DRAFT
Minutes of the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) Meeting

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

Thursday, April 12, 2010 – 9:30 a.m.
Attendance
Members:

	Alvarez, Eli
	Brownsville PUB
	

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation 
	Alt. Rep. for D. Vander Laan

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	Alt. Rep. for J. Armke

	DeTullio, David
	Air Liquide
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor
	

	Garrett, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Gibbens, David
	CPS Energy
	Alt. Rep. for B. Williams

	Greer, Clayton
	Morgan Stanley
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Hatfield, Bill
	LCRA
	

	Helyer, Scott
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Hudson, Tony
	Texas-New Mexico Power
	Alt. Rep. for R. McDaniel

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant Energy
	

	Kunkel, Dennis
	AEP
	

	Marsh, Tony
	Texas Power
	

	Moore, John
	South Texas Electric Cooperative
	

	Rocha, Paul
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	Alt. Rep. for H. Holloway


The following proxy was assigned:

· Bob Green to David Gibbens
Guests:

	Bruce, Mark
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Burkhalter, Bob
	ABB
	

	Grasso, Tony
	PUCT
	

	Hassink, Paul
	AEPSC
	

	Henry,  Mark
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Hutson, Michael
	RES Americas
	

	Jacoby, Jim
	AEP
	

	Jones, Don
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Klusman, Armin
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Kremling, Barry
	GVEC
	

	Lane, Rob
	Luminant Energy
	

	Owens, Frank
	TMPA
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON
	

	Thormahlen, Jack
	LCRA QSE
	

	Trout, Seth
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Vasdos, Nathan
	Own Energy
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG TX
	

	Ward, Jerry
	Luminant
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT
	

	Woitt, Wes
	CenterPoint Energy
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Frosch, Colleen
	
	

	Hanson, Kevin
	
	

	Landin, Yvette
	
	

	Mereness, Matt
	
	

	Teixeira, Jay
	
	

	Villanueva, Leo
	
	


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

ROS Chair Ken Donohoo called the ROS meeting to order at 9:33 a.m. 
Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Donohoo 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. Donohoo noted that items remanded to ROS by Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) would be discussed during the TAC update.
Approval of Draft ROS Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents)

Rick Keetch recommended a typographical correction.  Consideration of the draft March 11, 2010 ROS meeting minutes were taken up with other ROS voting items.

TAC Update (see Key Documents)
Mr. Donohoo reported that Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 833, Primary Frequency Response Requirement from Existing WGRs, was recommended for approval by TAC and would be considered at the May 18, 2010 ERCOT Board meeting.
Operating Guide Revision Request (OGRR) 233, Backup Control Plan Submission Process
Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 028, Synchronization - Backup Control Plan Submission Process 
Mr. Donohoo reported that OGRR233 and NOGRR028 were remanded to ROS by TAC and requested that interested parties submit comments in time for consideration at the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting.  Mr. Donohoo added that some Market Participants remain concerned that OGRR233 poses double jeopardy issues.  ERCOT Staff cautioned that some language should be retained to address backup plans for Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs).  Kristy Ashley opined that Regional Standards should not be addressed via NOGRRs, and that the issue belongs at the Texas Regional Entity (TRE).  Jerry Ward added that discussion was given at a recent TRE Reliability Standards Committee (RSC) meeting that reliability requirements should be codified in a federal standard.
Market Participants expressed concern for the length of time to enact a North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Standard; and discussed what might be unique to ERCOT QSEs to require a backup plan, when the requirement is not made in other markets.  
Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 146, ICCP Telemetry Information Submittals
Mr. Donohoo reported that TAC tabled NPRR146, as the item is connected to the issue of how often ERCOT will load the Network Operations Model (NOM), and requested that ROS consider the 4/6/10 ERCOT comments to NPRR146.  Mr. Donohoo directed the Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) and the Operations Working Group (OWG) to review the 4/6/10 ERCOT comments and report their findings at the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting. 
Renewable Technologies Working Group (RTWG) Update

Mark Garrett reported that RTWG is drafting the Texas Renewables Integration Plan (TRIP); that ROS and other Market Participants’ input is being sought; and that TAC has asked to review an updated draft at the May 6, 2010 TAC meeting.

Nodal Update (see Key Documents)

Matt Mereness provided an update regarding Transmission Service Provider (TSP) Nodal Engagement and noted that a new TSP bi-weekly call had been introduced, and that the next TSP call is scheduled for April 21, 2010.  Market Participants requested that Mr. Mereness provide a State Estimator update at the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting.

