DRAFT
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Meeting

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

Thursday, April 21, 2011 – 9:30am
Attendance
Members:

	Bailey, Dan
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Bevill, Rob
	Green Mountain Energy Company
	

	Brod, Bill
	AES
	

	Burke, Tom
	Brazos Electric Power Cooperative
	

	Chase, David
	Texas Power
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Greer, Clayton
	Morgan Stanley
	Via Teleconference

	Jackson, Alice
	Occidental Chemical Corporation
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	Alt. Rep. for D. Detelich

	Varnell, John
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Residential Consumer
	


Guests:

	Basaran, Harika
	Austin Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Belk, Brad
	LCRA
	Via Teleconference

	Bevill, Jennifer
	AEP
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brown, Jeff
	Shell Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Bryant, Mark
	PUCT
	Via Teleconference

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz Power
	Via Teleconference

	Cochran, Seth
	DC Energy
	

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Galvin, Jim
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	Gedrich, Brian
	NextEra
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hellinghausen, Bill
	EDF Trading
	Via Teleconference

	Helton, Bob
	IPA-GDF-Suez
	

	Hess, Stephen
	Edison Mission
	Via Teleconference

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	Via Teleconference

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	Via Teleconference

	Lange, Clif
	STEC
	Via Teleconference

	Lin, Martin
	Citi
	Via Teleconference

	Lookadoo, Heddie
	NRG Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Martin, Michael
	OATI
	Via Teleconference

	Martinez, Alberto
	ECS, Inc.
	

	Martyak, Stacy
	Klein Energy
	Via Teleconference

	McNamara, Grace
	LDH Energy
	Via Teleconference

	McPhee, Eileen
	City of Eastland
	

	Melgoza, Moises
	APX
	Via Teleconference

	Morris, Stan
	TNMP
	Via Teleconference

	Muñoz, Manuel
	CenterPoint Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Palani, Ananth
	Optim Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Reid, Walter
	IEEE
	Via Teleconference

	Roach, Temujin
	PUCT
	Via Teleconference

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON Climate and Renewables
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA
	

	Smith, Mark
	Chaparral Steel
	

	Starr, Lee
	BTU
	Via Teleconference

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Sullivan, Patrick
	Sandy Creek Services
	

	Watson, Markham
	Platts
	Via Teleconference

	Whittle, Brandon
	APEX
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Ashbaugh, Jackie
	
	

	Bauld, Mandy
	
	

	Billo, Jeff
	
	Via Teleconference

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Bridges, Stacy
	
	Via Teleconference

	Deller, Art
	
	Via Teleconference

	DiPastena, Philip
	
	Via Teleconference

	Flores, Isabel
	
	Via Teleconference

	Gilbertson, Jeff
	
	Via Teleconference

	Gonzalez, Ino
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Maggio, David
	
	Via Teleconference

	Mereness, Matt
	
	Via Teleconference

	Moseley, John
	
	Via Teleconference

	Reedy, Steve
	
	

	Solis, Stephen
	
	Via Teleconference

	Surendran, Resmi
	
	Via Teleconference

	Teixeira, Jay
	
	Via Teleconference

	Tomlin, Dale
	
	Via Teleconference

	Tucker, Carrie
	
	Via Teleconference

	Wattles, Paul
	
	

	Wise, Joan
	
	Via Teleconference


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
PRS Chair Sandy Morris called the meeting to order at 9:34 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.  
Antitrust Training

Nathan Bigbee provided antitrust training.

Approval of Minutes (see Key Documents)

March 24, 2011

Randy Jones moved to approve the March 24, 2011 PRS meeting minutes as amended.  Kenan Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Urgency Votes (see Key Documents)
Review Definition of Urgency 

Ms. Morris related the discussion at the April 19, 2011 ERCOT Board meeting regarding PRS email voting for Urgent status.  Kristi Hobbs reviewed the definition of Urgency as stated in Protocol Section 21.5, Urgent Nodal Protocol Revision Requests, and noted internal ERCOT discussions and concerns regarding the recent increase in Urgent revision requests.  Ms. Hobbs added that upon review of paragraph (2)(b) of Section 21.5, it was noted that items most rapidly implemented may not be the most important items; that rapid implementation is really a function of prioritization; and that implementation should be considered against the Project Prioritization List (PPL). 
Ms. Hobbs offered that Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) might be prioritized to communicate which are truly Urgent; that a single body might declare Urgent status and make assignments to subcommittees for both NPRRs and System Change Requests (SCRs); that ERCOT dedicates significant resources to developing impact assessments; that those resources are strained with Nodal Parking Deck and Urgent status items; and that consideration might be given to the market assisting ERCOT Staff in prioritizing which impact assessments to perform first.   Ms. Hobbs added that the ERCOT Board increasingly looks to ERCOT Staff for its opinion on Urgent status; that ERCOT might file comments regarding revision requests granted Urgent status; and that Market Participants are encouraged to continue to more fully develop quantitative and qualitative information in the impact assessments.

