DRAFT
Special Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Meeting

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

Thursday, October 4, 2010 – 9:30am
Attendance
Members:

	Brod, Bill
	AES
	

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Gedrich, Brian
	Gexa Energy
	Alt. Rep. for M. Matlock

	Jackson, Alice
	Occidental Chemical Corporation
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	


Guests:

	Coleman, Katie
	TIEC
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Gonzales, Daniel
	City of Eastland
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	Via Teleconference

	Kruse, Brett
	Calpine
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Shinkawa, Paul
	LCRA
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Warren, John
	LCRA
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Matlock, Robert
	
	Via Teleconference

	Rajagopal, Raj
	
	

	Reedy, Steve
	
	

	Spangler, Bob
	
	

	Surendran, Resmi
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
PRS Chair Sandy Morris called the meeting to order at 1:07 p.m. 
Antitrust Admonition
Ms. Morris directed attention to the Antitrust Admonition, which was displayed.  A copy of the Antitrust Guidelines was available for review.  
Guide Priority & Rank Assignments (see Key Documents) 

Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 050, Resolution of Reporting Issues Related to NPRR219 – URGENT

Ann Boren noted that the 9/16/10 ERCOT comments propose grey-boxing all of Section 9.2.3.

DeAnn Walker moved to recommend approval of NOGRR050 as amended by the 9/16/10 ERCOT comments with a recommended priority of Critical for the grey-boxed language.  Henry Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Review Recommendation Reports, Impact Analyses and Cost/Benefit Analyses (see Key Documents)

NPRR255, Resolution of Alignment Item A81 - DRUC Timing and Execution when DAM is Delayed or Aborted

Matt Mereness explained the 9/30/10 ERCOT comments to NPRR255.  Randa Stephenson expressed Luminant’s support of the 9/30/10 ERCOT comments, and noted that Luminant would like to consider adopting the approach set forth in NPRR255 for all Supplemental Ancillary Services Markets (SASMs), but would wait until after Nodal Go-live to consider a separate NPRR.  
Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 8/19/10 PRS Report as amended by the 9/30/10 ERCOT comments and Impact Analysis for NPRR255 to TAC.  David Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Independent Generator Market Segment.  

NPRR259, Resolution of Alignment Items A175 and A176 related to the commitment of Generation Resources to Meet System Reliability Requirements

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 9/23/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR259 to TAC.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  

NPRR274, Generic Startup Costs for Combine Cycle Generation Resources – Removal of Temporal Constraint

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 9/23/10 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR274 to TAC.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Consumer Market Segment.

Review of Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) 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

Robert Matlock explained that ERCOT is able to use a mimic function to enter Outages on behalf of an Entity; that if equipment is not listed under the Transmission Service Provider (TSP) being mimicked, the equipment will not appear in the Outage Scheduler.  Liz Jones questioned the possibility of listing all Resource Transmission Elements under ERCOT, and listing ERCOT as a pseudo-TSP.
Paul Shinkawa asked if ERCOT, when mimicking a TSP, has the consent of that TSP to enter Outages on their behalf.  Mr. Matlock noted that if the TSP requests that ERCOT enter Outages on their behalf, they have done so; however, it is not a common practice due to liability reasons.  Ms. Walker noted that liability concerns are the exact reason that TSPs do not want to enter Outages on behalf of Resources and Private Use Networks (PUNs), and that ERCOT is passing its liability on to TSPs.  John Warren asked if the system is robust enough to create one additional TSP in order to enter Outages on behalf of those Entities that need assistance. 

Ms. Walker moved to reject NPRR219.  Market Participants discussed the impacts of rejecting NPRR219, and that Resources might be required to report on items that they are unable to access in the Outage Scheduler.  Ms. Walker withdrew the motion to reject NPRR219, and expressed frustration that ERCOT seems to be passing liability and Resource demands on to the TSPs.  Eric Goff echoed Ms. Walker’s frustration, adding that the issue with the as-built systems limiting ERCOT’s capability has been known for two years.  Ms. L. Jones concurred with Katie Coleman’s assessment that unless ERCOT performs entries, Resources will not have access.  Market Participants also expressed concern for North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) compliance issues.
Marguerite Wagner moved to table NPRR219.  Ms. Wagner expressed concern for the lack of delegation agreements and expressed hope that ERCOT would be able to create a TSP role in the coming weeks.  Kristi Hobbs noted that some Sections of the Nodal Protocols under review in NPRR219 would become effective on November 1, 2010 and expressed concern for potential compliance issues.  

Market Participants discussed the need for an Impact Assessment; whether or not there are ERCOT system limitations pertaining to ERCOT’s capability to enter Outages on behalf of Resources; that the TSPs had tentatively agreed to the 10/1/10 Oncor comments; and that ERCOT’s ability to enter Outages on behalf of a TSP or QSE was recent knowledge.  The motion to table did not receive a second.
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR219 as amended by the 9/22/10 TIEC comments, the 10/1/10 Oncor comments, and the 10/4/10 AEP comments.  Ms. Boren noted that the 10/1/10 Oncor comments were to the original NPRR219 language, before subsequent work was done.  Ms. L. Jones noted that Oncor was addressing the narrow issue of liability, and not the broader issue of ERCOT ability.  It was discussed that ERCOT may use a mimic function to make entries on behalf of a TSP; and debated whether Market Participants would prefer that ERCOT create mimic roles for TSPs and Resources.  Market Participants expressed concern for substantial indemnity and guarantee requirements.  
Mr. Durrwachter accepted Mr. Goff’s amendment to the motion to recommend approval of NPRR219 as amended by the 9/22/10 TIEC comments and as revised by PRS, and to forward NPRR219 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Mr. Gedrich seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed data entry timelines, and whether forced Outages would impact transmission equipment entry requirements.  The motion carried on roll call vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend a priority of Critical for the grey-boxed language.  Mr. Goff seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
Market Participants requested that ERCOT have a clear explanation of its capabilities and system limitations regarding entering Outages by the October 7, 2010 TAC meeting.
NPRR272, Definition and Participation of Quick Start Generation Resources

