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Austin, TX 78744

December 4 – 5, 2006

Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Ashley, Kristy
	Independent Power Marketer
	Exelon

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	GEUS 

	Belk, Brad
	Cooperative
	Lower Colorado River Authority 

	Brewster, Chris
	Consumer
	City of Eastland (Alternate Representative for S. Massey)

	Fehrenbach, Nick
	Consumers
	City of Dallas

	Greer, Clayton
	Independent Power Marketer
	Constellation

	Hoeinghaus, Ronnie
	Municipal
	City of Garland Power & Light (Alternate Representative for G. Singleton as needed)

	Kruse, Brett
	Independent Generator
	Calpine Corporation 

	Lacoste, Todd
	Independent Generator
	Dynegy

	Logan, Doug
	
	PCI

	McMurray, Mark
	Independent REP
	Direct Energy

	Muñoz, Manny
	Investor Owned Utilities
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Oldner, Ward
	Independent Generator
	Dynegy

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	Independent Generator
	NRG Texas, LLC

	Reynolds, Jim
	Independent REP
	Power and Gas Consulting (Alternate Representative for M. Rowley of Stream Energy)

	Seymour, Cesar
	Independent Generator
	SUEZ Energy Marketing

	Spangler, Bob
	Investor Owned Utilities
	TXU Energy (Alternate Representative for M. Greene, TXU Generation)

	Stanfield, Leonard
	Municipal
	CPS Energy

	Wagner, Marguerite
	Independent Power Marketer
	Reliant Energy (Alternate Representative for F. Trefny as needed)

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Municipal
	R.J. Covington (Alternate Representative for S. Mays of Denton Municipal Electric)

	Woodard, Stacey
	Municipal
	Austin Energy


Assigned Proxies:

· Marcie Zlotnik (StarTex Power), Read Comstock (Strategic Energy), Kim Bucher (Accent Energy), Shannon Bowling (Cirro Group), and Robert Thomas (Green Mountain Energy) to Jim Reynolds

· Shannon McClendon (Residential Consumers) and Melanie Harden (Large Commercial Consumers, Town of Flower Mound) to Nick Fehrenbach

Non-Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Representing

	Blackburn, Don
	TXU

	Green, Bob
	Garland Power & Light

	Gross, Blake
	AEP Corporation

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions

	Olsen, David
	Direct Energy

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate & Assoc.

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA

	Teeter, David
	LCRA

	Ward, Jerry
	EXTYR


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Anderson, Troy (via teleconference)

	Bridges, Stacy

	Chudgar, Raj

	Cote, Daryl

	Doggett, Trip

	Garza, Beth

	Grendel, Steve

	Guicheteau, Susan

	Hailu, Ted

	Harris, Pat

	Hilton, Keely

	Hirsch, Al

	Hui, Hailong

	Jirasek, Shawna

	Jones, Richard

	Letkeman, Sheila

	Mereness, Matt

	Moorty, Sainath

	Pare, Tim

	Shing, Daryl

	Shiroyama, Sylvia

	Surendran, Resmi


Call To Order
Trip Doggett called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, December 4, 2006.

Antitrust Admonition
Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed. He asked those who have not yet reviewed the Antitrust Guidelines to do so. Copies of the Antitrust Guidelines were available.
Confirm Future Meetings
Mr. Doggett confirmed the following meetings for TPTF at the ERCOT Met Center:
     - December 11, 2006 at the ERCOT 
 
     - January 8 – 9, 2007 at the ERCOT 
     - January 22 – 24, 2007 at the ERCOT 

Review Agenda
Mr. Doggett reviewed the agenda and the order of topics for the meeting.  
Mr. Doggett noted that the Network Model Management System (NMMS) presentation had been moved on the agenda to Tuesday, December 5, 2006. 

Mr. Doggett reminded TPTF that the main priority for this meeting was to review the comments for the Market Management System (MMS) requirements documents and to build punch lists for all items requiring further discussion. Mr. Doggett noted that additional TPTF meetings might be added to the January schedule if TPTF needed more time for discussing the punch lists. 