Ms. Hobbs welcomed Market Participant feedback.  Mr. R. Jones encouraged stakeholders to submit revision requests on a normal timeline and committed to voting against Urgent status for any item not impacting reliability or crucial settlement activity, and encouraged other stakeholders to take the same position.  Market Participants discussed the impacts of budget benefits; roll call and e-mail votes; whether a notice that an item would be considered for Urgent status at a PRS meeting might replace e-mail Urgency votes; and the use of abstentions in e-mail votes.  Ms. Morris requested that Market Participants consider the issue and provide additional feedback at the May 19, 2011 PRS meeting.  ERCOT Staff committed to submitting an NPRR to consolidate the NPRR and SCR processes and to remove the Urgency requirement for rapid implementation.
NPRR345, EILS Availability Calculation Post-Depletion

Market Participants discussed whether the solution to remedy a deficiency in the calculation of Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) availability factors proposed in NPRR345 is appropriate; that substantive concerns remain and need to be addressed before Urgent status is considered; that the February 2, 2011 weather event demonstrated a failing in the current Nodal Protocols that erroneously penalizes Entities who perform their duties and does not account for the exclusion of hours following depletion of the 8-hour EILS performance obligation when calculating the availability performance metric; whether the dispute process should be engaged for the February 2, 2011 weather event and the ERCOT Staff application of the “Emergency Interruptible Load Service Technical Requirements & Scope of Work” Other Binding Document, or if a Protocol revision is necessary; and that resolution must be found timely to avoid adverse consequences to the program.  

Mr. Ögelman moved to table discussion of Urgent status for NPRR345 until after the substantive discussion.  Ms. A. Jackson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR350, Change to the Security Classification of the System Ancillary Service Capacity Monitor Dashboard

Jackie Ashbaugh noted that data addressed in NPRR350 is currently only available via the Market Information System (MIS) Secure Area dashboards, which require a Digital Certificate to access.  

Mr. Ögelman moved to grant NPRR350 Urgent status.  Henry Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment, and two abstentions from the Independent Power Marketer (IPM) and Municipal Market Segments.

NPRR352, Real-Time HSL Telemetry for WGRs

John Dumas conveyed ERCOT Staff’s reliability concerns due to oscillation of the West-to-North transmission constraint and noted that the issue was discussed with Market Participants on April 12, 2011 and summarized for the ERCOT Board at its April 19, 2011 meeting.  Mr. Dumas requested that NPRR352 be granted Urgent status, due to the reliability concerns, and that ERCOT would prefer to avoid manual directives whenever possible.
Mr. Ögelman moved to grant NPRR352 Urgent status.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Market Participants discussed the difference between the net output capability telemetered by a Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) for a Wind-powered Generation Resource’s (WGR) High Sustained Limit (HSL) and the Real Time Production Potential (RTPP) as defined in the zonal Protocols.

Bill Brod moved to recommend approval of NPRR352 as submitted and to forward NPRR352 to TAC.  Jennifer Bevill seconded the motion.  Ms. Hobbs noted that NPRR352 has no impact as submitted.  The motion carried with one abstention from the IPM Market Segment.

TAC and Board Reports 

Ms. Morris reviewed the disposition of revision requests considered at the April 7, 2011 TAC meeting.
Project Update and Summary of Project Priority List (PPL) Activity to Date

Troy Anderson provided a Business Integration Update.
Other Binding Documents (Vote)

Competitive Metering Guide

Generation Asset Aggregation Application Form
Sonja Mingo presented documents proposed for removal from the Other Binding Documents list.  
Mr. Burke moved to remove the Competitive Metering Guide and the Generation Asset Aggregation Application Form from the Other Binding Documents list.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Review Recommendation Reports, Impact Analyses, Cost/Benefit Analyses, and Prioritization (see Key Documents)
NPRR264, Clarification of Nodal Protocol Requirements for Generators With Multiple Points of Interconnection

NPRR311, Correction of Wind Adjust Formula to Account for Daylight Savings Time

NPRR317, Clarification of Entity Responsible for Hydro Responsive Testing

NPRR318, Alignment of Nodal Registration Requirements with Current Registration Process

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the respective 3/24/11 PRS Reports and Impact Analyses for NPRR264, NPRR311, NPRR317, and NPRR318, to TAC.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR299, Remove Requirement for ERCOT Board Approval of PUCT, IMM, and FERC Required Reports

