Re-Interconnection Issues

Reliability

· Define Generator Location for purposes of Operations

· What types of breaker telemetry are needed to provide ERCOT with information about plant status in terms of “location”?

· What type of breaker control is required to provide generators with operational flexibility in terms of sink points?

· If the Resource elects to only inject at one of two nodes and installs a permissive interlock system on the breaker controls, does that call for ERCOT to have status points on both the breakers and the interlock switch?

· Define Generator Location for purposes of Planning

· What indications of generator location does ERCOT need to run studies?

· Should generators be required to define their location for any period of time (months, years?)

· Should ERCOT Standard Generator Interconnection Agreement be revised to account for generator re-connection?

· If TOs and ERCOT have to assume a generator sinking at multiple locations for purposes of all planning, what does this mean for reliability/economic upgrade planning? 

· What ERCOT planning venue (RPG, generator interconnection process, other?) is appropriate to ensure planning is properly coordinated?

· If a generator does choose to inject into the network at multiple nodes, should that be a one-time, irrevocable choice?

· Outage Planning

· What types of outage planning requirements are needed to support:

·  CRR auctions?

· transmission construction planning

Market 
· CRRs

· What does Reinterconnection mean to ability to sell forward CRRs? Is there any way to quantify increased/diminished value?

· What type of outage entry requirements for alternate interconnection capability would be needed to support CRR auctions? 

· How would “relocation”, where the generator could flow power to two nodes in different load zones complicate PCRRs if the generator owner qualifies under a contract meeting the Nodacols contract date?

· Pricing

· What does alternate interconnection capability mean to LMP pricing? Should “reinterconnection” be a one-way street (once you choose a new injection node that becomes irrecovable)?

· Should single or dual reinterconnection become an irrevocable choice of the Resource, and if so, what is the drop-dead date for that choice to be made? 
· Are there potential impacts on scarcity pricing?

· Are there potential impacts to Generation adequacy? 

· Does this capability make it more or less difficult to invest in merchant generation in ERCOT?

· Should we limit our concerns and actions over this issue to the Nodal market?

Policy
· How much of interconnection cost is borne by loads through T Cost

· Should 2nd interconnection of existing facility be prioritized at same level as “first” interconnection of other new units

· If TOs and ERCOT have to assume a generator sinking at multiple locations for purposes of all planning, what does this mean for consumer costs?

· Should PUC rules be revised to allow regulated TSPs to build transmission lines without line certification review and approval by the PUC if landowners consent?

· Can a private transmission line that is not reviewed and certificated by the PUC be subsequently sold to a regulated TSP for inclusion into TCOS?

· Should the reinterconnection of a Resource at the Resource’s cost for construction be considered any differently for cost recovery purposes (if the Resource is willing to establish a utility for the new construction and provide the unused capacity of the circuit/s under Open Access rules) than ERCOT’s choice to reinterconnect a Resource for the “economic benefit” of the system?

