DRAFT
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Meeting
ERCOT Austin – 7620 Metro Center Drive – Austin, Texas 78744

Thursday, August 19, 2010 – 9:30am
Attendance
Members:

	Bailey, Dan
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Bevill, Rob
	Gexa Energy
	Alt. Rep. for M. Matlock

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Hammons, Daniela
	CenterPoint Energy
	Alt. Rep. for D. Walker

	Helpert, Billy
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

	Jackson, Alice
	Occidental Chemical Corporation
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	


Guests:

	Bevill, Jennifer
	AEP
	

	Bruce, Mark
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Burke, Tom
	ACES Power Marketing
	

	Calzada, Gricelda
	AEP
	

	Coleman, Katie
	TIEC
	

	Garza, Beth
	Potomac Economics
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Jackson, Tom
	Austin Energy
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	McAndrews, Neil
	KPUB & SBEC
	

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	McPhee, Eileen
	City of Eastland
	

	Moast, Pat
	Texas Reliability Entity
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Roach, Temujin
	PUCT
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Power Inc./LCRA
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Woodard, Stacey
	LCRA
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Blevins, Bill
	
	Via Teleconference

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Gonzalez, Ino
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Landin, Yvette
	
	

	Levine, Jonathan
	
	

	McMahon, Patrick
	
	

	Mingo, Sonja
	
	

	Reedy, Steve
	
	

	Seibert, Dave
	
	

	Tindall, Sandra
	
	

	Tucker, Don
	
	

	Wattles, Paul
	
	Via Teleconference


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
PRS Chair Sandy Morris called the meeting to order at 9:35 a.m. 
Antitrust Admonition
Ms. Morris 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) 

July 22, 2010
Brittney Albracht noted a correction to page three regarding the name of the Texas Reliability Entity.

Henry Durrwachter moved to approve the July 22, 2010 PRS meeting minutes as amended.  Billy Helpert seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segment was not present for the vote.

Urgency Votes (see Key Documents)
Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 850, Weather Responsiveness Determination for Interval Data Recorders

Ms. Morris noted the PRR850 had already been granted Urgent status in an e-mail vote.  Don Tucker noted that without PRR850, the eight days required to perform weather sensitivity tests for both Interval Data Recorder (IDR) and Advanced Meters will jeopardize ERCOT’s ability to complete core Settlement runs by consuming ERCOT system processing time; that a synchronizing Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) would be submitted; and that the Profiling Working Group (PWG) and the Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) had been consulted and confirmed that the intent of the market was to consider IDR Meters only for weather responsiveness tests.  Troy Anderson added that the item would require a minor change to Lodestar at a very minor cost.
Daniela Hammons moved to recommend approval of PRR850 as submitted and forward PRR850 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Alice Jackson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
TAC and ERCOT Board of Directors (ERCOT Board) Reports (see Key Documents)
Ms. Morris noted the disposition of revision requests at the August 17, 2010 ERCOT Board meeting.

Project Update and Summary of Project Priority List (PPL) Activity to Date (see Key Documents)
2011 PPL
Troy Anderson provided a Project Management Office (PMO) update, noting that dates listed in relation to 2010 project implementations represent Go-live dates and not project completion dates.  Mr. Anderson reported that the Nodal parking deck list is now posted to the main Nodal Program Office page (http://nodal.ercot.com/docs/po/index.html) and is updated several times each month, and reminded Market Participants of the prioritization guidelines.  
Mr. Anderson reported that a request for approval of the 2011 PPL will be deferred in order to allow time to better articulate how a change might be slotted for Nodal stabilization versus a future release, and to build market confidence that there is a proper level of funding and staffing for post Nodal Go-live, stabilization, and steady-state operations.  Mr. Anderson noted that the purpose of stabilization is to address immediate issues and opined that stabilization efforts will subside in mid-2011, with the first major release in 2012.  
Eric Goff expressed concern that projects are not being ranked for a first release; Mr. Anderson was supportive of the concept of a draft first release, adding that one major and one minor release each year beginning in 2012 might be something for consideration, and that the CEO Revision Request Review statement might evolve into a statement regarding whether an item is needed for stabilization, or for a first or subsequent release.