Ms. Boren noted that the MIS User Group continues to review NPRR299.  PRS took no action on the item.
NPRR313, Updating the Term Resource Plan to Current Operating Plan

Isabel Flores requested that NPRR313 be tabled to allow time for ERCOT to submit a separate NPRR to address Black Start issues.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to table NPRR313.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR326, Adjust the Calculation of the Real-Time Settlement Point Price for a Resource Node

Market Participants reviewed the revised Cost Benefit Analysis for NPRR326 and recommended that the extremely conservative approach used to develop the statement of market benefits be revised to more realistically capture actual benefits.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 3/24/11 PRS Report, Impact Analysis, and Cost Benefit Analysis as revised by PRS for NPRR326 to TAC, and to recommend a priority of High and a rank of 12.9.  Dan Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Consumer and Independent Generator Market Segments.

NPRR330, Change in Frequency of Five Protocol Required Audits from Annual to Periodic

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the 3/24/11 PRS Report as amended by the 4/5/11 ERCOT comments, and Impact Analysis for NPRR330 to TAC.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed whether to revise the Impact Analysis to reflect a cost savings, as ERCOT will be performing certain audits less frequently in order to focus limited resources on audits of greatest benefit to ERCOT and stakeholders.  It was pointed out that this was captured in the PRS Report.  The motion carried unanimously.
SCR764, Public Access to Select MIS Dashboards – Urgent

Ms. Ashbaugh noted that ERCOT Staff identified two additional dashboards for public display, and determined that the Locational Marginal Price (LMP) Contour Map is more easily implemented than originally believed.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to recommend a priority of Critical and a rank of 9.21 for SCR764.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to endorse and forward the 4/8/11 Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) Report for SCR764, as revised by PRS, to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Ms. Hobbs requested Market Participant assistance in developing the Cost Benefit Analysis for SCR764 before the May 5, 2011 TAC meeting.

Review of Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) Language (see Key Documents)
NPRR300, Municipal Owned Utility Addition to Determination of Total Potential Exposure for a Counter-Party 

Ms. Boren noted that the Credit Work Group (Credit WG) continues to review NPRR300.  Market Participants discussed whether to reject NPRR300 or to await conclusion of discussions with the Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) regarding exemption from the Dodd-Frank Act.  PRS took no action. 

NPRR312, Clarification of QSE Requirements for Split Generation Resources – Urgent 

John Varnell argued that ERCOT has the capability to establish a Master QSE without a registered share of the Generation Resource, and that only procedural, rather than system changes would be required.  Patrick Sullivan requested that ERCOT clearly define the responsibilities of a Master QSE versus those of a Master QSE for a Split Generation Resource, and expressed concern for conflicts between the Nodal Protocols and the related Business Practice currently in draft form.   

Mr. Coon opined that the arrangement for a zero percent ownership such as that suggested in the 3/17/11 Tenaska Power Services comments would be problematic, not only for the extensive system changes required, but as ERCOT is obligated and has the liability to represent the true ownership of assets.  Mr. Coon requested that, should Market Participants desire it, a separate NPRR be developed to allow other types of relationships that ERCOT is not currently able to support.
Mr. Varnell moved to table NPRR312.  Brian Gedrich seconded the motion.  Mr. Varnell suggested that NPRR312 remain tabled until systems are adequately defined for a separate NPRR or SCR to be written, or until NPRR312 language is revised.  Mr. Coon reiterated that NPRR312 supports the current Protocol and practice that QSEs all represent a Resources have a binding share; and that ERCOT is being asked to create a master QSE that has no binding relationship.  The motion carried with one objection from the Consumer Market Segment and two abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) and Municipal Market Segments.

NPRR314, Requirement to Post Generation Resources Temporal Constraints

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR314 as amended by the 4/15/11 Luminant comments.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR315, Revision of Responsive Reserve Measure to Net Dependable Capability – Urgent

It was noted that the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) continues to review NPRR315.  PRS took no action.
NPRR319, Required Documentation to Recover Fuel Costs for RUC Deployments
Mr. Ögelman moved to recommend approval of NPRR319 as amended by the 4/6/11 NRG Texas Power comments.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR321, Allow Change to Energy Offer Curve MW Amounts in the Adjustment Period for Qualifying Facilities

Mr. R. Jones moved to recommend approval of NPRR321 as submitted.  Ms. Brandt seconded the motion.  Mr. Durrwachter opined that the ability to change Energy Offer Curve power quantities in the Adjustment Period should be extended to all Resources; Mr. R. Jones concurred, but did not want to delay the item.  The motion carried with three abstentions from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP), IOU and Municipal Market Segments.

