DRAFT
Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) Meeting

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

Thursday, September 10, 2009– 9:30 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.
Attendance
Members:

	Allen, Thresa
	Iberdrola Renewables
	

	Armke, James
	Austin Energy
	

	DeTullio, David
	Air Liquide
	

	Franklin, John
	E. ON
	

	Garrett, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Gutierrez, Fernando
	BP Energy
	

	Hatfield, Bill
	LCRA
	

	Helyer, Scott
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Holloway, Harry
	SUEZ
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	Alt. Rep. for K. Donohoo

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant Energy
	

	Kunkel, Dennis
	AEP
	

	McDaniel, Rex
	Texas-New Mexico Power
	

	Moore, John
	South Texas Electric Cooperative
	

	Rocha, Paul
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Vanderlaan, Dirk
	Exelon Generation
	Alt. Rep. for W. Kuhn

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Williams, Blake
	CPS Energy
	


Proxy assigned:
· Tony Marsh to Rick Keetch
· Marguerite Wagner to Randy Jones

Guests:

	Barnes, Bill
	J Aron
	Via Teleconference

	Barry, Victor
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Bruce, Mark
	MJB Energy Consulting
	

	Doty, Jeanie
	Austin Energy
	

	Firestone, Joel
	Direct Energy
	

	Gibbens, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	John, Ebby
	CenterPoint Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Martin, Steve
	Oncor
	

	Niemeyer, Sydney
	NRG Energy
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Owens, Frank
	TMPA
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Thormahlen, Jack
	LCRA QSE
	

	Troutman, Jennifer
	AEP Energy Partners
	

	Ward, Jerry
	Luminant
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	DME
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Brenton, Jim
	
	Via Teleconference

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Frosch, Colleen
	
	

	Kota, Naga
	
	

	Landin, Yvette
	
	

	Mereness, Matt
	
	

	Teixeira, Jay
	
	

	Villanueva, Leo
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.

ROS Vice Chair Rick Keetch called the ROS meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. 
Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Keetch directed attention to the displayed ERCOT Antitrust Admonition and noted the requirement to comply with the ERCOT Antitrust Guidelines.  A copy of the guidelines was available for review.  
Agenda Review
Mr. Keetch announced that the ROS Chair would not be present at the ROS meeting.  
Approval of Draft ROS Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents)

Harry Holloway requested that his affiliation be corrected to reflect SUEZ on both the July 16 and August 13, 2009 draft ROS meeting minutes.
Randy Jones moved to approve the July 16 and August 13, 2009 ROS meeting minutes as amended.  Mr. Holloway seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Update (see Key Documents)
Mark Bruce noted that all Operating Guide Revision Requests (OGRRs) under consideration at the September 3, 2009 TAC meeting were approved as recommended by ROS.  Mr. Bruce also noted a TAC assignment to ROS to follow-up on issues raised at the recent Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) wind integration workshop; and that TAC Procedures were modified to require all participants at ERCOT stakeholder meetings to clearly identify themselves and who they are representing at that specific meeting.  Mr. Bruce added that tent cards are deemed adequate for seated representatives.

Nodal Single Entry Model (SEM) Implementation (see Key Documents)
Matt Mereness provided the SEM Go-Live transition summary and an early report of the SEM Go-Live details from the August 31, 2009 implementation date.  Mr. Mereness reported that prior to SEM Go-Live, ERCOT’s stress-testing included 50 concurrent users, and to-date there had been a maximum of 20 concurrent users; that submissions of the Network Operations Model Change Request (NOMCR) were being processed and staged to be incorporated into zonal; and that additional training for Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) would be available at the end of September 2009.
Ebby John added that more clarification is needed regarding unregistered Entities; that once the final model is validated, someone must be responsible for all sections of the model; that name changes are having more impact then expected regarding outages; that ERCOT has been very responsive to working through issues; and that the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) will bring an issues update to the October 15, 2009 ROS meeting.

Inter-Control Center Communications Protocol (ICCP) Handbook v2.09 
Mr. Mereness noted that the ICCP Handbook is the guiding technical reference regarding how telemetry comes to ERCOT from the field; reviewed revisions to the document and tables; and opined that the technical issues had reached a maturity level to allow for the coordination of next-level telemetry changes by year-end.

