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	Comments


Invenergy submits these comments to Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 1315 to stress the need to make the process as clear as possible.  As the former Supervisor of Resource Planning at ERCOT during the financial crisis fallout of 2008/2009, I was responsible with developing the long term ERCOT forecast with the late great Eduardo “Eddie” Zarruk.  We spent many days and weeks discussing what the forecast should look like coming off one of the worst financial crises since 1987.

ERCOT has explained that this process is a combination of both operations and planning.  The challenge is that planning uses a non-coincident peak (“NCP”) Load forecast and detailed assumptions of the availability of wind, solar, storage, and hydro generation.  Operations are usually focused more on a coincident peak Load (“CP”) Load forecast and may have more unique assumptions of the availability of wind, solar, storage, and hydro generation.

I commented during the workshops and meetings that ERCOT needs to answer three questions.  First, what is the Load forecast that will be used?  Second, for the Far West situation, what are the curtailment assumptions of oil and natural gas since we saw them curtail during Winter Storm Fern?  Finally, when the “Kill Switch” is finally clarified by both the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) and ERCOT, will Contracts for Capacity (“C4C”) generation be used prior to the “Kill Switch”?  
I was told that ERCOT doesn’t know.  Therefore, I am offering a compromise solution.
I would recommend that we add language which lists the assumptions made for each C4C agreement and keep as a running spreadsheet at the front of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) page under “Key Documents.”  Therefore, ERCOT will be showing their assumptions for each contract and will not be locked into one single process.
An example list of assumptions is below.
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Description of ERCOT

subareastudied |FarWest Far West Far West Far West
Time Period of C4C 1,1 5077 o 121312027 |1/1/2028 t0 1213112028 [1/112027 0 121312027 (17172028 t0 1213112028
Amount of C4C
procured (MW) 200) 200) 200) 200
Case Description [Summer Peak Summer Peak Minimum Load Minimum Load
ERCOT System Wide
Peak Load (MW) 152,882) 221,379 152,882) 221.379|
ERCOT System Wide
Minimum Load (MW) 80,000 115,843 80,000 115,843
ERCOT System Wide
Load Factor (%) 60% 60% 60% 60%)
ERCOT System Wide
Annual Energy (GWh) 803,548 1,163,568 803,548 1,163,568
Assumed capacity factor:
Wind - Coastal 0% 0% 319 319
d- Panhandle| 29%] 29%] 529 52
Wind - Other] 2% 2% 419 419
Solar] 6% 6% 0% 0%
Hydrol 0% 0% 0% 0%
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I look forward to further discussion at the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) on May 6, 2026.  If we can add this type of language, I would be a “yes” vote on NPRR 1315.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None.

	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


None.

1315NPRR-15 Invenergy Comments 050126
Page 1 of 1
PUBLIC