NPRR322, Real-Time PTP Option Modeling

PRS took no action on this item.
NPRR324, Conductor/Transformer Transmission Facility Rating

Mr. Ögelman moved to recommend approval of NPRR324 as amended by the 4/12/11 ROS comments.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR327, State Estimator Data Redaction Methodology

Mr. R. Jones noted that the State Estimator Redaction Task Force continues to review NPRR327.  PRS took no action on the item.

NPRR328, Removes ERCOT Requirement For Reactive Resource Planning and the Associated Compliance Process

Ms. Boren noted that ROS recommended approval of NPRR328 as amended by the 4/4/11 ERCOT comments, and that ERCOT has additional recommended revisions.  Jeff Billo reported that NPRR328 removes vague language regarding compliance monitoring that does not specify monitoring responsibility; and that the item removes duplicative language regarding transmission planning that was implemented by NPRR292, Add Key Provisions of RPG Charter to Protocols.
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR328 as amended by the 4/4/11 CenterPoint Energy comments and as revised by PRS.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR332, Revise QSGR Processes for COP Reporting of QSGR Assigned Off-Line Non-Spin and Application of Emergency Operations Settlement

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR332 as amended by the 4/11/11 WMS comments.  Market Participants discussed Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) Base Points versus Emergency Base Points; the trigger by which ERCOT determines that a Resource is ONLINE; the disposition of the Non-Spinning Reserve (Non-Spin) obligation of a Quick Start Generation Resource (QSGR) when that unit is dispatched into energy; and the implications of NPRR272, Definition and Participation of Quick Start Generation Resources.  It was clarified that NPRR332 does not produce additional cash flows, but is an automation of NPRR272.  Mr. R. Jones expressed concern for Non-Spin being deployed as part of the normal SCED routine and observed that regardless how ERCOT calculates how much remaining Non-Spin is available, Non-Spin is a reserve for reliability issues.  
Resmi Surendran noted that each instance in which a manual override is requested under the current Nodal Protocol language represents an opportunity for error, and encouraged prompt passage of NPRR332.  Ms. Surendran suggested that concerns regarding capacity that is tied to a Resource’s Non-Spin responsibility being made available for SCED be considered independent of NPRR332.
Mr. Durrwachter accepted Mr. Ögelman’s suggestion to amend the motion to recommend approval of NPRR332 as revised by the 4/11/11 WMS comments and to instruct WMS to evaluate the implications of using Non-Spin Service in the manner envisioned by NPRR272.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried with four abstentions from the Consumer (2), Independent Generator, and Municipal Market Segments.

NPRR333, Removal of Redundant Reporting Requirement Related to Equipment Ratings

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR333 as submitted.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR334, Incorporate Resource Limit for the Amount of Regulation Service that May be Provided from a Generation Resource During Any Operating Hour

Ms. Boren noted that both ROS and WMS request that NPRR334 remain tabled.  PRS took no action on the item.

NPRR336, Authorize ERCOT to Procure Additional RRS During Severe Cold Weather

Stan Morris recommended that NPRR336 be tabled per the 4/20/11 OWG comments, for additional time to discuss and address both market and reliability concerns.  Mr. Goff noted that WMS recommended rejection of NPRR336, and characterized NPRR336 as premature, as investigations into the February 2011 cold weather events have not concluded.  
Mr. R. Jones moved to table NPRR336.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that formation of another task force would be redundant, as there are multiple bodies, both ad hoc and standing, already reviewing the event and potential remedies; recommended that the OWG continue to develop NPRR336; and discussed that should revised language not be brought forward timely, NPRR336 might be rejected in favor of a future NPRR.  Mr. Reid observed that Market Participants support a comprehensive effort to address the commercial and operational issues attendant to the February 2011 events.  The motion carried with one objection from the IREP Market Segment.
NPRR337, Correct Section Reference in Section 1.3.1.1 Pertaining To Protected Information of DC Ties

Mr. Brod moved to recommend approval of NPRR337 as submitted.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR338, Modifications to Support Revenue Neutrality

Mandy Bauld noted that NPRR338 provides guidance to ERCOT as to how to address resettlements not addressed by the two percent rule or categorized as a price correction; and that NPRR338 facilitates revenue neutrality in the Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Balancing Account closure process in the event of a short payment on the Real-Time Market (RTM) Invoices.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to recommend approval of NPRR338 as submitted.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR340, Unannounced HSL Test for Duration-Limited Resources – Urgent

Ms. Boren noted that both ROS and WMS requested that NPRR340 remain tabled.  PRS took no action on the item.