Mr. Anderson reviewed the three primary components of the project funding request.  Liz Jones noted ERCOT’s budget constraints and expressed concern that $5 million is inadequate to address items that are deemed not needed for Nodal Go-live, but that are very important nonetheless, and in some cases are defect corrections.  Mr. Anderson reminded Market Participants that some corrections might fall into the $12-16 million stabilization category; that the $5 million is tertiary funding, and for items slotted for the first major release.
NPRRs /SCRs with CEO Determination of “Not Needed for Go-Live” (Vote)

NPRR256, Synchronize Nodal Protocols with PRR787, Add Non-Compliance Language to QSE Performance Standards (formerly “Add Violation Language to QSE Performance Standards”)
Mr. Durrwachter noted that the possibility of a workshop for NPRR256 continues to be discussed, and suggested that the Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF) review NPRR256, in addition to the Real-Time Expectations White Paper.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to refer NPRR256 to NATF.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR260, Providing Access to MIS Secure Area to MIS Registered Users

Shams Siddiqi presented NPRR260 for PRS consideration, noting the purpose was to allow Entities such as consultancies and universities, access to the Market Information System (MIS) Secure Area by creating a new type of Market Participant – the Independent MIS Registered Entity.  Mr. Siddiqi contended that the addition of the new Market Participants would not pose credit risks and would be a solution to the design of the MIS, which restricts access to the MIS Secure Area to registered Market Participants only.   

Market Participants debated whether blanket registration provides sufficient security, given the sensitive information available on the MIS Secure Area; that Nodal might be operated for a few months before additional access is granted; and that providing additional access might have unintended consequences, particularly to ERCOT systems and cost centers.  ERCOT Staff noted impacts to the Siebel and Market Participant Identity Management (MPIM) systems.  Mr. Siddiqi expressed concern that consultants are currently working to build systems, and are having to access systems via client Digital Certificates, which some Entities are hesitant to share, or are in extremely limited supply, even for the client.
Market Participants discussed the cost implications to software development when only certain Entities have access to information; the possibility of a financial component for MIS Secure Area access;  impacts to data request prioritization; and accessibility to public data that will be transferred to the MIS Secure Area at Nodal Go-live.  

Marguerite Wagner moved to table NPRR260.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed whether the item should be tabled indefinitely; that financial requirements should be given more discussion; and that it would be helpful to the future discussion if Entities would identify the data to which they might lose access.  Ms. Jackson stated that Entities maintain access agreements with consultants as a matter of course, and was not convinced that the particular burden is insurmountable.  Mr. Siddiqi opined that the client should not have to vouch for all of a consultant’s employees; Ms. Jackson countered that exactly such issues are addressed contractually all the time.  

Mr. Siddiqi expressed concern that consultancies would be forced to become Market Participants, and that the impacts of such a policy are unknown.  Ms. Wagner opined that consultancy access to the MIS Secure Area would have cost impacts to ERCOT, and therefore financial requirements should be in place.  Patrick Coon agreed to consider the potential impacts to ERCOT and to suggest possible workarounds at the September 23, 2010 PRS meeting.  Ms. Wagner accepted Mr. Goff’s amendment that NPRR260 be tabled for one month.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
System Change Request (SCR) 759, acLineSegment Name Length Increase in Information Model Manager

Ms. Morris noted that the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) recommended that SCR759 be assigned a priority of High.  Market Participants reviewed the guideline for High priority items.  Ms. Jones noted that SCR759 is one of the fixes for the Network Model Management System (NMMS) and Outage Scheduler; and that while there is not an immediate and obvious value for non-Transmission Service Providers (TSPs), the item is intended to provide improved data and system management.  
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend a priority of High for SCR759.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
Guide Priority & Rank Assignments (Vote)

Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 050, Resolution of Reporting Issues Related to NPRR219 – URGENT
NOGRR050 was taken up in Agenda Item #11, Review of NPRR Language.