Mr. Mereness noted that TSPs are being very responsive in commenting on approximately 1,500 missing telemetry points, but that it has been difficult for ERCOT to keep up with the rate of feedback.  Mr. Donohoo noted that go-live for telemetry is actually September 1, 2010, 90 days before December 1, 2010.
NDSWG Update
Jim Jacoby reviewed issues discussed at the March 16, 2010 NDSWG meeting, and reported the filing of NOGRR034, noting that the item was given much discussion at the Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF).  Mr. Jacoby added that NDSWG would like ROS to direct ERCOT to evaluate system impacts for implementing a telemetry tracking system for implementation after the Texas Nodal Market Implementation Date (TNMID).

John Dumas stated that ERCOT would prefer to continue to post the reports according to Protocol requirement; and that the reports are built but lack a mechanism to allow Market Participants to tell ERCOT which telemetry points to remove.  Mr. Dumas added that ERCOT would prefer to set the metric at Pass/Fail, which would accommodate a certain number of planned outages; that a second option would allow a “failing” Market Participant to present evidence to the auditing body that the Market Participant was tracking the points; and that a third and least preferred option would be to gray box the language and not have a telemetry metric going forward, opining that the language would likely never be implemented, as it is costly to modify the outage scheduler to track the points.  Mr. Dumas clarified that it is not the case that ERCOT cannot comply with NERC Standard TOP-003-0, Planned Outage Coordination, without a tracking system for planned outages. 
Mr. Jacoby opined that a tracking system would benefit all Market Participants.  Mr. Dumas reiterated that ERCOT is not opposed to the concept; that there will be many points when a remote terminal unit goes out of service that can and should be manually replaced and will positively rather than negatively impact a Market Participant’s metric; and that ERCOT expects a reasonable effort to replace as much as can be replaced.    Market Participants discussed availability percentages for telemetry points; that observability must be maintained; and that certain buses that cause a majority of congestion need to be reported differently.  Mr. Jacoby opined that NDSWG will propose a tracking system; Paul Rocha requested that ERCOT package its opinion as an option for ROS consideration.  Mr. Rocha also requested that specific numbers be provided to the extent possible.  
Steady State Working Group (SSWG) Modeling Solutions Update 

Wes Woitt reviewed the SSWG schedule and planning model activities, and noted the number of Connectivity Node Groups (CNGs) requiring correction.  Mr. Woitt noted that ERCOT has had discussions with Resources that have issues and that SSWG will work with ERCOT to submit Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCRs) to place Connectivity Nodes into the correct CNGs; Jay Teixeira added that ERCOT Staff can make some of the corrections, and that others listed are not currently high priority issues. 

Mr. Woitt noted that a System Change Request (SCR) will be necessary to address character/naming issues in the Topology Processor, and that changes are unlikely to occur until after TNMID.  Mr. Woitt added that having no ratings on zero impedance line segments is a major modeling issue recently discovered and is just beginning to be understood.
ROS Voting Items (see Key Documents)
 Cesar Seymour moved to:  
· Approve the March 11, 2010 ROS meeting minutes as amended

· Approve the Draft Guiding Principles of the Nodal Market 

· Approve the Planning Working Group (PLWG) Scope 
· Recommend approval of NOGRR032, Use of Consistent Rating Terminology, as recommended by OWG in the 3/17/10 OWG Recommendation Report
· Recommend approval of NOGRR033, Alignment with NPRR203, Amend Telemetry Bus Accuracy Requirements, as recommended by OWG in the 3/17/10 OWG Recommendation Report
Mr. Garrett seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Addition of Member to BAL-001-TRE-1 Drafting Team 
Mr. Keetch moved to approve the addition of Sandip Sharma of ERCOT to the BAL-001-TRE-1 drafting team.  Clayton Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

TRE Information

Don Jones reported that the TRE would fully separate from ERCOT as of July 1, 2010 and would become the Texas Reliability Entity.

Draft TRIP
Mark Bruce presented the draft TRIP and noted that the document, by necessity, respects the resource requirements of the Nodal implementation projects; that Phase I of the TRIP addresses the waning days of the zonal market and the approach of the Nodal market; that Phase II looks beyond the Nodal stabilization period; and that Phase III focuses on subsequent version of the Nodal market and the impact of emerging technologies such as storage and plug-in electric vehicles on systems.

