APPROVED
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Meeting

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

Thursday, August 18, 2011 – 9:30am
Attendance
Members:

	Bailey, Dan
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Bevill, Rob
	Green Mountain Energy Company
	

	Brod, Bill
	AES
	

	Carpenter, Jeremy
	Tenaska Power Services
	Alt. Rep. for J. Varnell

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Greer, Clayton
	Morgan Stanley
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Payton, Tom
	Occidental Chemical Corporation
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	Edison Mission
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Residential Consumer
	


Guests:

	Barnes, Bill
	J Aron
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Brown, Jeff
	Shell Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Carter, Kevin
	Duke Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Cochran, Seth
	DC Energy
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hastings, David
	SESCO
	Via Teleconference

	Jackson, Tom
	Austin Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Jaussaud, Danielle 
	PUCT
	Via Teleconference

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Juricek, Michael
	Oncor
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Custom Energy Solutions
	Via Teleconference

	Looney, Sherry
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	McClellan, Suzi
	Good Company Associates
	Via Teleconference

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	McPhee, Eileen
	City of Eastland
	

	Medrano, Andres
	Webking McClendon
	Via Teleconference

	Muñoz, Manuel
	CenterPoint Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Patterson, Rachel
	Gexa Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Power
	Via Teleconference

	Starr, Lee
	BTU
	Via Teleconference

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Sullivan, Patrick
	EDP Renewables/ Sweetwater/SilverStar
	

	Trayers, Barry
	Citi
	Via Teleconference

	Trefny, Floyd
	Amtec
	

	Watson, Markham
	Platts
	Via Teleconference

	Zimmerman, Mark
	Chaparral Steel Midlothian
	Via Teleconference


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Anderson, Troy
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Bridges, Stacey
	
	Via Teleconference

	Genove, Ohlen
	
	Via Teleconference

	Gilbertson, Jeff
	
	Via Teleconference

	Gonzalez, Ino
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Lavas, Jamie
	
	

	Madden, Terry
	
	Via Teleconference

	McElfresh, Brandon
	
	Via Teleconference

	Pabbisetty, Suresh
	
	

	Reed, Bobby
	
	Via Teleconference

	Reedy, Steve
	
	Via Teleconference

	Scott, Vicki
	
	Via Teleconference

	Sharma, Sandip
	
	Via Teleconference

	Shaw, Pamela
	
	Via Teleconference

	Tucker, Carrie
	
	Via Teleconference

	Wiley, Leslie
	
	

	Wise, Joan
	
	Via Teleconference

	Yager, Cheryl
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
PRS Chair Sandy Morris called the meeting to order at 9:33 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 Minutes (see Key Documents)

July 21, 2011
Henry Durrwachter moved to approve the July 21, 2011 PRS meeting minutes as posted.  Dan Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Urgency Votes (see Key Documents)
No items were considered for Urgent status under this agenda item.

TAC and Board Reports (see Key Documents) 

Ms. Morris reviewed the disposition of revision requests considered at the August 16, 2011 ERCOT Board meeting, and reported that TAC reviewed recommendations generated at the annual TAC and TAC Subcommittee Structure Review meeting and invited comment.  Ms. Morris noted comments regarding the recommendations would be reviewed at the September 1, 2011 TAC meeting, with the recommendations considered at the October 7, 2011 TAC meeting. 

Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 351, Calculate and Post Projected Non-Binding LMPs for the Next 15 Minutes
Jonathan Levine noted that ERCOT Staff met with the appellants of the PRS rejection of NPRR351 and NPRR378 to discover priorities and address ERCOT questions in order to prepare an Impact Analysis, and presented proposed language revisions for PRS consideration.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR351 as revised by PRS for the sole purpose of ERCOT’s preparation of an Impact Analysis for PRS review.  Randy Jones seconded the motion.  Tom Payton stated that the TAC motion did not direct ERCOT Staff to work with sponsors and then request PRS approval of language.  Mr. Levine explained that ERCOT Staff did not have an opinion on the merits of NPRR351 at this time and clarified that the proposed revisions were drafted for PRS consideration so that the scope of NPRR351 is better established before ERCOT begins work on the Impact Analysis.  Mr. Payton expressed concern for procedure and that ERCOT Staff was requesting approval of language different than that contemplated in the TAC directive.  Kristi Hobbs clarified that it is not outside of process for ERCOT Staff to work with parties to discover intent; that the revised language was developed during discussions with the sponsor of the appeals of PRS’ rejection of NPRR351 and NPRR378; and that the discussions were an attempt to facilitate a productive discussion at PRS. 
Eric Goff stated that he expected NPRR351 to be tabled in order for ERCOT to develop an Impact Analysis, and noted that TAC requested that ERCOT resolve any questions to complete the Impact Analysis, and did not necessarily direct PRS to approve language before the Impact Analysis was developed.  Ms. Brandt offered that she did not have any concerns for process, and noted that the revision request process is fluid; and that she would not have difficulty voting against the language if necessary when the merits of NPRR351 are considered.  Mr. Payton reiterated that his concern extended only to ERCOT’s request for a motion to approve revised language, while TAC directed that an Impact Analysis be developed.  
It was reiterated that those voting in favor of the motion were doing so that an Impact Analysis could be developed.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
NPRR378, Posting of the ERCOT Short-Term Load Forecast and the Aggregated HDL and LDL Used in SCED

