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	Comments


ERCOT appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 1343 and thanks Texas Competitive Power Advocates (TCPA) for its 11/3/26 TCPA comments.  ERCOT acknowledges the recommendations of the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) and the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) on NPRR1343 as amended by the 10/2/26 TCPA comments, and the time stakeholders have invested in this discussion.  The purpose of these comments is to respond to TCPA’s request for a data-supported basis of why ERCOT continues to support NPRR1343 as amended by the 9/24/26 ERCOT comments. 
ERCOT appreciates that TCPA shares our objective to reduce the volume of inefficient Point-to-Point (PTP) Obligation bids that contribute to longer Day-Ahead Market (DAM) run times.  Under Protocols Section 1.2, ERCOT shall act in a reasonable, nondiscriminatory manner.  The 9/24/26 ERCOT comments language applies the same objective: bid-level tests to every Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE), whether the QSE represents Resources, Load, both, or neither.  ERCOT’s position on the TCPA language is based on that principle of uniformity and on the data below. 
ERCOT’s Data Analysis
The 11/3/26 TCPA comments rely on the categorical analysis in the 10/2/26 TCPA comments, which reported an average of 87,478 PTP bids per day for 1/1/26 through 7/13/26.  In contrast, ERCOT’s records, as presented at the Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG) in August 2026 and at earlier meetings, indicate approximately 206,000 PTP bids per day in 2026, and approximately 205,206 per day for 12/6/25 through 07/13/26, the study period used in these comments.
Using the category definitions from the 10/2/26 TCPA comments, with the addition of an “Other Bids” category for any PTP not captured by those definitions, ERCOT observed the following for 12/6/25 through 07/13/26:
· Hedge Asset: The source and/or sink includes a generator owned by the Market Participant, based on QSE information.
· Hedge Load: The sink is a Load Zone, and the Market Participant is identified as a Load Serving Entity (LSE).
· Hedge Regional: Hub-to-Hub bids where the Market Participant is identified as an LSE.
· Spec Hub to Hub: Hub-to-Hub bids where the Market Participant is not identified as an LSE.
· Spec Hub to LZ: Hub-to-Load Zone bids where the Market Participant is not identified as an LSE.
· Spec N to N: Node-to-Node bids.
· Other Bids: Any PTP not captured in the above definitions.
ERCOT notes that the “Other Bids” category, at approximately 29.3% of bids, is not captured by the TCPA definitions, and ERCOT cannot determine the purpose of those bids from bid data alone.  ERCOT uses the TCPA definitions only to respond on common ground and does not regard them as a complete measure of hedging.

Table 1: Average daily PTP bids by category, 12/6/25 through 07/13/26
	Purpose
	Submitted Bids
	% of Total
	Awarded Bids
	Award Rate
	Unawarded Bids
	Unawarded Rate
	Inefficient Bids
	Inefficient Rate