Market Participants discussed that certain items, such as change control language and the calculation of MVA, which are either still being vetted or will be gray boxed, may be set aside in favor of consideration of only technical aspects; and discussed the removal of Controllable Load Resource telemetry from the data table, as Security-Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) does not dispatch Controllable Load Resources.  Mr. Keetch opined that no technical issues had been identified by ROS, and directed ERCOT to move forward as planned.  There were no objections to Mr. Keetch’s direction. 

ROS Voting Items (see Key Documents)
Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 822, Removing Access to Restricted Computer Systems, Control Systems and Facilities 
Steve Martin reviewed the 9/2/09 Critical Infrastructure Protection Working Group (CIPWG) comments regarding PRR822, noting stakeholder consensus that PRR822 as submitted duplicated the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Standards, and that CIPWG offers language to revise PRR822 to be an informational Protocol to inform the Texas Regional Entity (TRE) that an event has occurred and is being reported per NERC requirements.

Market Participants discussed that the revised language proposed in the 9/2/09 CIPWG comments is an improvement and provides TRE with the transparency into an event.  Victor Barry conveyed concerns that the revised language would apply to only 41 Entities in ERCOT who report that they own critical assets, and may be too limiting to address TRE Board concerns.  Market Participants asserted that Entities that arguably do not have critical assets would be unduly burdened by requirements of PRR822; that efforts should be focused on issues that have a reliability impact consistent with the definition of a reportable event; and that regulators might pursue working with Entities believed to be incorrectly reporting critical asset ownership, rather than broadening the scope of PRR822. 
Mr. R. Jones moved to endorse PRR822 as amended by the 9/2/09 CIPWG comments.  Liz Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segment.

Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 194, Synchronization of Zonal Unannounced Generation Capacity Testing Process 
Ms. Landin noted that PRS referred NPRR194 to ROS for further review.  Jerry Ward expressed concern regarding the translation of the test from zonal to nodal; and noted that ERCOT will have more information in the nodal market than was available in the zonal market.

John Dumas responded that ROS was heavily involved with the development of PRR750, Unannounced Generation Capacity Testing, and reminded Market Participants that on April 17, 2006, 1700MW of reserves appeared to be available but were not deployable, leading to the development of a 7% discount factor, then a temperature-dependent discount factor, then unannounced testing; and that ramp rates were part of the discussion, including that the Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) may manage the High Sustainable Limit (HSL) in the Current Operating Plan (COP).  Mr. Dumas added that unannounced testing has been very successful. 

Market Participants discussed that not every event it short-term and that the ability to call on all Reserves, not just those that are available in one hour, should be preserved; that it was not the intention of the stakeholders to burden units with moving from Low Sustainable Limit (LSL) to HSL within one hour, as it was not envisioned that solid-fuel units would be at the bottom; and that the test might be altered for the nodal market, rather than directly translated, to indicate what capability may be provided in one hour, and increments beyond one hour, up to 1.5 hours.  
Mr. Dumas noted that the issue at hand is managing the reserves on the ERCOT System, which is done via the 24 numbers in the COP; and that if a unit requires 12 hours, that the HSL may be adjusted as the unit is coming up.  Mr. Dumas recognized the burden on the QSE to manage the HSL during the operating hours, but noted that a majority of stakeholders agreed that the burden would be properly placed with the QSEs given the system conditions.
Market Participants further discussed that PRR750 was designed for the zonal market; that the current definition of HSL has no delivery time requirement; and that as all ramp rates are known in the nodal market, the HSL for each unit should be easily calculated.

Ms. L. Jones moved to table NPRR194 for one month to allow interested parties to consult with ERCOT and develop alternative language that would address concerns regarding possible change to unit testing parameters during Nodal operations.  Dennis Kunkel seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 030, Synchronization – Total Transmission Capacity Correction
OGRR235, Total Transmission Capacity Correction

PRR829, Total Transmission Capacity Correction - URGENT
Ms. Landin reported that PRR829 had been granted Urgent status via ROS email vote, but that NOGRR030 and OGRR235 had not been granted Urgent status via ROS email vote due to a lack of quorum.  Mr. Dumas noted that the revisions are an effort to avoid terminology confusion during upcoming NERC audits.  Market Participants discussed whether Urgent status would be necessary; and that synchronizing ERCOT Protocol terminology with NERC terminology should be a comprehensive rather than piecemeal effort.
Ms. L. Jones moved to endorse PRR829 as submitted, and to grant Urgent status to NOGRR030 and OGRR235.  Paul Rocha seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP) Market Segment.
Mark Garrett moved to recommend approval of OGRR235 as submitted.  Fernando Gutierrez seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the IREP Market Segment.