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR378.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  Market Participants reviewed the result of the appeal regarding NPRR351 and NPRR378 considered at the August 4, 2011 TAC meeting, and discussed the necessity of NPRR378 in light of NPRR360, Summary Report of HDL and LDL.  Mr. Smith opined that NPRR378 is good for the market no matter the disposition of NPRR351.   The motion carried unanimously.

Project Update and Summary of Project Priority List (PPL) Activity to Date (see Key Documents)
Troy Anderson provided the Business Integration update, reviewed projects planned for go-live in August/September 2011, and highlighted that the Year-to-Date projects are currently under-spent due to dedication to the Data Center Hardware project in the early half of 2011.  Mr. Anderson noted that the ERCOT Board approved $15 million in 2012 project funding in an effort to maintain a flat ERCOT Administrative Fee.  

Proposed Revisions to Cost Benefit Analysis Format

Ms. Hobbs reminded Market Participants that ERCOT performs Impact Analyses, per Nodal Protocol requirement, to determine costs to ERCOT for implementing a particular revision request; that Cost Benefit Analyses were developed in response to requests from the ERCOT Board, and the Excel spreadsheet evolved to support the Cost Benefit Analysis; and that ERCOT Staff is proposing revisions to the Cost Benefit Analysis format.

Mr. Anderson reviewed the current Cost Benefit Analysis process, identified issues with the current approach, and presented changes recommended by ERCOT Staff.  Market Participants discussed that it would be beneficial to make the business case for a revision request earlier in the process, and include sample numbers if possible, so that it may be vetted; that a consolidated form will make it easier to understand all aspects of the revision request and data sources; that for transparency, ERCOT would file comments to add any benefits likely to accrue to ERCOT; and that interested parties would file comments either to challenge or support numbers provided by Market Participants, thereby further increasing transparency.  Mr. Anderson added that based on the size of the effort, the Excel spreadsheet may still be utilized to support understanding of complex or multi-year projects, such as System Change Request (SCR) 760, Recommended Changes Needed for Information Model Manager and Topology Processor for Planning Models. 

Review of Impact Assessments for Parking Deck NPRRs – Phase 2 & 3 (see Key Documents)
NPRR181, FIP Definition Revision
Mr. Durrwachter offered to work with ERCOT Staff to develop market benefits for NPRR181.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table the impact assessment for NPRR181.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR207, Unit Deselection NPRR210, Wind Forecasting Change to P50, Sync with PRR841
Mr. Anderson presented the Cost Benefit Analysis, noting the ongoing $0.5 million yearly market benefit, based on the assumption that Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC) charges were reduced by one percent of the typical monthly amount.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to endorse and forward the impact assessment for NPRR207 to TAC with a recommended priority of 2012 and a rank of 19.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Review Recommendation Reports, Impact Analyses, Cost/Benefit Analyses, and Prioritization (see Key Documents)
NPRR364, Clarify Active and Inactive SCED Constraint Reporting

NPRR370, Supplementary Ancillary Services Market Modifications

NPRR389, Modification of Voltage Support Requirements to Address Existing Non-Exempt WGRs

Clayton Greer moved to endorse and forward to TAC the respective 7/21/11 PRS Reports and Impact Analyses for NPRR364, NPRR370, and NPRR389.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR327, State Estimator Data Redaction Methodology

Mr. Anderson noted that a meeting was scheduled for the following week to vet assumptions to develop the Impact Analysis for NPRR327.  ERCOT Staff expressed concern for impacts to ERCOT resources posed by quarterly reviews and requests to remove and repost elements of the State Estimator.  Market Participants discussed that requests for removal will likely be infrequent and committed to re-evaluating the process should quarterly reviews become burdensome.  Mr. Greer recommended that the obligation to comply with P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.505, Resource Adequacy in the Electric Reliability Council of Texas Power Region, should be included in the Cost Benefit Analysis. 