Review Recommendation Reports, Impact Analyses and Cost/Benefit Analyses (see Key Documents)
NPRR232, Clarification of Block Load Transfer Registration and Deployment
Ms. Hammons moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR232 to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.

NPRR240, Proxy Energy Offer Curve

Ann Boren noted that the revised Impact Analysis and revised CEO Revision Request Review incorporated assessment of the grey-boxed language; the revised Impact Analysis reflected no impacts for the non-grey-boxed language; and that the impacts for the grey-boxed language would be assessed at a later date.    

David Detelich moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report and revised Impact Analysis for NPRR240 to TAC, and to recommend a priority of High/Medium for the grey-boxed language.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR243, Load Resource Disqualification, Unannounced Testing, and Compliance
Ms. Boren noted that the 8/2/10 TIEC comments to NPRR243 propose only a minor modification to the 7/28/10 ERCOT comments.  ERCOT Staff expressed support for the 8/2/10 TIEC comments.
Mr. Detelich moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report, as amended by the 8/2/10 TIEC comments, and the Impact Analysis for NPRR243, to TAC.  Ms. Jackson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.

NPRR246, Requirement for Resource Entities to Update Resource Parameters

ERCOT Staff requested that NPRR246 be tabled for one month to allow additional time to review proposed timelines.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR246 for one month.  Dan Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR251, Synchronization of PRR845, Definition for IDR Meters and Optional Removal of IDR Meters at a Premise Where an Advanced Meter Can be Provisioned

It was noted that a priority of High was prematurely assigned at the July 22, 2010 PRS meeting.  
Mr. Helpert moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR251, to TAC and to recommend a priority of High to the grey-boxed language.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Consumer Market Segment.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.

NPRR241, Aggregate Incremental Liability (AIL) Calculation and Credit Reports Publish Corrections

NPRR247, Retail Market Testing Updates Due to the Merger of the TX SET and TTPT Working Groups  

NPRR249, Resolution of Alignment Item A155 and A159 – Removal of Text Reason Requirement (formerly “Removal of Text Reason Requirement”)

NPRR252, Synchronization of PRR758, Clarification of Language Related to Generation Netting for ERCOT Polled Settlement Meters

NPRR254, Updates to Protocol Sections 14 and 18

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the respective 7/22/10 PRS Reports and Impact Analyses for NPRR241, NPRR247, NPRR249, NPRR252, and NPRR254 to TAC.  Ms. Hammons seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend a priority of Medium for the grey-boxed language for NPRR241.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR250, Suspension of Annual Profile ID Validation With Advanced Meter Deployment 
Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR250 to TAC.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR231, Treatment of RMR Units in the Day-Ahead Market (formerly “Remove RMR Units from the Day-Ahead Market”)

Ms. Wagner opined that the e-mail summary sent by ERCOT regarding the operator process used to determine the need for a Reliability Must-Run (RMR) unit for Day-Ahead Operations was not sufficiently detailed.  Mr. Goff questioned whether a business process would impact operations.  Mr. Wagner offered that if events do not unfold as expected, RMR units could displace other units in the Day-Ahead Market (DAM).
Ms. Wagner moved to table NPRR231 for one month to allow time to develop a more detailed business process.  Market Participants discussed whether the business process is rightly confidential, and whether Ms. Wagner’s motion was resolvable.  No second was offered.
Mr. Goff moved to endorse and forward the 7/22/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR231 to TAC.  Mr.  Detelich seconded the motion.  A roll call vote was requested.  The motion carried via a roll call vote.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Review of PRR Language 
PRR850 was taken up under Agenda Item #4, Urgency Vote.
Review of NPRR Language (see Key Documents)
NPRR219, Resolution of Alignment Items A33, A92, A106, and A150 - TSPs Must Submit Outages for Resource Owned Equipment and Clarification of Changes in Status of Transmission Element Postings
NOGRR050, Resolution of Reporting Issues Related to NPRR219 – URGENT
Bill Blevins requested that NPRR219 be tabled to allow additional time to review the 8/18/10 TIEC comments.  Mr. Blevins agreed with granting Urgent status to NOGRR050 and noted that ERCOT Staff would submit comments to remove additional Outage reporting requirements, as a system change would be required to provide correct reporting.  Mr. Blevins opined that as the required changes will not be completed before Nodal Go-live, the requirements are best removed, as some Entities might act on behalf of other Entities based on inaccurate reports.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR219 and NOGRR050 for one month.  Mr. Helpert seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR220, Nodal Requirement of Declaring an EEA for Reserves More than 500 MW
Mr. Detelich moved to recommend approval of NPRR220 as submitted.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  Mr. Blevins noted that two representatives from the Independent Generator and IPM Market Segments expressed concern for market design issues at the August 18, 2010 Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) meeting.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  

