset.  Market Participants expressed concern that different depreciation rates would give unfair advantage to certain types of projects; and that a pro forma industry standard cutoff point might be considered.

Nodal Parking Deck Discussion
Mr. Anderson presented the Nodal parking deck concept for Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) for PRS consideration.  Ms. Hobbs noted that the process is not intended for fixes urgently needed at market go-live, but rather for items that cannot be incorporated in time for market go-live.

Market Participants discussed that language that does not go all the way to the ERCOT Board cannot be considered certain; that items in the parking deck for more than two years should be reviewed before implementation, as conditions may have changed; that ERCOT would prepare an Impact Analysis when an item is transferred from the Nodal parking deck in preparation for consideration in the PPL; and that items would not be subject to a double review process, in which the entirety of the language would not be reviewed, but a summary of a release’s contents would be developed for the purpose of seeking funding.

Henry Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of the Nodal parking deck process with ownership at the ERCOT Board.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. R. Jones requested that a brief white paper on the Nodal parking deck process be developed.  Mr. Anderson and Ms. Hobbs offered to develop the white paper.
Update on CEO Review Process

Mr. Anderson reviewed the CEO Review form for NPRR167, Options for Filing Verifiable Costs – QSEs or Resources.  Mr. Fox suggested, for the sake of clarity, the addition of check boxes to indicate “needed for go-live”, “not needed for go-live”, and “no opinion”.
Other Binding Documents (see Key Documents)
Adam Martinez and Dave Seibert reviewed the revised list of Other Binding Documents (OBDs), noted that additional revisions continue to be received from internal resources and suggested that the document be considered for a vote at the May 2009 PRS meeting.  
Market Participants discussed that language for the approval of revised OBDs might need to be developed; that OBDs should be put in one format and a standardized change procedure should be prescribed; that all OBDs should be placed in the market guides, as Market Participants are used to referring to the market guides; and that document sponsors should have to make the case as to why placing a particular OBD in a market guide encumbers their work.  Market Participants also discussed that flexibility must be maintained for immediate response to give ERCOT the authority to take necessary actions.

Mr. Martinez noted that the Market Information System (MIS) build is scheduled to be released in July 2009, and that he will work with the MIS team to deliver a known OBD page and then manage changes.  Mr. Madden directed that the task force that originally considered the disposition of OBDs be revitalized.

Review of Recommendation Report, Impact Analysis and Cost/Benefit Analysis (see Key Documents)
PRR796, Resource Plan Performance Metric

PRR802, TCR Transition to CRR Refund Revision
Eric Goff moved to endorse and forward the PRS Recommendation Report and Impact Analyses for PRR796 and PRR802 to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR156, Transparency for PSS and Full Interconnection Studies
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR156 as amended by the 04/22/09 PSEG Texas comments.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  Marguerite Wagner expressed concern that the Impact Analysis was not available.  Mr. Anderson noted that presenting an Impact Analysis directly to TAC is not without precedent, and that variations in the language have added to the review delay.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR157, Extending Black Start Service Bid Timeline

NPRR163, Removal of Late Fee Language

NPRR166, Timing for Required Black Start Unit Load Carrying Test

NPRR167, Options for Filing Verifiable Costs – QSEs or Resources
Mr. Fox moved to endorse and forward the PRS Recommendation Report and Impact Analyses for NPRR157, NPRR163, NPRR166, and NPRR167 to TAC.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Review of PRR Language (see Key Documents)
PRR787, Add Violation Language to QSE Performance Standard

Randa Stephenson reviewed the history of PRR787, comments to PRR787 and recent work of the discussion group.  Brian Davison noted that only one QSE in 2008 received a violation for non-compliance, and opined that the 12 month average is not overly burdensome.  Market Participants expressed concern that some comments had not yet been vetted at the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS); and that some issues, such as forced deratings, require further discussion.  
Mr. Bailey moved to remand PRR787 to ROS.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
PRR800, QSE Day Ahead Metric
Ann Boren noted that the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) endorsed PRR800 as submitted.  Market Participants discussed that the TRE comments are key to the Impact Analysis;  Mr. Anderson offered to work with the TRE to revise the Impact Analysis per their comments.

Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of PRR800 as amended by CPS comments.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segment.