Mr. R. Jones moved to table NPRR327.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR385, Security Violation Analysis and Reporting and Negative Price Floor

Mr. Anderson explained that ERCOT Subject Matter Experts (SMEs) encountered many questions in preparing the Impact Analysis for NPRR385, and that it had been suggested that the negative price floor issue and the security violation analysis and reporting issue be separated into two NPRRs for consideration by the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) and the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS), respectively.  Randa Stephenson noted that NPRR385 is part of the holistic solution to managing constraints irresolvable by Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED), and that the concepts are related and should not be divided, and recommended that a conference call be held to resolve any open questions that might impede ERCOT’s ability to complete an Impact Analysis.
Market Participants discussed that NPRR385 involves a number of policy discussions and debated whether a task force should be established to consider the issues, or if various established working groups might review NPRR385; and that further discussions might be delayed until the Impact Analysis is available for review.
Bob Wittmeyer moved to table NPRR385 for one month.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Mr. Durrwachter emphasized the need for an Impact Analysis at the September PRS meeting.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Generator Market Segment.
NPRR391, Shortening RTM Settlement and Payment Timeline and Eliminate ACH as a Mode of Payment

ERCOT Staff explained that certain revisions proposed in NPRR391 can be implemented December 1, 2011 and reiterated that the cost to implement the remaining portions of NPRR391 is included in the Impact Analysis for NPRR347, Single Daily Settlement Invoice and Updates to Credit Calculations, including addition of a Minimum Collateral Exposure Component (formerly “Counter-Party Invoice and Single Daily Settlement Invoice”).
Mr. Greer moved to endorse and forward the 7/21/11 PRS Report and Impact Analysis for NPRR391 to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Review of Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) Language (see Key Documents)
NPRR315, Revision of Responsive Reserve Measure to Net Dependable Capability – Urgent

PRS reviewed the 8/17/11 Luminant Energy and 8/18/11 ERCOT comments.  ERCOT staff reiterated concerns that using High Emergency Limit (HEL) instead of High Sustained Limit (HSL) for calculating Responsive Reserve (RRS) will potentially lead to inaccurate and undeliverable RRS when needed.  Market Participants discussed using HEL for calculating RRS and adding a requirement for Resource Entities to validate their seasonal sustainable ratings in the Net Dependable Capability and Reactive Capability (NDCRC) application prior to each Season.

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR315 as amended by the 8/17/11 Luminant Energy comments.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Greer moved to reconsider NPRR315.  Mr. Goff noted the need to substitute NDCRC for Resource Asset Registration Form (RARF) in order to avoid the complicated task of updating the RARF, when updates to the NDCRC will role to the RARF in time.  A revised title for NPRR315 was also discussed.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR315 as amended by the 8/17/11 Luminant Energy comments and as revised by PRS, and to forward NPRR315 to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter 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
Mr. R. Jones moved to reject NPRR334.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Danielle Jaussaud questioned the ROS recommendation to reject NPRR334 as stated in the 8/12/11 ROS comments in light of the 5/2/11 Operations Working Group (OWG) comments that endorsed NPRR334 and the 6/8/11 Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG) comments that indicated that a potential reliability issue exists when a limited number of Resources are providing Regulation Service.  Mr. Greer noted that rejection of NPRR334 was due to the physically impossible premise contained therein that all Regulation Up Service (Reg-Up) may be on one unit.  Mr. R. Jones added that Generation Resources are naturally constrained by their ramp rates, and that no data exists to support NPRR334.
Mr. Reid countered that ERCOT Staff had presented some data that indicated that at times a large percentage of the reserve is carried on one machine, which Mr. Reid characterized as a particular concern given the small amount of reserve now purchased by ERCOT in the Nodal Market, and conceded that making the allowable percentage a moving number is an implementation issue for Generation Resources.  It was noted that the 8/11/11 PDCWG comments were not discussed at the August 11, 2011 ROS meeting.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Consumer and Municipal Market Segments.
NPRR336, Authorize ERCOT to Procure Additional RRS During Severe Cold Weather
Market Participants reviewed the 8/18/11 OWG comments to NPRR336.  Mr. Goff reminded Market Participants that WMS has twice recommended rejection of NPRR336, and opined that the proposed language overlaps with NPRR402, Clarification of Pre-DAM RUC Instruction Sequence, and that the objective is also addressed in the Methodology for Determining Ancillary Service Requirements.