Mr. Detelich moved to forward NPRR220 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR238, Resolution of Alignment Item A47, A59, A104, A105, A114, A115, A130, A188, and A189 - Provides Clarification and Updates to Network Operations Model Processes for Resource Entities
Ms. Boren noted that ERCOT Staff filed comments to NPRR238 to reflect discussion with TIEC, Calpine and CenterPoint Energy.

Ms. Hammons moved to recommend approval of NPRR238 as amended by the 8/12/10 ERCOT comments.  Ms. Jackson seconded the motion.  Ms. Hammons and Ms. Jackson accepted Ms. Morris’ amendment to forward NPRR238 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Market Participants discussed whether Resource Entities must submit Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCR).  Ms. Jackson noted that Resource Entities submit the Resource Asset Registration Form (RARF) update, and that based on the updated information, ERCOT generates the NOMCR.  Mr. Goff suggested that that specific language be reflected in the item.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR244, Clarification of Other Binding Documents

Ms. Wagner moved to recommend approval of NPRR244 as amended by the 8/4/10 PSEG TX comments.  Ms. Jackson seconded the motion.  Mr. Goff opined that the new information does not relate to Other Binding Documents.  Ms. Wagner suggested that ERCOT Staff address the placement with an administrative revision; Kristi Hobbs requested specific direction.  Ms. Jones expressed continued concern that Market Participants are confusing needed information with the concept of Other Binding Documents.  Market Participants expressed concern for a change control process for Other Binding Documents.    

Ms. Wagner moved to table the item until after the lunch recess.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
Consideration of the motion resumed.  Ms. Jones stated respect for the PSEG TX goals, but was troubled by the use of NPRR244 to achieve those goals, and requested that the 8/4/10 PSEG TX comments not be adopted.  Mr. Goff expressed concern that the proposed language was too broad and would not be supported at TAC.  ERCOT Staff expressed confusion as to how to comply with the proposed language in the 8/4/10 PSEG TX comments, and noted the possibility of the creation of conflicting obligations of confidentiality and publishing.  Mr. Goff requested that an Other Binding Document process be discussed at the September 23, 2010 PRS meeting and that ERCOT provide a comprehensive Other Binding Document list for review.  Ms. Hammons offered that any document that will be as binding as the Protocols should have as transparent an approval process as the Protocols.  The motion carried via roll call vote. The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
NPRR248, Removal of Loads from Pre-1999 NOIE Load Zone 

Mr. Detelich moved to recommend approval of NPRR248 as amended by the 8/12/10 LCRA/Kerrville-San Bernard comments and to forward NPRR248 to TAC.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  Mr. Durrwachter asked about the disposition of Pre-Assigned Congestion Revenue Rights (PCRRs) should a Non-Opt-In Entity (NOIE) move to a Competitive Load Zone.  ERCOT Staff opined that language should be clarified in Section 3.4.2, Load Zone Modifications, to create an exception to ERCOT Board approval to Load Zone modifications and the 36-month waiting period, and expressed a preference for transparency by bringing alterations to the ERCOT Board, even if on a lesser timeline than 36 months, so that the entire market is notified.

