NODAL TRANSITION PLAN TASKFORCE MEETING

01/10/06 Minutes


Attendance:

	Name
	Representing

	Trip
	Doggett
	ERCOT

	Bob
	Wittmeyer
	City of Denton

	Jun
	Yu
	ERCOT

	Kenneth
	Ragsdale
	ERCOT

	Bill
	Hellinghausen
	Reliant

	Kevin
	Gresham
	Reliant Energy

	Floyd
	Trefny
	Reliant Energy

	Bob
	Helton
	ANP

	Cesar
	Seymour
	SUEZ

	Gordon
	Scott
	EPIC Merchant Energy

	Adrian
	Pieniazek
	Texas Genco

	Bob
	Spangler
	TXU Energy

	Jerry
	Ward
	TXU Energy

	Nick
	Fehrenbach
	City of Dallas

	Jim
	Reynolds
	Stream Energy

	Dan
	Bailey
	City of Garland

	Stacey
	Woodard
	Austin Energy

	Kristy
	Ashley
	Exelon

	Ann
	Boren
	ERCOT

	Sarah
	Sanders
	ERCOT

	Eddie
	Kolodziej
	Customized Energy 

	Neil
	Eddleman
	Fortegra, Black, & Veatch 

	Richard
	Jones
	Fortegra, Black, & Veatch 

	Lloyd
	Prichard
	BP Energy

	Matt
	Mereness
	ERCOT

	Clayton
	Greer
	Constellation

	Jeff
	Brown
	Coral

	Margarita
	Fournier
	Competitive Assets

	Diane
	Zake
	ERCOT

	Nieves
	Lopez
	ERCOT


1.  Anti-Trust Admonition

The Anti-Trust Admonition was displayed for the members.  Trip Doggett reminded the members that paper copies are available.

2.  Review of ERCOT Clarification Requests for (Nodal Protocol) Section 5, Transmission Security Analysis and Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC)

ERCOT staff sought and received clarification regarding the intent of the requirements in the following Protocol sections.  Please refer to the “Meeting Output – ERCOT Clarification Spreadsheets” posted at the following link for actions taken:

http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2006/01/20060109-TPTF.html
Section 5.1, Introduction

Section 5.3, ERCOT Security Sequence Responsibilities

Section 5.5.3, Communication of RUC Commitments and Decommitments

Section 5.6.1, Verifiable Costs

Section 5.6.1.2, Verifiable Minimum-Energy Costs

Section 5.7.1.3, Energy Revenue Less Cost Above LSL During RUC-Committed Hours

Section 5.7.1.4, Energy Revenue Less Cost During QSE Clawback Intervals

Section 5.7.2, RUC Clawback Charge

Section 5.7.4.1, RUC Capacity-Short Charge

Section 5.7.4.2, RUC Make-Whole Uplift Charge

Section 5.7.4.1.1, Capacity Shortfall Ratio Share

Section 5.7.4.1.2, RUC Capacity Credit

Section 5.7.5, RUC Clawback Payment

Section 5.7.6, RUC Decommitment Charge
3.  Review of ERCOT Clarification Requests for (Zonal Protocol) Section 10, Metering
There was discussion regarding the clarification of Section 10.3.2.3, Generation Netting for ERCOT Polled Settlement Meters in the Zonal Protocols.  Don Tucker asked the group if it would be allowable to net load and/or generation that were connected at different voltage levels in the Nodal Market.  A diagram of “Net Metering with Interconnection to the Transmission Grid at Different Transmission Voltages” was displayed to provide an example of the clarification being requested.  Jerry Ward stated that generation net metering rules would not be changed and that it is allowable in the Nodal market to net metering at different voltage levels, but there would be a change in the calculation of the price.  There was discussion regarding which prices would apply to the net total and how it would be calculated.  There was a comment from Floyd Trefny that using SCADA data to allocate the percentage of netted load that should be attributed to each EPS metering point was not acceptable in the Nodal Market.  Floyd also raised a concern on the size of generating units behind a single EPS metering point.  Don Tucker asked the group to clarify if there are changes to existing metering requirements for the transformation from a zonal to nodal market so that if certain situations exist that do not meet the requirements, the market has time to make the needed changes.  It was asked that the unique meter situations be identified by ERCOT, with unique metering situations being defined as any Facility where the Load and Generation are not located behind the same EPS metering point and unique metering situations include sites where multiple generators, that are not combined cycle units, are located behind the same EPS metering point.  It was also asked that different settlement point prices be derived to determine if netting rules are changing due to nodal.  Jerry Ward stated that the plan is to not change metering until after further analysis to see if the existing metering configurations can be accommodated in Nodal.  A subgroup may be formed to discuss this issue.  Confidentiality issues might come into play with this discussion of metering configurations for Market Participant sites.  
Please refer to the “Meeting Output – ERCOT Clarification Spreadsheets” posted at the following link for additional information on this clarification:

http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2006/01/20060109-TPTF.html
4.  Agenda Items to be Taken Up at the Next TPTF Meeting
Trip Doggett stated that the group would move forward with additional Protocol clarifications at their next meeting.   
5.  Other Business

The TPTF’s next meeting is on January 23rd and 24th.  Trip Doggett adjourned the meeting at 2:29PM.  
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