NPRR344, Define RMR Fuel Adder
Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPR344 as submitted.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR345, EILS Availability Calculation Post-Depletion

Paul Wattles reviewed the purpose of NPRR345 and noted that ERCOT Staff is nearing completion of analysis of the February 2, 2011 event and Emergency Interruptible Load (EILS) deployment; that the February availability window was only 29 hours before the service was deployed; and that outcomes that ERCOT Staff views as inequitable have been found in that despite completion of the contracted MWs, Loads may be penalized for missing one interval the prior day and be excluded from the program for six months.  
Mr. Ögelman asked whether the performance of the unit should overtake the availability factor if there is an event.  Mr. R. Jones opined that the February 2, 2011 event was extraordinary; that participating Loads did not build into their risk calculation that they would be called for their entire contract obligation; and that the discussion is an attempt to renegotiate the contract after it has been signed.  Ms. A. Jackson suggested that a vote on the revision would be premature, given that analysis is nearing completion but still ongoing.  Market Participants discussed whether a Nodal Protocol change would apply to the current EILS Contract Period or only to future periods; whether availability and performance of EILS Resources should be considered throughout the entire EILS Contract Period; and whether NPRR345, as submitted, is too lenient with respect to availability.
Market Participants also discussed that availability is not a factor after the contract obligation if fully exhausted and that NPRR345 is too broad a solution; that extreme circumstances should not guide Nodal Protocol revisions; that EILS providers that feel harmed should employ the dispute process and that the Demand Side Working Group (DSWG) of WMS should further review the proposed language.  

Mr. Burke moved to table NPRR354 and to request that WMS review the issue.  Ms. A. Jackson seconded the motion.  Market Participants expressed concern for precedent that Entities are providing a service for which they are not getting paid; and that left unresolved for too long, the issue if inequitable treatment continues into the October-January contracting period.  Mr. Wittmeyer was troubled that that some Entities were excluded from the one-time April-May contract period if it could not conclusively be determined to have performed or met current availability requirements.  Mark Smith expressed concern that the Nodal Protocols, which are clear as to which hours are to be excluded in the availability factor calculation, may be conflict with an Other Binding Document.  
Ms. A. Jackson moved to call for the question.  Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

The motion to table NPRR345 and request WMS review carried unanimously.

NPRR346, Removal of Redundant Posting Requirement Related to Electrical Bus Changes

Ms. Boren noted the ERCOT Staff recommendation to revise the use of Protocol Revision Request (PRR) to NPRR.

Mr. Burke moved to recommend approval of NPRR346 as revised by PRS.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR347, Counter-Party Invoice and Single Daily Settlement Invoice

Mr. Bailey moved to recommend approval of NPRR347 as amended by the 4/18/11 the Settlement and Extracts Working Group (SEWG) comments and as revised by PRS.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Ms. A. Jackson expressed concern for confidentiality related to Counter-Party invoicing.  Ms. Bauld noted that confidentiality concerns are addressed in the 4/18/11 SEWG comments, and clarified that the Impact Analysis does not contemplate the option to reject single invoicing.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR348, Generation Resource Start-Up and Shut-Down Process

It was discussed that use of the ONTEST Resource Status, that had been employed as a temporary solution for Resource start-up and shut-down, is now causing frequency control issues; and that NPRR348 proposes a new Resource Status as a remedy.

Ms. A. Jackson moved to table NPRR348 for one month.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  Ms. A. Jackson requested that WMS review NPRR348 and submit comments.  The motion carried unanimously.  
NPRR349, Clarification of Ancillary Service Provider’s Responsibilities, Addition of Penalty Factor Charge for Failure to Provide, and Addition of Ancillary Service Capacity Compliance Performance Criteria

Ms. A. Jackson moved to table NPRR349 and to request that WMS review NPRR349.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  Market Participants expressed concern regarding additional charges applied to QSEs that fail to provide Ancillary Service capacity.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR350

Mr. Burke moved to recommend approval of NPRR350 as submitted and to forward NPRR350 to TAC.  Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

Notice of Withdrawal

There were no notices of withdrawal.
Other Business (see Key Documents)
2011 PRS Goals
Ms. Morris noted that TAC goals continue to develop.  PRS took no action on this item.

PRS Procedures
Ms. Boren noted that the PRS Procedures had not been updated in some time, and reviewed proposed revisions.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of the revised PRS Procedures.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Ms. Morris thanked ERCOT Staff for recommending the revisions.

Adjournment

Ms. Morris adjourned the April 21, 2011 PRS meeting at 3:08 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/04/20110421-PRS" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/04/20110421-PRS�  
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