Neil McAndrews opined that Entities that terminate their power supply contract are no longer members of the Load Zone.  ERCOT Staff expressed concern for effects of the proposed language to the stability of Load Zones post Nodal Go-live.  Ms. Wagner opined that it is untenable for NOIEs to switch Load Zones but keep PCRRs for five years, as the intent is that Entities keep their PCRRs until the actual termination of the power supply agreements, which have a five-year termination notice.  Ms. Wagner added that Entities are choosing to not opt into competition, but want the benefit of a broad Load Zone and to retain PCRRs until the termination of their contracts.  Stacey Woodard noted that the 90 day option came from the stakeholder process; and that LCRA would still bear the risk, and so the PCRRs would not go away until the contract terminates.  Market Participants discussed the ramifications of a long notice period.  

Market Participants discussed that tabling NPRR248 would not be suitable due to stakeholder process timelines; and that it would be helpful to have some transparency around PCRR contracts.  ERCOT Staff stated that if the sink for the relevant PCRRs is going to be the LCRA Load Zone, paragraph (f) of Section 7.4.2, PCRR Allocation Terms and Conditions, will need to be revised.  ERCOT Staff agreed to submit comments with proposed revisions prior to the 9/2/10 TAC meeting.  ERCOT Staff indicated that it conducted a preliminary analysis of the impacts associated with implementing NPRR248, finding no significant impacts, and that a formal Impact Analysis would be completed prior to the 9/2/10 TAC meeting.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to call for the question.  Ms. Hammons seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  

The original motion carried via roll call vote.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)  

NPRR255, Resolution of Alignment Item A81 - DRUC Timing and Execution when DAM is Delayed or Aborted
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR225 as submitted.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  

NPRR257, Synchronization with Nodal Operating Guide Section 9, Monitoring Programs
Ms. Boren noted that no comments were received for NPRR257; and that the item is for synchronization and is needed for Nodal Go-live.  Mr. Durrwachter opined that Luminant concerns with the item would be best resolved at NATF. 

Mr. Durrwachter moved to refer NPRR257 to NATF.  Ms. Stephenson suggested that grey-boxing of some performance monitoring reports requires further discussion.  Ms. Hobbs clarified that the list of reports was built from NOGRR025, Monitoring Programs for QSEs, TSPs, and ERCOT, and is meant to align what ERCOT Staff and Market Participants agreed upon in the Nodal Operating Guides.  Ms. Stephenson offered to provide specific concerns via comments, and noted that it had been learned in the Nodal market trials that many Entities need certain reports to do shadowing and meet compliance requirements.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR258, Synchronization with PRR824 and PRR833 and Additional Clarifications

Market Participants expressed concern that Controllable Load Resources would be required to provide Primary Frequency Response, even when not providing Responsive Reserve (RRS) Service, due to proposed deleted language.  ERCOT Staff suggested that Controllable Load Resources can reduce the MW used, thereby providing RRS.  Mr. Reid opined that such a scenario is a major commercial change not intended by Market Participants, and that there is no reliability argument for such a scenario.  ERCOT Staff clarified that the proposed scenario was proposed by the Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG).  

Mark Bruce expressed appreciation for the work of PDCWG, but noting commercial and operational issues, requested that ROS vet the NPRR.  Ms. Jackson requested that ERCOT Staff provide further explanation of the intent of the proposed revisions.  

Ms. Jackson moved to refer NPRR258 to ROS.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR259, Resolution of Alignment Items A175 and A176 - Settlement of Generation Resources Dispatched to Meet System Reliability Requirements

Ms. Jackson asked if the proposed language overrides established rules for declaring a Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC) dispatch.  Ino Gonzalez noted that all Verbal Dispatch Instructions (VDIs) to units will be considered RUCs, as there is no other way to settle a VDI than RUC, and there are no other dispatch instructions than ERCOT dispatch instructions.  Ms. Hobbs noted that it is not a RUC if a unit voluntarily comes on line when the alert goes out that reserves are low.  Matt Mereness added that the language is intended to clarify the possibility of non-RUC commitments of Generation Resources for reliability purposes under emergency advisories.  