	Hedge Asset
	4,325
	2%
	3,132
	72%
	1,192
	28%
	1,015
	23%

	Hedge Load
	62
	0%
	60
	98%
	1
	2%
	0
	1%

	Hedge Regional
	12
	0%
	9
	72%
	3
	28%
	2
	19%

	Spec Hub to Hub
	5,200
	3%
	3,371
	65%
	1,829
	35%
	1,339
	26%

	Spec Hub to LZ
	15,259
	7%
	11,481
	75%
	3,778
	25%
	2,128
	14%

	Spec N to N
	120,297
	59%
	59,622
	50%
	60,675
	50%
	37,783
	31%

	Other Bids
	60,052
	29%
	36,368
	61%
	23,684
	39%
	15,176
	25%

	Total Bids
	205,206
	100%
	114,043
	56%
	91,164
	44%
	57,442
	28%



ERCOT’s data is consistent with TCPA’s observations that bids in TCPA’s defined Hedge categories are awarded at a higher rate than bids in the other categories, and that these Hedge categories represent a small share of total PTP bids (approximately 2.1% in this period).  Bids outside these Hedge categories account for approximately 97.9% of submitted bids (200,808 of 205,206) and approximately 98.7% of unawarded bids (89,967 of 91,164); the Hedge categories account for 1,197 unawarded bids, or approximately 1.3%. 
ERCOT’s concern remains the total volume of inefficient bids, which affects DAM processing regardless of the type of Market Participant that submits them, rather than any single bid category.
Effect of the 9/24/26 ERCOT Comments for Safe Harbor and the 10/2/26 TCPA Comments Additions
Under the 9/24/26 ERCOT comments language, a bid is counted toward the fee only if its price is below the inefficient threshold (that is, below the path’s DAM clearing price by both the 20% relative threshold and the $1 absolute threshold) and it is not at or above the 75th percentile of that path’s price over the prior 30 days.  A QSE can therefore avoid the fee, whether or not it represents a Resource or an LSE, by pricing its bids in line with realistic path prices. For 12/6/25 through 07/13/26, ERCOT calculated the following:
· The 9/24/26 ERCOT comments safe harbor excludes an average of 10,090 PTP bids per day from the fee count, or approximately 4.9% of the average 205,206 PTP bids submitted per day.
· Adding paragraphs (5)(c)(iii) and (5)(c)(iv) from the 10/2/26 TCPA comments increase the exclusions to an average of 11,075 bids per day, or approximately 5.4% of all PTP bids.  The incremental effect is an average of 985 bids per day, or approximately 0.48% of PTP bids.
· Bids within the scope of the new paragraphs average approximately 4,324 per day under paragraph (5)(c)(iii) (2.1% of PTP bids) and approximately 121 per day under paragraph (5)(c)(iv) (0.1%).  Because roughly four of every five of these bids would already be excluded by the 75th percentile test in paragraphs (5)(c)(i) and (5)(c)(ii), ERCOT’s data are consistent with the observation at CMWG that hedging bids tend to be priced efficiently.
ERCOT agrees with TCPA that these shares are small and draws a complementary conclusion: because the 9/24/26 ERCOT comments language already excludes most bids that are priced consistently with recent path prices, the additional relief available to Resource- and LSE-affiliated QSEs is limited to roughly 985 bids per day across all QSEs, or approximately $985 per day in aggregate at the proposed $1 bid fee.  Against that modest benefit, the new paragraphs would create a category of exclusions that depend on the identity of the QSE rather than on the characteristics of the bid.
ERCOT’s Nondiscriminatory Application of the Fee
ERCOT’s reasons for not supporting paragraphs (5)(c)(iii) and (5)(c)(iv) of the 10/2/26 TCPA comments are as follows:
· Same bid, different treatment. Two bids with the same path, price, and quantity would be treated differently depending on which QSE submits them. A single bid-level test applied to all QSEs is the most straightforward way for ERCOT to meet its obligation to act in a nondiscriminatory manner.
· QSE structure. These added exclusions apply only where the same QSE is the designated scheduling entity for the Resource or the LSE.  Several Market Participants have raised concerns that their Resources, Load, and trading activities are represented by separate QSEs, and that they hedge against specific constraints rather than only to or from their own Resource Node or Load Zone.  Those Market Participants would not benefit from these exclusions even though their hedging purpose is the same, so paragraphs (5)(c)(iii) and (5)(c)(iv) would treat similarly situated Market Participants differently based on how their QSE relationships are organized.
· Scope of the language.  Paragraph (5)(c)(iii) applies to any bid with one end at a Settlement Point of a Resource for which the QSE is the designated scheduling entity, and paragraph (5)(c)(iv) applies to any bid with one end at a hub or Load Zone where the QSE is the scheduling entity for an LSE.  Neither depends on the other end of the path, the bid price, the quantity relative to the Resource’s output or the LSE’s Load, or whether the bid would otherwise be considered inefficient under paragraph (5)(a), including bids placed at de-energized or Electrically Similar Settlement Points, which ERCOT presented at CMWG as counting regardless of price.
· The intent of a PTP cannot be known.  ERCOT can observe QSE, Resource, and LSE relationships, but not why a particular bid was submitted. Table 2 and Figure 1 shows that QSEs with Resource and LSE relationships also submit bids outside the hedge patterns the added exclusions are intended to protect, with only 45% of PTPs placed by QSEs with a Resource or LSE relationship being labeled Hedging by TCPA’s definitions.  This is a normal and legitimate part of market participation, but it means that the relationship alone does not show whether a particular bid is a hedge.