Consider Approval of November 28 – 30, 2006 Meeting Minutes 
Mr. Doggett requested that TPTF wait until the December 11, 2006 TPTF meeting to consider approval for the November 28 – 30, 2006 minutes. Hearing no objections, Mr. Doggett noted the item would be moved to the agenda for the December 11, 2006 TPTF Meeting.

Nodal Program Update (See Key Documents) 

Tim Pare provided an overview of the Change Control Board (CCB) Process. He displayed a flow chart illustrating the current conception for how documents will flow through the CCB. 
Mr. Pare explained that until this point in time, ERCOT’s Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) process has not been consistently synchronized with its impact assessment process. As a result, some documents have been deferred at approval time in order to await accompanying impact assessments, 
 thereby causing potential delays to project development. 

Mr. Pare noted that the project scope, budget, and schedule have been identified, so the time has arrived for initiating the change control process. In this process, all project teams will be expected to provide initial impact assessments for each NPRR they submit to the CCB. Following CCB approval, each NPRR will be given a preliminary impact assessment by the Program Management Office (PMO), to be expanded by a full impact assessment following TPTF approval. The expected boon of this approach will be a streamlined approval process wherein all NPRRs will arrive at the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) accompanied by full impact assessments.   
Mr. Pare noted that the next step toward a streamlined approval process entails clearing the backlog of NPRRs. Currently, the backlog consists of 36 NPRRs, some of which will require Protocol indexing. The backlog will be cleared in two stages, with the first synchronization targeted for the October 2006 version of the Protocols and the second targeted for February 2007. Mr. Pare identified NPRR037 as the cut-point for the backlog, stating that all subsequent NPRRs are expected to arrive at PRS accompanied by full impact assessments.  
Market Participants (MPs) expressed a desire to see the CCB agenda. Troy Anderson from PMO agreed to work with Matt Mereness to publish the agenda to the Nodal website.

Bob Spangler expressed concern that Mr. Pare’s flow chart indicated baseline changes can only occur at the Board of Directors level. Mr. Spangler explained that baseline changes may be important to MPs even though the changes do not involve NPRR changes. As a result, Mr. Spangler requested that the flow chart be modified to depict ways for MPs to be included in the process affecting baseline changes. Mr. Spangler also requested that the flow chart be modified to depict ways for MPs to be informed of any CCB movements to reject change request forms, as well as to include MPs in the process for change requests that enter the process at points other than the top of the flow chart (i.e., change requests coming out of PRS). Mr. Pare agreed to modify the flow chart as requested.  

Congestion Revenue Rights Project (See Key Documents)
Shawna Jirasek proposed a motion on behalf of the Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR) Project, requesting TPTF to approve moving forward with a change request adding an API scope to the CRR system. 
 The additional API scope adds a computer-to-computer interface to the CRR system, thereby providing MPs with a systematic way to submit their monthly bids. The API is intended to automate the following interactions between MPs and the CRR system: 

· Submit PCRR Nominations

· Submit CRR Bids and Offers

· Submit Bilateral Transactions (offer and accept)

· View Submission Status

· Delete/Cancel Submission

· Obtain CRR Market Results (for example: CRR results, binding constraints, source/sink clearing prices, etc.)

· Obtain CRR Information (for example: CRR Network Model, Sources and Sink Data, etc).

· [Provide] Notification of CRR Events (CRR Network Model [including contingencies] posted, auction results posted, bid submission window open, etc.)

Beth Garza confirmed that incorporating the additional scope into the design document is a manageable task, although an NPRR may be required to create the documentation her group needs to build the functionality proposed by the additional scope. Market Participants expressed concerns regarding the proposed NPRR, so Mr. Anderson joined the discussion to clarify that MPs would be kept informed of the status of the proposed NPRR, noting that NPRRs cannot be rejected by the CCB, but instead they must flow through the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the Board of Directors for a vote. Mr. Anderson offered to make a presentation to TPTF in January to further clarify how NPRRs will flow through the change control process. He intends to include an update on the status of backlogged NPRRs in his presentation.

Manny Munoz moved to proceed with a change request, to be submitted to the Nodal Program Change Control Board, for the API interaction described in the first bullet. 
 Stacey Woodard seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 77.8% in favor and three abstentions from the Municipal (2) and Independent Generator segments. The Cooperative Market Segment was not represented.  