Market Participants discussed that recommendations captured in the TRIP come from standing stakeholder groups; that RTWG-identified issues are communicated via liaisons for consideration by stakeholder groups; that the TRIP will be used to apprise the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) of stakeholder positions on various issues and how those issues are being addressed, and as an issue tracking document.  Market Participants also discussed that certain ROS working groups should vet elements of the TRIP; and that the TRIP will evolve over time.  Randy Jones suggested that all comments to the TRIP should be catalogued, addressed, and preserved, whether or not the comments are incorporated, as the TRIP might be utilized by some parties to inform policy; that the RTWG should continue to develop placeholders in the document; and that final endorsement of the document not be sought until after TNMID, so that adequate resources may be allocated to evaluating the TRIP.   
Mr. Greer preferred that goals not be included in the document, noting that the RTWG is not a voting body and opining that goals should be developed in the stakeholder processes.  Mr. Greer added that the TRIP would carry the imprimatur of ERCOT and the stakeholder process to the PUCT and the media, and should be thoroughly vetted.  Mr. Donohoo thanked Mr. Bruce for the early view of the draft and encouraged Market Participants to provide comment.
Mr. Rocha moved that ERCOT Staff, PLWG, OWG, and Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG) review the draft TRIP and provide comment in time for the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Mr. Bruce noted that an effort is being made to strike a balance between the need to produce the highest quality document and answer the call from the PUCT and the ERCOT Board for a plan in the near future; offered to reach out to working group leadership, and post TRIP comments to the RTWG page; expressed concern that the document should be thoroughly vetted by Subject Matter Experts (SMEs) and stakeholder groups; and suggested that the motion might be better suited for the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting.  Mr. Rocha withdrew the motion.
Mr. Donohoo encouraged working groups to begin reviewing the draft TRIP.  Mr. Bruce added that an updated draft would be presented at the May 6, 2010 TAC meeting.

Planning Guide Outline 
Mr. Donohoo noted that the PLWG scope had been approved; that work would continue on the Planning Guide outline; and that ROS would take up consideration of the outline at the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting.

OGRR240, CREZ Facility Protection and Control Requirements/OGRR242, Section 7 System Protection, Revisions to Meet Pending NERC Requirements for New Construction Task Force (OGRR240/242 TF)
Mr. Owens reported that ERCOT Planning and Operations staff would be at the next OGRR240/242 TF meeting, at the request of the task force; that much had been identified for discussion; and that should discussions conclude early, an e-mail vote of ROS might be possible, given the urgent timeline for the topic.  Mr. Donohoo opined that the items should be considered at a ROS meeting.
Paul Hassink expressed concern for the lack of engagement by needed parties at the task force meeting and encouraged broad participation from personnel with operations, communications, system protection and dynamics experience in the effort.  Mr. Owens added that all necessary groups received notice of the meeting.  Mr. Donohoo agreed that the task force is addressing an important set of OGRRs; that the items cannot languish and should be considered at the May 13, 2010 ROS meeting; and encouraged concerned Market Participants to be involved in the work of the task force.
2011 Project Priority List (PPL) Process (see Key Documents)
Troy Anderson reviewed the proposed PPL schedule and process for 2011, as well as additional considerations, in light of TNMID, and the current and pending Nodal parking deck items.  Mr. Anderson noted that it is unknown what priorities will be in 2011, so estimates cannot be made at that level, but that the Project Management Office (PMO) will come forward with a funding estimate.
Mr. Rocha noted that Market Participants are working with ERCOT to develop the planning cases for the operational models, and that the effort’s schedule cannot be disrupted, despite the workload for such things as longer character pneumonics for cases and zero impedance ratings.  Mr. Rocha requested that Mr. Anderson work with the SSWG and ERCOT Staff in April 2010 to surface some of the particularly problematic issues that are unlikely to be addressed in time for September 1, 2010, and develop SCRs for fall-back options.  Mr. Anderson agreed to engage the issue with the appropriate groups.

ROS Action Items (see Key Documents)
Mr. Donohoo reminded Market Participants that action items were assigned to various ROS groups at the March 11, 2010 ROS meeting, and that some of the items had been given a high priority ranking and should be under review by the assigned groups.

ERCOT Reports (see Key Documents)
March 2010 Operations Report
There were no questions regarding the posted March 2010 Operations Report.
March 2010 System Planning Report 
There were no questions regarding the posted March 2010 System Planning Report.

ROS Working Group Reports – Questions Only (see Key Documents)

CIPWG
There were no questions regarding the CIPWG report.
DWG
There were no questions regarding the posted DWG report.

OWG

There were no questions regarding the posted OWG report.

PDCWG

There were no questions regarding the PDCWG report.
SPWG
There were no questions regarding the SPWG report.
Other Business 
Yvette Landin reviewed NPRR and OGRR submission, review, and implementation timelines, and offered to discuss the timelines with working groups.

Consent Agenda 

Mr. Greer requested that consent agendas be built before the meeting, rather than at the meeting.  Mr. Donohoo opined that all items noticed for vote are eligible for a consent agenda, and that Market Participants may pull any item off the consent agenda for discussion.

Adjournment
Mr. Donohoo adjourned the meeting at 12:51 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/04/20100412-ROS" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/04/20100412-ROS� 
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