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	Comments


TIEC has similar concerns to the 10/31/12 ERCOT comments regarding the intent and appropriateness of this NPRR.  

The NPRR would require information from any Entity that “receives payment through the ERCOT Settlement process for the provision of energy from a Non-Modeled Generator.”  However, under the Protocols, registering as a Non-Modeled Generator “means that the generator may not participate in the Ancillary Service or energy markets, RUC, or SCED.”  (See Section 2.1, Definitions, Non-Modeled Generator).  It is therefore unclear how any Non-Modeled Generator would ever fall within the requirements of this NPRR and the proposed changes relating to Non-Modeled Generators appear to be unnecessary and inappropriate.  
The NPRR would also require information from each Entity “that receives payment through the ERCOT Settlement process for the provision of energy from demand response.”  Again, this requirement does not appear to make sense.  As noted by ERCOT, customers that are simply curtailing their usage in response to price do not receive payment for avoided energy and, in addition, are not registered entities with ERCOT.  Customers who participate in the wholesale market as a Load Resource or Emergency Response Service (ERS) Resource also do not receive payment for energy, only capacity payments for Ancillary Services.  Therefore, it does not appear that any demand response Entities would fall within the requirements of this NPRR, and the proposed changes related to demand response are unnecessary and inappropriate.  
Finally, as noted by ERCOT, there are currently efforts underway at the Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) and the Demand Side Working Group (DSWG) to better quantify and account for demand response in the CDR, so that does not appear to be a justification for this NPRR.  

TIEC looks forward to further discussion on this NPRR at the 11/15/12 PRS meeting, but currently does not believe that there is a need for this NPRR and that it should be rejected.  

	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


None.
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