Mr. Garrett moved to recommend approval of NOGRR030 as submitted.  Mr. Gutierrez seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

OGRR225, Quick Start Units Qualification Ramp Period
Mr. Holloway moved to recommend approval of OGRR225 as recommended by the Operations Working Group (OWG) in the 08/19/09 OWG Recommendation Report.  Mr. Gutierrez seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Holloway inquired as to the progress of ramp rate testing.  Mr. Dumas noted that 16 of 79 QSEs have submitted attestations, while 11 have tested, and that a reminder would likely be sent out the following day.

Operations Working Group (OWG) Scope
Frank Owens presented proposed revisions to the OWG Scope, and noted OWG agreement with CenterPoint comments to the language.

Mr. Rocha moved to approve revisions to the OWG Scope as recommended by OWG.  Mr. Kunkel seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Addition of Member to SAR-003 Standard Drafting Team – BAL-001-TRE 
Mr. R. Jones moved to approve the addition of Rick Terrill, Luminant Generation, to the SAR-003 Standard Drafting Team – BAL-001-TRE.  Mr. Gutierrez seconded.  The motion carried unanimously.

Transmission Project Information Tracking (TPIT) Timing Modification 
Brad Woods reported that the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) would bring a TPIT timing modification recommendation to the October 2009 ROS meeting.

Generation Re-interconnection Issues List 

Bob Wittmeyer reported the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) formation of the Multiple Interconnection for Generators Task Force (MIG TF) and reviewed a list of issues regarding Generators with multiple interconnections developed initially by a small group of Market Participants and then distributed for stakeholder input.  Mr. Helyer suggested that ROS consider endorsing the list and then decide whether or not to participate in a joint ROS/WMS MIG TF.

Mr. Rocha moved to endorse the non-exclusive list of questions and concerns regarding Generators with multiple interconnections; and direct Mr. Wittmeyer to chair the joint ROS/WMS MIG TF.  Mr. Helyer seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that the MIGTF would be addressing an assignment from TAC to develop a list of issues by year-end, but would not report them directly to TAC unless directed by ROS and WMS; and that otherwise, ROS and WMS leadership would apprise TAC of progress on the issues list.  The motion carried unanimously.
ERCOT Reactive Capability Testing Requirements
PRR830, Reactive Power Capability Requirement

Mr. Keetch noted that recently-posted PRR830 would not be taken up for consideration by ROS at this time, but that Mr. Dumas would present the item for informational purposes.  Mr. Dumas added that an email vote is underway by PRS to grant PRR830 Urgent status, and reviewed the proposed language, as well as the new term Point of Interconnect (POI) and the revised definition of Wind-powered Generation Resource (WGR) to require that each turbine aggregated be the same model and size, and behind the same step-up transformer.  
Mr. Dumas noted that the revised definition of WGR is for modeling purposes and alleviates concerns for impacts to the curve when one or more turbines are down for maintenance; and that the Reactive Power requirement shall be available at all MW output levels at or about 10% of the WGRs nameplate capacity and addresses questions such as who controls the breaker at the POI.  Mr. Dumas added that an ROS endorsement is not requested at this time, but that language is presented for informational purposes; and that PRR830 does not represent a change in philosophy, but that ERCOT is only seeking to clarify language.
Mr. Keetch noted that PRR830 will be considered at the September 17, 2009 PRS meeting if granted Urgent status; that individuals may provide comments at any time; and that PRS may or may not refer the item to ROS.  Market Participants expressed disappointment that the document had only recently been posted; discussed that ERCOT has the right to submit PRR language directly to PRS, but that TAC would have discomfort should the item not have been vetted by ROS; and requested that PRS remand the item.  Mr. Dumas added that a month delay to the item would be tolerable if granted Urgent status, but that ERCOT would not support significant revisions to PRR830.  Mr. Barry noted that there would be serious reliability implications should PRR830 be unreasonably delayed.