Mr. Gonzalez noted that the commitment will be treated as a RUC deployment for the purposes of settlement.  Ms. Wagner expressed concern for the language in light of the revision proposed by NPRR220, Nodal Requirement of Declaring an EEA for Reserves More than 500MW.  Market Participants discussed that the language required clarification.
Ms. Wagner moved to table NPRR259.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR261, Revision of Data Submission Timeline for Network Model
Rob Bevill moved to recommend approval of NPRR261 as submitted.  Ms. Jackson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.

NPRR262, Protocol Synchronization for Nodal Implementation Surcharge
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR262 as submitted.  Mr. Helpert seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Municipal Market Segment.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.
NPRR263, Resolution of Alignment Item A99 - Settlement Point Price Calculation When Busses are De-energized
Ms. Jackson requested that ERCOT provide additional details regarding how prices will be assigned to de-energized Electrical Busses.  Mr. Gonzalez reviewed Overall MMS System and Other Processes Requirements (09Q1) v3.0:
For posting purposes, as a post processing for DAM and SCED, MMS shall assign LMPs to de-energized Electrical Buses by following heuristic rules applied in specified order as listed below:
1.     Use average LMP for Electrical Buses within the same station having the same voltage level as de-energized Electrical Bus, if exist

2.     Use average LMP for all Electrical Buses within the same station, if exist

3.     Use system lambda.
Note: 
If Network Topology processor determines that an Electrical Bus is not in an energized electrical island, then this Electrical Bus is a de-energized Electrical Bus.
Ms. Jackson moved to table NPRR263 for one month.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  Mr. Goff opined that price formation issues should be addressed in the Protocols rather than in requirements.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
NPRR264, Clarification of Nodal Protocol Requirements for Generators With Multiple Points of Interconnection
Mr. Bruce, representing NextEra Energy, noted that the policy issues associated with NPRR264 have been vetted across the stakeholder process, and opined that the issues raised now by ERCOT Staff have been settled.  Oncor Staff expressed concern that as well vetted as the language is, it may create a choice for TPSs between Wind-powered Generation Resources (WGRs) having a new interconnect, or the TSP building Greenfield transmission lines.  It was requested that additional time be permitted to develop exception language for TSPs with Special Protection System (SPS) obligations.  Mr. Bruce requested that Oncor submit language explaining the concern in detail.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR264 for one month.  Ms. Jackson seconded the motion.  ERCOT Staff noted that the 8/18/10 ERCOT comments represent new issues not contemplated during the Multiple Interconnections for Generators Task Force (MIGTF) discussions that resulted in NPRR264; that the Voltage Ride-Through (VRT) study is now complete; and that there are reliability concerns, such as WGRs not having this capability changing their interconnection.  Mr. Reid agreed with the 8/18/10 ERCOT comments, noting that there are challenges to reconnecting; and that TSPs cannot reconnect the Generator if it causes a reliability issue.  
Mr. Bruce noted that there is a time coming where units will switch at the direction of ERCOT and TSPs as part of Competitive Renewable Energy Zones (CREZ); and that there is a process in place to consider reinterconnections.  Mr. Bruce argued that the precise issues ERCOT Staff addressed in the 8/18/10 ERCOT comments are the same issues discussed over the course of eight months; that ERCOT was a party to those discussions; and that there is much more at issue than the voluntary decisions of a few WGRs.  The motion carried unanimously.  The IPM Market Segment was not present for the vote.  
Notice of Withdrawal
Ms. Morris noted the withdrawal of NPRR147, DAM Short Pay Changes; and PRR838, Fast Response Distributed Energy Resource (DER)

Adjournment

Ms. Morris adjourned the August 19, 2010 PRS meeting at 2:50 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/08/20100819-PRS" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/08/20100819-PRS� 
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