Table 2 applies the same TCPA bid category definitions to bids submitted by QSEs with Resource and LSE relationships for the same study period. Of an average of 9,773 PTP bids submitted per day, approximately 45% fall in the Hedge categories, approximately 48% in the Spec categories, and approximately 7% in Other Bids.

Table 2: Average daily submitted PTP bids for QSEs with Resource and LSE relationships, 12/6/25 through 07/13/26
	Purpose
	Submitted Bids
	Account %
	Awarded Bids
	Award Rate
	Unawarded Bids
	Unawarded Rate
	Inefficient Bids
	Inefficient Rate

	Hedge Asset
	4,325
	44%
	3,132
	72%
	1,192
	28%
	1,015
	23%

	Hedge Load
	62
	1%
	60
	98%
	1
	2%
	0
	1%

	Hedge Regional
	12
	0%
	9
	72%
	3
	28%
	2
	19%

	Spec Hub to Hub
	709
	7%
	459
	65%
	250
	35%
	226
	32%

	Spec Hub to LZ
	1,785
	18%
	1,686
	94%
	99
	6%
	68
	4%

	Spec N to N
	2,240
	23%
	1,083
	48%
	1,157
	52%
	618
	28%

	Other Bids
	641
	7%
	392
	61%
	249
	39%
	218
	34%

	Total Bids
	9,773
	100%
	6,820
	70%
	2,952
	30%
	2,148
	22%



Figure 1 shows the average number of inefficient PTPs per day by QSE, grouped by whether the QSE has or does not have a Resource or LSE relationship. At least one QSE that represents both Generation and Load is among the 15 Counter-Parties with the highest number of inefficient PTPs, and an average of approximately 885 of its PTP bids per day would fall within the exclusions in paragraphs (5)(c)(iii) and (5)(c)(iv) that would otherwise have been assessed a bid fee.
[image: ]
Figure 1: Average number of inefficient PTPs per QSE, with and without Resource or LSE partnership
Path Forward
ERCOT recognizes TCPA’s point that the safe harbor can be revisited if future data shows a concern.  ERCOT believes it is more practical and fair to begin with a uniform framework and refine it with data than to begin with entity-based exclusions and later seek to remove them after Market Participants have already built bidding strategies around them.  The framework as proposed by ERCOT already provides several ways to adjust:
· An initial period of at least 30 days following system implementation will feature a $0 PTP bid fee, giving all Market Participants time to review and adjust their bids.
· The absolute PTP threshold, relative PTP threshold, safe harbor percentile, and PTP bid fee are stated in the Protocols and can be updated through recommendation by the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the ERCOT Board, and approval by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT), with a Market Notice prior to implementation.
· ERCOT is willing to review post-implementation data with stakeholders at CMWG and WMS, including the share of assessed bids by Market Participant category, so that any impact on hedging activity can be evaluated using data.
ERCOT appreciates TCPA’s constructive engagement and looks forward to continued collaboration with TCPA, the Independent Market Monitor (IMM), and other stakeholders. 
By these comments, ERCOT reverts the proposed NPRR1343 language to that which was proposed in the 9/24/26 ERCOT comments, and corrects the inadvertent omission of (-) in the formula in paragraph (5)(a)(iii)(A) of Section 4.6.3, Settlement for PTP Obligations Bought in DAM.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


