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	COPS UPDATE – Harika

1. Resettlements due to software errors for DAM

a. Not email notices – posted on MIS public website

2. 1 voting item – exception request for SLA

3. TAC restructure and Procedural review

Settlement Observations

1. Pricing hitting offer cap and significantly over 1000 for multiple intervals

2. 120 range multiple days in august

3. Dropped back to normal 

4. More activity south hub to load zone

5. Cost to serve comparison- 2010 to 2011

a. AS costs up

b. Revenue neutrality higher than recent months

i. Similar to early nodal market

6. Base point deviations back to market

a. Tony – powercosts – any idea of cause of revenue neutrality?

b. Jim – has asked Mandy to present this next

Revenue neutrality analysis – Mandy

1. Month of September – 3 days attributed to uplift for month

2. Reviewed Revenue Neutrality determinates

a. Real time options/payout – value around 3 million

b. Higher than normal

c. Changes in $ amounts – not atypical behavior

3. 1300-1600 – constraints on all 3 days

a. Line outages related to fires

b. Forestry department did vegetation control/maintenance

c. Crossed peak with heavy load as well

d. System lambda spiked

e. Increase aligned with that timeframe

4. Reviewed prices and capacity shortage (charts)

a. Payout has no offset in the market

5. Did not do similar slides for 7th and 26th. Appears to be similar dynamic with real time CRR payments higher than typical on 7th and 26th. 

6. Questions

a. Slide 3 – Jim – can we update with numerical totals for that period of time instead of whole day?

b. Mandy – yes  ***ACTION ITEM*** update slides for time period 1300-1600 specifically

c. Tony – Powercosts – you said in presentation that part caused by outages due to fires. Also said that burn that scheduled by vegetation group caused some as well. 

d. Mandy – I was told that there were some line outages due to controlled burn

e. Tony – is ERCOT reviewing with that group to minimize? That is not a cost you would expect normally.  Could be disastrous on days short generation with no cushion

f. Mandy – will take that question back internally **** ACTION ITEM***

g. Tony – also CRR option payouts – can see how price would go up due to line outages. Is design such that there is no offsetting collection? Talk to change?

h. Mandy – no talk at this time and uplifted through revenue neutrality

i. Jim – if items driving real time options to point where they are solely at discretion of load to pay for, would be good to have better understanding if publicly available, where the options are deriving income from (settlement points)

j. Mandy – from our perspective won’t be available yet (confidentiality). 

k. Jim – unhedgeable cost to load.  Hour ending 15 and 16, primarily Houston and south hub/zone cleared over 1000, west/north hundreds.  Interesting scenario where idea behind nodal and directly assigning congestion is not assigning directly all costs in this case. Still uplift component to congestion management

l. Mandy – seems congestion-related and is being uplifted to load.  This is first time seen something like this (due to fire) but does show dynamic of uplift to load

m. Jim – will reach out to see if congestion management looking at. 

i. Reviewed data on Jim’s screen showing interval versus hour totals – real time options

ii. Mandy – PTP obligations hourly values – everything else 15 min.  I do see variances

1. PTP obligations around ½ million

2. Jim – interval by interval basis options just over a million – total for hour uplifted 1.9 million, so significant amount of (just under 50%) coming from obligations

3. Harika – would like to dig a little more down – real time options, only certain companies can in DAM – obligations are everyone.  Would like to see detail. ***ACTION ITEM – JIM GALVIN***

4. Jim -***ACTION ITEM*** agenda/supporting documentation for next month

5. Jack – Garland – 2 things

a. Look at pricing and capability of topology and systems through month of august did not see these anomalies. Saw capacity used up, congestion and prices 3000. Interesting that in Sept on these days have anomalies showing large amounts of charges to load

b. Charge types for payouts of options/obligations are evenly divided in hour, but can have 15 min intervals varying widely (real time imbalance, etc)

c. Jim – real time energy imbalances on last 3 intervals are greatly different than interval 57.

d. Went from around 57 to around 2000 in Houston

e. Harika – resource node prices?

f. Jim – don’t have but can get them

g. Harika – negative prices there

h. Tony – interesting that revenue neutrality is 15 min but allocating hourly value.  Price changes so drastically, inadequately rating neutrality for some intervals

i. Jim – jack made same point

SLA Update – Trey Felton

1. Reviewed Trey’s slides/presentation

2. Additional change referenced (not on slides) with URL change for downloading report/extract data referenced by Jamie Lavas

a. Jim – will keep open through COPS and if no comments recommend moving forward and approving

Q&A – Jamie Lavas

1. Reviewed posted Q&A (updated copy to be uploaded)

2. AGENDA ITEM – tracking balance of year end CRR Auction Revenues - **ACTION ITEM – JIM G***

3. Jamie – question from MISUG – settlements statements line item – being reviewed by SEWG (over months).  Reviewing task list and wondering if SEWG still reviewing so I can close it?

a. Jim – from January.  Recent NPRR will produce some quantity info – correct?

b. Heather Jo Boisseau – agree – more than on statement need on datacut.

c. Mandy – NPRR went through process (# 383 – approved last month)

d. Jim – seems like item addressed with CODE changes – Item for discussion next month 

i. Review missing items*****  agenda item for next month*** -JIM G

e. Harika – NPRR 377 – 5 minute or 15 minute settlement – status?

i. Mandy – can we keep 5 min data segregated from interval tables.  That is what checked on internally to be sure that we could support that divided approach by separating 5 min from 15 min data. From that perspective, should help solve issue as would not muddy up 15 min data in market interval tables.

ii. Harika – so will not provide 5 min in one table and 15 in another?

iii. Mandy – cannot answer at this time, but segregating 5 min data into own table.  (see Q&A doc)

iv. Heather – thought didn’t want to calculate 5 min value unless given 15 min solution.

v. Mandy – 15 minute solution avail but also 5 min data (different table) – going for vote on Thursday at PRS

vi. ***Mandy – Action Item – bring update***

1. Rank/priority as get closer, assuming approval

2. ***subsequent calendar event***

3. Mandy – would like comments back from SEWG***ACTION ITEM – JIM/HARIKA/SEWG***

vii. ***JIM – ACTION ITEM – Monthly agenda item to review Q&A

viii. Brian – new URL for downloads – when active

1. Jamie – 11/14

2. Old one no longer works after 11/14. Both work now

CRR Balancing – JIM G

1. Reviewed presentation posted

2. Harika – not related directly to real time?

3. Jim – does not appear to be

4. Mandy – not directly in how work to settle/shadow settle balancing – but the “acquisition” in day ahead is funding congestion rent nearly day after day from ptp obligations makes the excess balance in congestion rent.

5. Jim – what to do going forward?  Plan to use time to develop follow up item **** ACTION ITEM*** keep on radar screen and group review operations at business. From Load perspective a benefit, but upon September RENA cost (SP?) review will see if any correlation

6. Harika – concern where no one buys CRRs and goes back to load.

7. Pam – how handling redistribution of funds for price correction resettlement – please review for next month ***ACTION ITEM***

Jim – Settlement Guide Discussion

1. Must go through each calculation – full days extract and try to correlate

a. 3.1*

b. Comes from PRDE (source)

c. Going forward with document will try to update and over time fill in extract source and table name

d. Heather Jo – will volunteer***** ACTION ITEM – all tables – all charge type tables

e. Table of Contents updated

f. Moving forward – Jim G – would like to take to COPS next month

i. Formal presentation to COPS to determine proper location

ii. Feel SEWG should own and update and utilize



	