Integrated ERCOT Readiness and Transition Project (See Key Documents) 
Ted Hailu presented the Integrated ERCOT Readiness and Transition (IRT) Project Qualification Approach document to TPTF for Initial Review. The high-level overview was meant to help MPs navigate the document as a preparatory step to developing their comments, which are due by December 22, 2006. The IRT Project will seek approval for the document in January 2007. Mr. Hailu noted that an accompanying Qualification Guide explaining the registration step is also scheduled for delivery in January 2007. 

Mr. Hailu discussed the qualification requirements that MPs should expect to meet between now and the launch of the Nodal market, including registration, agreements, creditworthiness, and testing. Qualification requirements will be based on four separate MP levels, as follows:
· Level 1: Inter-QSE trades only

· Level 2: May represent load

· Level 3: May represent load and resources (no Ancillary Services)

· Level 4: May represent load and/or resources (includes Ancillary Services)
Mr. Hailu displayed a qualification timeline describing the dates projected for registration, agreements, telemetry, and testing. The timeline is geared toward all MPs at every level. Jim Reynolds requested that a separate qualifications timeline be created specifically for Level 2 MPs. Mr. Hailu said that he will create that timeline as requested. 

Mr. Hailu noted that new agreements will need to be signed by MPs before the launch of the Nodal market, and he agreed to discuss with the ERCOT legal department the possibility of consolidating agreement forms in order to minimize paperwork and facilitate the qualification process. 

Mr. Hailu will return to TPTF in January 2007 to continue the discussion of readiness criteria. 

Network Model Management System Project
Mr. Doggett reminded TPTF that the Initial Review of the Network Model Management System (NMMS) Conceptual System Design had been moved on the agenda to Tuesday, December 5, 2005. 

Market Management System Requirements Discussion (See Key Documents)
Sainath Moorty presented a spreadsheet detailing the disposition of TPTF review comments on the MMS Specification for Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) and Real-Time MMS Processes Requirements document. 
As requested by Mr. Doggett at the November 28 – 30, 2006 TPTF meeting, Mr. Moorty worked through each Market comment in order to create a punch list of items that will enable the MMS Project team to effectively move forward in January 2007.  


Mr. Spangler noted that the diagram in Figure 1, High Level RT Functional Data Flow Diagram, on page fourteen (14) of the SCED Requirements document might be construed to convey information inconsistent with the document’s body text. He asked Mr. Moorty to clarify for the vendor that if questions arise, then the body text of the Requirements document should be taken to overrule any diagrams. Mr. Moorty indicated his agreement and stated that he would make a note of the concern. 

After working through the SCED Requirements document, Mr. Moorty agreed to prepare a summary of the punch list so that TPTF may have a clear view of the work identified for the SCED Document. Mr. Doggett suggested that the MMS team attempt to minimize new terminology when making their edits, noting that the recommendation from TPTF is to utilize the terms defined in Section 2, Definitions and Acronyms, of the Nodal Protocols whenever possible.

Mr. Doggett confirmed that Mr. Moorty would return to TPTF on December 5, 2006 to generate a punch list for the Day Ahead Market (DAM) requirements document. 

Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 4:47 p.m. on Monday, December 4, 2006. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, December 5, 2006. Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed and reviewed the agenda for the day. 

Integration and Design Authority (IDA) Project (See Key Documents)
Daryl Shing provided a presentation on Proof of Concept Activities for Enterprise Integration (EIP). 
Mr. Shing displayed flowcharts depicting the current integration conceptual architecture and described how designers and administrators are interacting to build and integrate the various system layers which will support Nodal’s web interfaces. In addition, Mr. Shing described the Hawk component responsible for the system’s automated management and monitoring features. Mr. Shing noted that his intention was to provide TPTF a perspective on the amount of infrastructure which EIP had engaged to date, and he confirmed that EIP had already communicated much of its work with the MIS team in order to ensure smooth integration as the projects develop. Mr. Shing closed his presentation with a visual representation of the approach being used to bridge the gap between MMS/CRR and Settlements. 
Mr. Shing stated that the next iteration of the MMS to Settlements integration is being planned and that a total of six iterations covering most of the major systems should be completed by March 31, 2007. These iterations are real, functioning integrations that will be built upon as the projects continue to develop and integrate. 