[bookmark: _Toc221192034]4.6.3	Settlement for PTP Obligations Bought in DAM	
(1)	ERCOT shall pay or charge a QSE for a cleared PTP Obligation bid the difference in the DAM Settlement Point Prices between the sink Settlement Point and the source Settlement Point.  The charge or payment to each QSE for a given Operating Hour of its cleared PTP Obligation bids with each pair of source and sink Settlement Points is calculated as follows:
DARTOBLAMT q, (j, k)	=	DAOBLPR (j, k) * RTOBL q, (j, k)
Where:
DAOBLPR (j, k)	=	DASPP k – DASPP j
The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DARTOBLAMT q, (j, k)
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation Amount per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe charge or payment to QSE q for a PTP Obligation bid cleared in the DAM with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DAOBLPR (j, k)
	$/MWh 
	Day-Ahead Obligation Price per pair of source and sinkThe DAM clearing price of a PTP Obligation bid with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DASPP j
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead Settlement Point Price at sourceThe DAM Settlement Point Price at the source Settlement Point j for the hour.

	DASPP k
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead Settlement Point Price at sinkThe DAM Settlement Point Price at the sink Settlement Point k for the hour.

	RTOBL q, (j, k)
	MW
	Real-Time Obligation per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe total MW of QSE q’s PTP Obligation bids cleared in the DAM and settled in Real-Time for the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	q
	none
	A QSE.

	j
	none
	A source Settlement Point.

	k
	none
	A sink Settlement Point.


(2)	The net total charge or payment to the QSE for the hour of all its cleared PTP Obligation bids is calculated as follows:


DARTOBLAMTQSETOT q		=	DARTOBLAMT q, (j, k)
The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DARTOBLAMTQSETOTq
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation Amount QSE Total per QSEThe net total charge or payment to QSE q for all its PTP Obligation bids cleared in the DAM for the hour.

	DARTOBLAMT q, (j, k)
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation Amount per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe charge or payment to QSE q for a PTP Obligation bids cleared in the DAM with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	q
	none
	A QSE.

	j
	none
	A source Settlement Point.

	k
	none
	A sink Settlement Point.


(3)	ERCOT shall charge a QSE for a cleared PTP Obligation bid with Links to an Option the positive difference in the DASPP between the sink Settlement Point and the source Settlement Point.  The charge to each QSE for a given Operating Hour of its cleared PTP Obligation bid with Links to an Option with each pair of source and sink Settlement Points is calculated as follows:
DARTOBLLOAMT q, (j, k)	= Max (0, DAOBLPR (j, k)) * RTOBLLO q, (j, k)
Where:

RTOBLLO q, (j, k)	=  OBLLOCRR q, (j, k), crrid, crrofferid
The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DARTOBLLOAMT q, (j, k)
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation with Links to an Option Amount per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe charge to QSE q for a PTP Obligation bid with Links to an Option cleared in the DAM with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DAOBLPR (j, k)
	$/MWh 
	Day-Ahead Obligation Price per pair of source and sinkThe DAM clearing price of a PTP Obligation bid with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	RTOBLLO q, (j, k)
	MW
	Real-Time PTP Obligation with Links to an Option per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe total MW of QSE q’s PTP Obligation bids with Links to an Option cleared in the DAM and settled in Real-Time for the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	OBLLOCRR q, (j, k), crrid, crrofferid
	MW
	PTP Obligation with Links to an Option per QSE per pair of source and sink, CRRID and CRR Offer ID of the linked OptionThe total MW of QSE q’s PTP Obligation bids with Links to an Option cleared in the DAM for the source j and the sink k, for the hour and CRRID and CRROFFERID of the linked PTP Option.

	crrid
	none
	A Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Option identification code.

	crrofferid
	none
	A CRR Offer identification code.

	q
	none
	A QSE.

	j
	none
	A source Settlement Point.

	k
	none
	A sink Settlement Point.