Kenan Ögelman concurred and noted that the February 2, 2011 weather event was reviewed by the TAC-created Emergency Response Task Force; opined that review should be given to how ERCOT will implement the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) recommendation regarding reserves and Ancillary Services, rather than expending more effort on NPRR336; and suggested that should NPRR336 be rejected, it should be explained that NPRR336 might not be consistent with the NERC/FERC recommendation.  Market Participants discussed that ERCOT has appropriate tools to maintain the reliability of the ERCOT System.
Mr. Durrwachter moved to reject NPRR336.  Bill Brod seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR365, Change in Resource Outage Approvals from Eight to 90 Days
Mr. Wittmeyer moved to grant NPRR365 Urgent status.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.  

In discussion of the 8/12/11 ROS comments, Mr. Goff suggested that a three-day response timeline for withdrawal of acceptance be added.  Woody Rickerson reviewed the outage approval process and noted that the proposed three-day response timeline would require additional ERCOT Staff.  Mr. Rickerson reiterated that ERCOT Staff continues to support a 90-day notice period; that the same notice period has been successfully used for several years for Transmission Outages; that late-arriving Resource Outages require ERCOT Staff to re-coordinate Transmission Outages; and NPRR365 allows ERCOT the ability to provide better coordination for all parties.  Mr. Rickerson offered that ERCOT Staff does not anticipate a decrease in Resource Outages should NPRR365 be implemented, and that it is in ERCOT’s interest to ensure that Resources receive Maintenance Outages.

Market Participants discussed whether approved Outages would be withdrawn for reasons other than reliability; Mr. Rickerson confirmed that approval would only be withdrawn for the sake of reliability.  Market Participants discussed whether it is possible to quantify improved reliability offered by 45- versus 90-day timelines; Mr. Durrwachter suggested that ERCOT had crafted its recommendation in light of staffing constraints, but that the market is willing to support additional staffing.  Mr. Rickerson clarified that the difference in improved reliability is a matter of degrees, with the 90-day option allowing crucial time to re-coordinate large projects, and that the staffing constraint is related only to the response time requested by Market Participants.  Mr. Rickerson added that the fidelity of the Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) model is preserved with the 90-day requirement.
Mr. R. Jones noted his initial objections to NPRR365, highlighting that certain Resources have more parties to coordinate with than just ERCOT, but that 45 days might be a workable compromise if coupled with a three-day response timeline.  Mr. R. Jones added that Market Participants want to optimize Outages and are willing to offset the cost of additional resources in exchange for additional notice, and stated that he would be willing to review studies of a three-day and five-day notice timeline.  Market Participants offered language revisions.
Mr. Bailey moved to recommend approval of NPRR365 as amended by the 8/12/11 ROS comments and as revised by PRS, and to forward NPRR365 to TAC.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Barry Trayers noted that in other systems, it is transparent when certain timeframes are no longer available for additional Outages and that additional Outages will not be accepted.  Mr. Rickerson noted that ERCOT systems do not have a way to exclude an area at this time.  The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segment.
NPRR366, Generation Resource Power Factor Criteria Clarification

PRS took no action on this item.
NPRR371, Telemetered LSL for QSGR – Urgent
PRS took no action on this item.
NPRR377, Alternate Inputs to Base Point Deviation Charge

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR377 as amended by the 8/8/11 ERCOT comments and as revised by PRS.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR381, Registration Requirements for Interconnecting Entities

Mr. Greer moved to table NPRR381.  Mr. Durrwachter seconded the motion.  Mr. Goff requested that ROS discuss and clarify whether the requirements for Interconnecting Entities are applicable to interconnecting transmission Entities.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR393, SCED Constraint Management Transparency

Bill Barnes explained that NPRR393 is a component previously provided for in NPRR364, Clarify Active and Inactive SCED Constraint Reporting, that provides transparency in Real-Time for overloaded constraints left inactive in SCED.  Market Participants discussed the need for transparency in the constraint process as critical to understanding congestion and related pricing.

