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	Comments


The Protocols from ERCOT Zonal go-live (in 2001) to the present have had the requirement for all interconnected Resources that are On-line to have a governor in service.  No exceptions have been provided to this requirement.  The changes in this Protocol Revision Request (PRR):

· Create “classes” of Resources that are expected to comply, with varying degrees, with the governor-in service requirement.  

· Appear to provide opportunity for Entities that have not attempted to comply with this requirement to state that there has never been an expectation for attempted compliance.

· Do not address increasing participation in Ancillary Service markets by Load Resources. 

As the interconnect experiences increasing participation by Load Resources in Ancillary Service markets and increasing interconnection of new types of Resources, the expectation should continue to be that all Resources must provide response to system frequency deviations in a direction that is opposite that of the system frequency excursion.  

Several of the filed comments on this PRR have discussed the fact that retrofitting to meet existing requirements is expensive.  The criterion under discussion is reliability, not expense or whether the ERCOT interconnect can support a degree of unresponsiveness.  To the degree that some Resources are on the ERCOT Transmission Grid are unresponsive, other generators are required to provide additional response to help the interconnect regain frequency. 

If we move in a direction where different Resources are allowed to have different responsiveness to system frequency, we need to make frequency response a compensated Ancillary Service.  This would open up the opportunity for Entities that do not provide this capability to the system to contract with Entities that provide the service on their behalf.  Such a construct could potentially avoid the issue of retrofit while opening up the opportunity for other Resources to receive compensation for the opportunity cost they incur to provide frequency response service that is currently provided to the interconnect without recompense.
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