(4)	The net total charge to the QSE for the hour of all its cleared PTP Obligation bids with Links to an Option is calculated as follows:


DARTOBLLOAMTQSETOT q	=	DARTOBLLOAMT q, (j, k)
The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DARTOBLLOAMTQSETOT q
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation with Links to an Option Amount QSE Total per QSEThe net total charge to QSE q for all its PTP Obligation bids with Links to an Option cleared in the DAM for the hour.

	DARTOBLLOAMT q, (j, k)
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation with Links to Option Amount per QSE per pair of source and sinkThe charge to QSE q for a PTP Obligation bid with Links to an Option cleared in the DAM with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	q
	none
	A QSE.

	j
	none
	A source Settlement Point.

	k
	none
	A sink Settlement Point.


(5)	ERCOT shall assess a bid fee for each hourly PTP Obligation bid that is considered inefficient in the DAM pursuant to paragraphs (a) through (c) below.  The revenue from the inefficient PTP bid fee will be included in the Day-Ahead Congestion Rent, as defined in Section 7.9.3.1, DAM Congestion Rent.  
	Parameter
	Unit
	Current Value*

	Absolute PTP Threshold
	$
	1

	Relative PTP Threshold
	%
	20

	s
	percentile
	75

	PTP Bid Fee
	$
	0
	[NPRR1343:  Replace the value above with the following upon Phase 2 system implementation:]
1





	* The current value for the parameters referenced in this table above will be recommended by the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the ERCOT Board and approved by the PUCT.  ERCOT shall update parameter values on the first day of the month following PUCT approval unless otherwise directed.  ERCOT shall provide a Market Notice prior to implementation of a revised parameter value.


(a) 	An hourly PTP Obligation bid is considered inefficient in the following instances:
(i)	The source Settlement Point or sink Settlement Point is a de-energized Settlement Point, according to DAM results and the posting defined in Section 4.2.4, Posting Secure Forecasted ERCOT System Conditions;
(ii) 	The source Settlement Point and sink Settlement Point are Electrically Similar Settlement Points, according to DAM results and the posting defined in Section 4.2.4; or
(iii) 	The PTP Obligation bid price as calculated in (A) or (B) below is less than the Day-Ahead PTP inefficient threshold.
(A) For a PTP Obligation bid that is not part of a block, the inefficient hours are calculated as follows:
If DAOBLPR (j, k) >= 0
DAPTPIT (j, k) = Min(DAOBLPR (j, k) * (1 - DARPTPFT), DAOBLPR (j, k) - DAAPTPFT)
				If DAOBLPR (j, k) < 0
DAPTPIT (j, k) = Min(DAOBLPR (j, k) * (1 + DARPTPFT), DAOBLPR (j, k) - DAAPTPFT)
(B) For a block of PTP Obligation hours being bid, each hour of that block will count towards the PTP inefficient bid count if the bid price is less than the inefficient threshold for that block, calculated as follows:


		

 	
				If DAAOBLPR (j, k), c >= 0
DAPTPIT (j, k), c = Min(DAAOBLPR (j, k), c * (1 - DARPTPFT), DAAOBLPR (j, k), c - DAAPTPFT)
				If DAAOBLPR (j, k), c < 0
DAPTPIT (j, k), c = Min(DAAOBLPR (j, k), c * (1 + DARPTPFT), DAAOBLPR (j, k), c - DAAPTPFT)
The above variables in paragraphs (5)(a)(iii)(A) and (B) are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DAOBLPR (j, k)

	$/MWh 
	Day-Ahead Obligation Price per pair of source and sinkThe DAM clearing price of a PTP Obligation bid with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DARPTPFT
	%
	Day-Ahead Relative PTP Fee ThresholdThe relative portion of the PTP Fee Threshold.

	DAAPTPFT
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead Absolute PTP Fee ThresholdThe absolute portion of the PTP Fee Threshold. 

	DAAOBLPR (j, k), c
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead Average Obligation Price per block per pair of source and sinkThe average DAM clearing price of a PTP Obligation bid with the source j and the sink k, for contiguous block of hours c.