Seth Cochran moved to recommend approval of NPRR393 as submitted.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR394, Outage Reporting

Market Participants discussed ERCOT’s staff’s request for rejection of NPRR394.  

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to reject NPRR394.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  Ms. Stephenson did not oppose rejection, but suggested that the topic, rather than the NPRR, might be referred to a working group for more discussion.  Mr. Wittmeyer withdrew his motion.
Mr. Greer moved to table NPRR394.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  Mr. Greer suggested that the Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) Managers Working Group (QMWG) should review NPRR394 to determine if the amount of derated MWs not reported to ERCOT could double as a result of the implementation of NPRR394.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR395, CRR Auction Offer Award Disclosure
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR395 as amended by the 8/12/11 WMS comments.  Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion.  Mr. Wittmeyer highlighted the request in the 8/12/11 WMS comments that the Impact Analysis consider the cost of paragraph (2)(h) of Section 7.5.3.1, Data Transparency, separately.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR396, Reduce Standard O&M Costs

Chris Brewster requested that NPRR396 be recommended for approval and forwarded to TAC, noting that the option to receive standard Operations and Maintenance costs under Section 5.6.1, Verifiable Costs, is scheduled to sunset on December 31, 2011.
Mr. R. Jones moved to grant NPRR396 Urgent status, to recommend approval of NPRR396 as submitted, and to forward NPRR396 to TAC.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that the ERCOT Board is not scheduled to meet in November 2011.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR397, Balance of the Day Ancillary Service Market
Mr. Greer moved to table NPRR397.  Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion.  Mr. Greer requested that WMS provide input regarding NPRR397 and the 8/17/11 ERCOT comments.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR398, Changes to Resource Category Minimum-Energy Generic Heat Rates
Ms. Stephenson expressed concern for the accuracy of the proposed Resource Category Minimum-Energy Generic Heat Rate value, and whether a neutral third party had reviewed the proposed values.  Mr. Goff noted that WMS is not able to review confidential information.  Ino Gonzalez added that he had shared the results with Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) Staff.  Ms. Jaussaud opined that Mr. Gonzalez had correctly identified the issue, that the analysis was valid and methodology was reasonable, and offered that PUCT Staff had encouraged Mr. Gonzalez to go forward with an NPRR.   

Marguerite Wagner expressed concern for negative impacts to Generation Resources and suggested that effort would be better expended on market design.  Mr. Gonzalez noted that he is trying to ensure that the generic heat rates in the Nodal Protocols are as accurate as possible, based on averages, and that Entities are able to submit verifiable costs and actual heat rates if they believe the generic values will be detrimental.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to recommend approval of NPRR398 as submitted.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two objections from the Independent Generator and IPM Market Segment and one abstention from the IPM Market Segment.

NPRR399, Updates to Protocol Sections Related to Settlements and Billing

Mr. Durrwachter moved to recommend approval of NPRR399 as submitted.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR400, Eliminate Unsecured Credit for CRR Auctions and for Future Credit Exposure and Eliminate Netting of FCE with CCE
Cheryl Yager noted that NPRR400 is a material NPRR in response the Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) requirements, and that the Credit Work Group (Credit WG) did not yet have a final recommendation regarding NPRR400.  Market Participants discussed the calculation and application of the Available Credit Limit (ACL) for the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and the Real-Time Market (RTM); and the need for Urgent status for NPRR400, as the ERCOT Board is not scheduled to meet in November 2011.
Mr. Greer moved to grant NPRR400 Urgent status and to table NPRR400 for one month.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed issues surrounding unsecured collateral in the DAM and requested that the Credit WG review NPRR400.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR401, Clarification of Timing for a Generation Resource to be Considered Self-Committed

Mr. Durrwachter moved to table NPRR401 for one month.  Mr. Bailey seconded the motion.  Mr. Durrwachter requested that WMS consider referring NPRR401 to the QMWG.  The motion carried unanimously.

Notice of Withdrawal

No notices of withdrawal were issued.
Other Business

No other business was brought forward.

Adjournment

Ms. Morris adjourned the August 18, 2011 PRS meeting at 3:00 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/08/20110818-PRS" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/08/20110818-PRS� 
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