Barbara Clemenhagen reviewed the discussion of NPRR272 at the October 4, 2010 Special WMS meeting, noting that quorum was lost before a vote could be taken, but that Market Participants had developed some revised language, and that some elements of the language remain somewhat controversial and require further discussion.  Ms. Hobbs reminded Market Participants that should NPRR272 be delayed, a special filing would be required, as some Sections of the Nodal Protocols become effective at the end of November 2010.  Ms. Clemenhagen reiterated that she would prefer that NPRR272 be tabled to allow for additional discussion at WMS.
Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR272.  Bill Brod seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR263, Resolution of Alignment Item A99 - Settlement Point Price Calculation When Busses are De-energized
Ms. Hobbs noted that the 9/29/10 ERCOT comments added conforming language from NPRR228, Resolution of Alignment Items A2, A80, A83 and A93 - As-Built Treatment and Settlement of Combined Cycle Generation Resources in ERCOT Market Systems.  Ms. Wagner raised concerns regarding the open ended nature of the Combined Cycle Generation Resource commitment in the Day- Ahead Market (DAM).  Bob Spangler noted that the decision was made to honor the minimum run time for Resources and not strike a Resource that would violate a minimum run time for that day; that Resources must be in a configuration that ERCOT can determine what the minimum run time is; and that if ERCOT cannot determine the minimum run time for a configuration, ERCOT will not select the unit.
Mr. Goff moved to recommend approval of NPRR263 as amended by the 9/29/10 ERCOT comments and as revised by PRS, and to forward NPRR263 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Ms. Wagner stated that the conforming language remains confusing.  Ms. Clemenhagen suggested that a reference in the Resource Asset Registration Form to a unit’s configuration would be helpful.  Mr. Spangler suggested that, as NPRR228 has been approved, that further revisions might be more appropriately addressed in a separate NPRR.  Ms. Hobbs offered that ERCOT Staff might be able to propose some clarifying language for TAC consideration.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
NPRR264, Clarification of Nodal Protocol Requirements for Generators With Multiple Points of Interconnection

Ms. Morris noted that no action on NPRR264 was needed at this time.  The item was not taken up.
NPRR279, Resolution of Alignment Item A144 - Clarify Posting of MCPC for DAM and SASM

Market Participants discussed comments filed to NPRR279 and offered language revisions.  Ms. Stephenson noted that ERCOT considers Notice and investigation as distinct actions; and reiterated concerns expressed at the October 4, 2010 Special WMS meeting that ERCOT should provide Notice to all Market Participants at the same time.  
Steve Reedy noted that the purpose of NPRR279 is to conform the Nodal Protocols to the as-built Nodal systems.  Market Participants discussed issues associated with the dispute timeline; that the opportunity to dispute should be available up until the price is final; and that guidelines for how ERCOT will conduct the price change process should be codified.  Ms. Hobbs reminded Market Participants that should NPRR279 be delayed, a special filing would be required, as some Sections of the Nodal Protocols become effective at the end of November 2010.  
Mr. Goff moved to recommend approval of NPRR279 as amended by the 10/4/10 ERCOT comments and as revised by PRS, and to forward NPRR279 and the Impact Analysis to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Mr. Goff requested that ERCOT develop an NPRR to address procedures for price revisions.  Mr. Goff added that issues regarding the dispute timeline also need to be addressed.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR280, Move Shift Factor Posting Requirement to Real-Time

NPRR284, Cost Allocation Zones as they relate to NOIE Load Zones – As Built Systems

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR280 as submitted, and NPRR284 as submitted, and to forward NPRR280 and NPRR284 and the respective Impact Analyses to TAC.  Mr. Brod seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
Other Binding Documents List Review (see Key Documents)

Ms. Hobbs noted the addition of a column on the list to indicate whether a particular Other Binding Document has its own change control process, and a column for notes regarding change controls; and that an Other Binding Document revision request process will likely be created for items on the list that do not have their own change control processes.  Ms. Walker expressed concern as to whether ERCOT will be able to comply with the Principles of Consistency document, given the early date the document was written.  Ms. Hobbs noted that the document could be removed from the list at the market’s direction.
Ms. Walker moved to approve the Other Binding Documents list as amended by PRS to remove Principles of Consistency and the ICCP Communication Handbook.  Mr. Detelich seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that the ICCP Communications Handbook was at one time housed in the Operating Guides, but was removed, and might at some point be returned to the Operating Guides.  

Ms. Wagner expressed disappointment that procedural documents, such as desk procedures, were not included in the Other Binding Documents list, and requested that placeholders be inserted into the list.  Chad Seely reminded Market Participants of the revisions made through NPRR244, Clarification of Other Binding Documents, that clarified the distinction between Other Binding Documents and ERCOT internal procedures as well as listed the documents that ERCOT would be required to post upon its review of the items for confidential information.  

Market Participants reiterated that any document that binds Market Participants needs to be reviewed by Market Participants and posted as an Other Binding Document.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
Adjournment

Ms. Morris adjourned the October 4, 2010 Special PRS meeting at 3:25 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/10/20101004-PRS" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/10/20101004-PRS�
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