	DAPTPIT (j, k)	
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead PTP Inefficient ThresholdThe $/MWh amount below which a bid price begins to be considered inefficient per PTP with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DAPTPIT (j, k), c	
	$/MWh
	Day-Ahead PTP Inefficient ThresholdThe $/MWh amount below which a bid price begins to be considered inefficient per PTP with the source j and the sink k, for contiguous block of hours c.

	 j
	None
	A source Settlement Point.

	k
	None
	A sink Settlement Point.

	c
	None
	A contiguous block of PTP bid hours.


(b) 	The total inefficient PTP bid fee assessed to the QSE for the Operating Hour is calculated as follows:
DAPTPIBAMT q         =      DATIPTPB q *  DAPTPFR

The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DAPTPIBAMT q
	$
	Day-Ahead PTP Inefficient Bid AmountThe charge to QSE q for inefficient PTP Obligation Bids in the DAM, for the hour.

	DAPTPFR
	$
	Day-Ahead PTP Fee RateThe PTP fee rate effective for the Operating Day.

	DATIPTPB q
	None
	Day-Ahead Total Inefficient PTP Bid Count per QSE in DAMThe total number of inefficient PTP Obligation bids submitted by a QSE q, for the hour.

	q
	None
	A QSE.



(c) 	ERCOT shall exclude hourly PTP Obligation bids from the Day-Ahead Total Inefficient PTP Bid Count per QSE in DAM (DATIPTPB q) if:.

(i)	For a PTP Obligation bid that is not part of a block, the bid price is at or above the sth percentile of the path price for that bid’s hour over the 30 days prior to the Operating Day; or

(ii)	For a block of PTP Obligation hours being bid, the bid price is at or above the average of the sth percentile of the path price for that block’s hours over the 30 days prior to the Operating Day.





[bookmark: _Toc397670197][bookmark: _Toc405805799][bookmark: _Toc214879968]7.9.3.1	DAM Congestion Rent
(1)	The DAM congestion rent is calculated as the sum of the following payments and charges:
(a)	The total of payments to all QSEs for cleared DAM energy offers, whether through Three-Part Supply Offers, DAM Energy-Only Offer Curves, or cleared sales from the offer portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves, calculated under Section 4.6.2.1, Day-Ahead Energy Payment;
(b)	The total of charges to all QSEs for cleared DAM Energy Bids or cleared purchases from the bid portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves, calculated under Section 4.6.2.2, Day-Ahead Energy Charge; and
	[NPRR1188:  Replace item (b) above with the following upon system implementation:]
(b)	The total of charges to all QSEs for cleared DAM Energy Bids and Energy Bid Curves, calculated under Section 4.6.2.2, Day-Ahead Energy Charge; and


(c)	The total of charges or payments to all QSEs for PTP Obligation bids cleared in the DAM, calculated under Section 4.6.3, Settlement for PTP Obligations Bought in DAM.;
(d)	The total of charges to all QSEs for PTP Obligation with Links to an Option bids cleared in the DAM, calculated under Section 4.6.3.; and
(e)	The total of charges to all QSEs for inefficient PTP Obligation bids in the DAM calculated under Section 4.6.3.
(2)	The DAM congestion rent for a given Operating Hour is calculated as follows:
DACONGRENT	=	DAESAMTTOT + DAEPAMTTOT + DARTOBLAMTTOT + DARTOBLLOAMTTOT + DAPTPIBAMTTOT
Where:

DAESAMTTOT	=	DAESAMTQSETOT q

DAEPAMTTOT	=	DAEPAMTQSETOT q

DARTOBLAMTTOT	=	DARTOBLAMTQSETOT q

DARTOBLLOAMTTOT	=	DARTOBLLOAMTQSETOT q
DAPTPIBAMTTOT	=	[image: ] DAPTPIBAMT q
The above variables are defined as follows:
	Variable
	Unit
	Definition

	DACONGRENT
	$
	Day-Ahead Congestion RentThe congestion rent collected in the DAM for the hour.