PRR801, Manual TCR Adjustments
Mr. Goff moved to recommend approval of PRR801 as amended by WMS comments.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that that an effort will be made by the Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG) to develop a process utilizing the Nodal market Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR) process; and that codifying a process for adjusting Transmission Congestion Right (TCR) auction quantities would provide transparency. The motion carried unanimously.  
PRR805, Adding POLR Customer Class and AMS Meter Flag to the Database Query Function on the MIS
Market Participants discussed that Reliant’s comments to PRR805 add two fields; that “patterns of use” is different than a Load Profile; and that some Market Participants consider the Load Profile to be proprietary information.

Mr. Fox moved to recommend approval as submitted.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the IPM Market Segment.
PRR806, Re-Registration of Market Participant Due to Mass Transition of ESI IDs
Frederick spoke to PRR806

Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of PRR806 as submitted.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

PRR807, Clarify Definition of Messaging System

Patrick Coon reported that the Market Operation System (MOS) has been discovered to be exclusively designed for QSEs with generation and does not send the award in accordance with Protocol to the bidding QSE if it is not in the parent table.  Mr. Coon noted that fixing the parent table would be costly and pose risks to other functions and offered that posting the award for regular queries by bidding QSEs would be less costly and allow access to the Real Time awards generated by the MOS.  

Mr. Coon also noted that ERCOT filed a Protocol violation with the PUCT; that PRR807 is mitigation; and that the fix would end with the zonal market.

Adrian Pieniazek moved to recommend approval of PRR807 as submitted.  Billy Helpert seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  

PRR808, Clean-up and Alignment of RECs Trading Program Language with PUC Rules
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of PRR808 as amended by J Aron’s comments.  Mr. Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

PRR809, OOMC Startup Costs Clarification & Modification
Market Participants discussed varying possible interpretations of the revision; that some language intended for clarification actually adds to the confusion; and that the revision codifies a process and incorporated “max zero” logic into the settlement formula that calculates the price for start-up costs.

Mr. Goff moved to recommend approval of PR809 as amended by Luminant Energy and Reliant Energy comments.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Review of NPRR Language (see Key Documents)
NPRR141, TSP and/or DSP Energy Storage for Reliability
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR141 as amended by Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) comments.  Mr. Helpert seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR165, Synchronizing Section 1 with PRR697
Ms. Walker moved to table NPRR165 and direct ERCOT staff to review the language for consistency with the most current Protocol language.  After some discussion, Ms. Walker withdrew her motion.  Market Participants discussed the impacts of multiple revisions addressing the same Protocol sections, including the possibility of irreconcilable versions.
Ms. Walker moved to table NPRR165 until NPRR156, ICCP Telemetry Information Submittals, is approved by the ERCOT Board.  Scott Wardle seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR170, Synchronization of PRR806, Re-Registration of Market Participant Due to Mass Transition of ESI IDs
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR170 as submitted.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

NPRR171, Synchronization of PRR805, Adding POLR Customer Class and AMS Meter Flag to the Database Query Function on the MIS
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR170 as submitted.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR172, Synchronization of Section 15 with PRR782, Clean-up an Corrections to Terminology and Transaction Timings in Protocol Section 15, Customer Registration
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR172 as submitted.  Mr. Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR173, Reduce the Minimum Quantity for Ancillary Service Offers
Mr. Wardle moved to recommend approval of NPRR173 as submitted.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

NPRR174, FIP Modifications in Verifiable Startup and Minimum Energy Cost and Recovery of Exceptional Fuel Costs During RUC Intervals

Market Participants discussed that the 10% adder should be advanced and the dispute concept given further consideration; that the Nodal market lacks a mechanism to collect additional monies for incremental costs; and that the concept of uplift and disputes is foreign to the original Nodal market design.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to remand NPRR174 to WMS for further discussion as to how to settle disputed charges.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that the 10% adder has been thoroughly vetted; that the value of “Y” has not been determined; that there is no way to directly uplift a payment without making a system change; and that the Verifiable Cost Working Group (VCWG) should further review the item.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP) Market Segment.
Notice of Withdrawal

NPRR151, Clarify Definition of a Generator Output Breaker in the Outage Scheduler

System Change Request (SCR) 750, Upgrade ERCOT’s Systems so Users Can Upgrade to Internet Explorer 7.0 and Beyond
Mr. Madden noted the withdrawal of NPRR151 and SCR750.  There were no objections.
Adjournment

Mr. Madden adjourned the meeting at 2:05 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/04/20090423-PRS" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/04/20090423-PRS� 
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