TAC Assignments 

Mr. Keetch noted the assignment from TAC for ROS and WMS to take up generic discussion of the Ancillary Service procurement methodology, Replacement Reserve Service (RPRS) decommitment and Load forecast accuracy, and report back to TAC with issues for consideration.  Mr. Bruce added that ROS is requested to work with ERCOT to develop the Ancillary Service Procurement Methodology document for 2010.  
Mr. Dumas noted that the PUCT raised the issue of whether it would be beneficial to have the ability to decommit units in the zonal market; and that the Independent Market Monitor (IMM) had questioned what might be done to address positive bias in Load forecasting during summer months.  Dan Jones added that if there is a reliability benefit from the positive bias in Load forecasts during peak hours in summer months, it would be more market-friendly to address the benefit through reserve policies rather than over-commitments.
ERCOT Reports – Questions Only (see Key Documents)
August Operations Report
Naga Kota was available to answer questions.  Mr. R. Jones requested on behalf of Ms. Wagner a report on the frequency and magnitude of Block Load Transfers (BLTs) from Comisión Federal de Electricidad (CFE); whether use was for instances other than emergencies; and added that AEP had noted CFE’s concern that it is not receiving proper Settlement.  Colleen Frosch noted that BLTs or emergency transfers across the Direct Current (DC) Tie will be listed on the daily grid report.  Market Participants discussed that there is a process if a unit is taken Out of Merit; whether an effort is underway to address CFE’s concerns; and that further discussion of the topic would best be suited to WMS.
Mr. R. Jones noted that the forecast error for July-August 2009 increase by 8%.  Mr. Villanueva answered that the increase might be attributable to pop-up rain showers; Mr. Dumas added that the causes had not been specifically researched.

August System Planning Report (Includes Congestion)
Mr. Armke noted that Phase I and Phase III of the Voltage Ride-Through study is the same, save for wind models.  Mr. Teixeira noted that Phase III is a re-run of Phase I using improved models, and that Phase I is run to get immediate information.  Mr. Teixeira also noted that in-service dates are posted in the monthly report for Generation Interconnects, and that the three units listed in the August 2009 System Planning Report, Section 1.1, New Generation Registered for Commercial Operations, are still in testing and are not full-time commercial units.

TRE Compliance Report
Mr. Barry noted that no formal report had been filed and invited questions.  No questions were offered.
ROS Working Group Reports (see Key Documents)
CIPWG

Steve Martin reported that the next meeting of NERC Critical Infrastructure Protection Committee (CIPC) is September 16-17, 2009.  There were no questions regarding the posted CIPWG report.

Dynamics Working Group (DWG)
There were no questions regarding the posted DWG report.
NDSWG

Mr. John clarified the process regarding the posting of telemetry reports, noting that Market Participants are in communication with ERCOT regarding discrepancies, removal of certain telemetry points from the list, and working to ensure accuracy.
OWG

There were no questions regarding the posted OWG report.

Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG)

Sydney Niemeyer reviewed the 8/25/09 PDCWG comments to PRR824, Primary Frequency Response from WGRs, noting that due to the possible extensive changes to Operating Guides and ERCOT Protocols, PDCWG had requested to table PRR824 for one month to allow time for further review and to ensure that clarified definitions are applicable throughout.  The 9/10/09 PDCWG comments proposed clarifications to the definitions of concern.  Mr. Niemeyer applauded the efforts of Yvette Landing in assisting PDCWG in developing the comments, and officially thanked Bob Green for his recent leadership on PDCWG.

Mr. Niemeyer noted that many Market Participants have set the deadband at +/- .017 Hz with the thought that it will cause less maintenance; reported that plant operators are pleased with the results; and added that Tony Grasso had much to do with the development of the approach, believing that reducing the deadband would result in less unit movement.
System Protection Working Group (SPWG)

The SPWG report was posted with the day’s Key Documents.
SSWG

There were no questions regarding the posted SSWG report.

Wind Operations Task Force (WOTF)
There were no questions regarding the posted WOTF report.

Adjournment
Mr. Keetch adjourned the meeting at 3:16 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


 � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/09/20090910-ROS" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/09/20090910-ROS� 





DRAFT Minutes of the September 10, 2009 ROS Meeting – ERCOT Public

Page 8 of 8