	DAESAMTTOT
	$
	Day-Ahead Energy Sale Amount Total¾The total payment to all QSEs for cleared DAM energy offers, whether through Three-Part Supply Offers, DAM Energy-Only Offer Curves, or cleared sales from the offer portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves, for the hour.


	DAEPAMTTOT
	$
	Day-Ahead Energy Purchase Amount Total¾The total charge to all QSEs for cleared DAM Energy Bids or cleared purchases from the bid portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves for the hour.
	[NPRR1188:  Replace definition above with the following upon system implementation:]
Day-Ahead Energy Purchase Amount TotalThe total charge to all QSEs for DAM Energy Bids and Energy Bid Curves, cleared in the DAM, for the hour.




	DARTOBLAMTTOT
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation Amount TotalThe net total charge or payment to all QSEs for cleared PTP Obligation bids in the DAM for the hour.

	DARTOBLLOAMTTOT
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation with Links to an Option Amount TotalThe net total charge to all QSEs for charge to QSE q for a PTP Obligation with Links to an Option Bid cleared in the DAM with the source j and the sink k, for the hour.

	DAPTPIBAMTTOT
	$
	Day-Ahead PTP Inefficient Bid Amount TotalThe total charge to all QSEs for inefficient PTP Obligation Bids in the DAM, for the hour.

	DAESAMTQSETOT q
	$
	Day-Ahead Energy Sale Amount QSE Total per QSE¾The total payment to QSE q for cleared DAM energy offers, whether through Three-Part Supply Offers, DAM Energy-Only Offer Curves, or cleared sales from the offer portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves, for the hour.  See item (2) of Section 4.6.2.1. 

	DAEPAMTQSETOT q
	$
	Day-Ahead Energy Purchase Amount QSE Total per QSE¾The total charge to QSE q for cleared DAM Energy Bids or cleared purchases from the bid portion of Energy Bid/Offer Curves for the hour.  See item (2) of Section 4.6.2.2.
	[NPRR1188:  Replace definition above with the following upon system implementation:]
Day-Ahead Energy Purchase Amount QSE Total per QSEThe total charge to QSE q for DAM Energy Bids and Energy Bid Curves, cleared in the DAM, for the hour.  See item (2) of Section 4.6.2.2.




	DARTOBLAMTQSETOT q
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation Amount QSE Total per QSEThe total charge or payment to QSE q for PTP Obligation Bids cleared in the DAM for the hour.  See item (2) of Section 4.6.3.

	DARTOBLLOAMTQSETOTq
	$
	Day-Ahead Real-Time Obligation with Links to an Option Amount QSE Total per QSEThe net total charge to QSE q for all its PTP Obligation with Links to Option Bids cleared in the DAM for the hour.

	DAPTPIBAMT q
	$
	Day-Ahead PTP Inefficient Bid AmountThe charge to QSE q for inefficient PTP Obligation Bids in the DAM for the hour.

	q
	none
	A QSE.



[bookmark: _Toc309731025][bookmark: _Toc405814007][bookmark: _Toc422207897][bookmark: _Toc438044811][bookmark: _Toc447622594][bookmark: _Toc214882248]9.2.3	DAM Settlement Charge Types	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note NPRR1309 and NPRR1310 also propose revisions to this section.
(1)	ERCOT shall provide, on each Settlement Statement, the dollar amount for each DAM Settlement charge and payment.  The DAM settlement “Charge Types” are:
(a)	Section 4.6.2.1, Day-Ahead Energy Payment;
(b)	Section 4.6.2.2, Day-Ahead Energy Charge;
(c)	Section 4.6.2.3.1, Day-Ahead Make-Whole Payment;
(d)	Section 4.6.2.3.2, Day-Ahead Make-Whole Charge;
(e)	Section 4.6.3, Settlement for PTP Obligations Bought in DAM;
(f)	Section 4.6.4.1.1, Regulation Up Service Payment;
(g)	Section 4.6.4.1.2, Regulation Down Service Payment;
(h)	Section 4.6.4.1.3, Responsive Reserve Payment;
(i)	Section 4.6.4.1.4, Non-Spinning Reserve Service Payment;
(j)	Section 4.6.4.1.5, ERCOT Contingency Reserve Service Payment;
	[NPRR1309:  Insert item (k) below upon system implementation and renumber accordingly:]
(k)	Section 4.6.4.1.6, Dispatchable Reliability Reserve Service Payment;


(k)	Section 4.6.4.2.1, Regulation Up Service Charge;
(l)	Section 4.6.4.2.2, Regulation Down Service Charge;
(m)	Section 4.6.4.2.3, Responsive Reserve Charge;
(n)	Section 4.6.4.2.4, Non-Spinning Reserve Service Charge;
(o)	Section 4.6.4.2.5, ERCOT Contingency Reserve Service Charge;
	[NPRR1309:  Insert item (q) below upon system implementation and renumber accordingly:]
(q)	Section 4.6.4.2.6, Dispatchable Reliability Reserve Service Charge;


(p)	Section 7.9.1.1, Payments and Charges for PTP Obligations Settled in DAM;
(q)	Section 7.9.1.2, Payments for PTP Options Settled in DAM;
(r)	Section 7.9.1.4, Payments for FGRs Settled in DAM;
(s)	Section 7.9.1.5, Payments and Charges for PTP Obligations with Refund Settled in DAM;
(t)	Section 7.9.1.6, Payments for PTP Options with Refund Settled in DAM; and
(u)	Paragraph (2) of Section 7.9.3.3, Shortfall Charges to CRR Owners.
[bookmark: _Toc419200621][bookmark: _Toc214886937]16.11.4.3.1	Day-Ahead Liability Estimate	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note NPRR1310 also proposes revisions to this section.
(1)	ERCOT shall estimate Day-Ahead Liability (DAL) for an Operating Day as the sum of estimates for the following DAM Settlement charges and payments:
(a)	Section 4.6.2.1, Day-Ahead Energy Payment;
(b)	Section 4.6.2.2, Day-Ahead Energy Charge;
(c)	Section 4.6.3, Settlement for PTP Obligations Bought in DAM;
(d)	Section 4.6.4.1.1, Regulation Up Service Payment;
(e)	Section 4.6.4.1.2, Regulation Down Service Payment;
(f)	Section 4.6.4.1.3, Responsive Reserve Service Payment;
(g)	Section 4.6.4.1.4, Non-Spinning Reserve Service Payment;
(h)	Section 4.6.4.1.5, ERCOT Contingency Reserve Service Payment;
	[NPRR1309:  Insert item (i) below upon system implementation and renumber accordingly:] 
(i)	Section 4.6.4.1.6, Dispatchable Reliability Reserve Service Payment;


(i)	Section 4.6.4.2.1, Regulation Up Service Charge;
(j)	Section 4.6.4.2.2, Regulation Down Service Charge;
(k)	Section 4.6.4.2.3, Responsive Reserve Service Charge;
(l)	Section 4.6.4.2.4, Non-Spinning Reserve Service Charge;
(m)	Section 4.6.4.2.5, ERCOT Contingency Reserve Service Charge;
	[NPRR1309:  Insert item (o) below upon system implementation and renumber accordingly:] 
(o)	Section 4.6.4.2.6, Dispatchable Reliability Reserve Service Charge;


(n)	Section 7.9.1.1, Payments and Charges for PTP Obligations Settled in DAM;
(o)	Section 7.9.1.2, Payments for PTP Options Settled in DAM;
(p)	Section 7.9.1.5, Payments and Charges for PTP Obligations with Refund Settled in DAM; and
(q)	Section 7.9.1.6, Payments for PTP Options with Refund Settled in DAM.
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