Market Information System Project  (See Key Documents)
Pat Harris provided an introduction for the Market Information System (MIS) Web Portal Conceptual System Design (CSD) document. Ms. Harris noted that the CSD is not a technical design at this stage, so only templates and conceptual illustrations are being used to describe the design. Market Participants can expect to see concrete physical features, such as screen shots and functional steps, to emerge when MIS begins working on the actual design document. 

Ms. Harris described current conceptions for MIS Portal components and architecture, including a high-level site map depicting how the Home Page and customizable MyPages of the MP interface will eventually interact with other Nodal systems. Ms. Harris also discussed the delivery plan, which will evolve in four iterations over the next seven months through July 2007.
Ms. Harris confirmed that the Texas Market Link (TLM) Gap Analysis is still in development, and she agreed to publish a current draft to the nodal web site so that TPTF may view the progress to date. 
Ms. Harris noted that Market comments for the Web Portal CSD document are due on December 18, 2006. The MIS responses to Market comments will be published by December 29, 2006. The goal of MIS is to conduct a thorough review of the Web Portal CSD document at the January 8, 2007 TPTF meeting, with the option to seek approval. On this note, Mr. Spangler requested that TPTF shift approval for the MIS CSD document until later in January for the purpose of retaining focus for the EMS/MMS documents. Ms. Harris noted that such a shift would delay the MIS project, but the team might be willing to proceed at risk if they could still expect to receive Market comments by December 18, 2007. She agreed to verify with Mr. Pare whether such a scheduling shift is viable. Mr. Doggett reiterated Ms. Harris’ approach to TPTF, namely: to post responses to Market comments as planned by December 29, 2006, with the goal of seeking terminal qualifying input for the Web Portal CSD at the January 8, 2007 TPTF meeting in order to secure final TPTF approval by the end of January. No one objected to this approach as reiterated by Mr. Doggett, and the MIS team was encouraged to proceed.
Mr. Doggett inquired about the impact that the Market Rules timeline for conforming the sections of the Protocols not filed in September, 2005 is expected to have on MIS activities. Ms. Harris noted that MIS was assessing that impact and would report their findings to TPTF by the end of January. 

 

Training Update (See Key Documents)
Richard Jones provided a training update, noting that staffing levels for the training team have reached a good equilibrium for now, although more instructors will be added next year to stay abreast of training demands. 
Mr. Jones encouraged MPs to consider sharing their facilities for training events in order to help meet the training needs anticipated in 2008 and the latter part of 2007. Currently, Kim Parish is scheduling training events at offsite locations, and she is making efforts to follow up with all MPs who have previously offered to share their facilities for training events. Mr. Jones noted that StarTex in Houston and Stream Energy in Dallas have already hosted training events for Nodal 101: The Basics. Mr. Munoz suggested that a formal request be sent out to all accountable executives and project leaders in order to make sure that the call for off-site training facilities receives adequate response. Mr. Jones said he would act on the suggestion. 
Mr. Jones noted that enrollment is in full swing for the new course Economics of LMP; in addition, the script for the self-paced web version of Nodal 101: The Basics is under development for end-of-year delivery. Mr. Jones displayed the schedule for 2007 course deliverables, stating that the training team would return to TPTF in January to discuss the status of the courses LSE 201 and Transition to Nodal Market. 
Mr. Jones noted that the Learning Management System (LMS) Test Plan is completed and that testing will commence on December 8, 2006. He displayed the current conception for the LMS infrastructure, stating that the training team will continue to work with accountable executives in order to solidify concepts for the system design. 

Mr. Doggett reviewed the list of MPs currently working with ERCOT to host training events, recommending that MPs who want to be on the list should contact Kim Parish to make sure she incorporates them into her training schedule. 

NMMS Project (See Key Documents)
Raj Chudgar presented an Initial Review of the NMMS CSD document. Mr. Chudgar described the use cases included in the CSD, along with the NMMS functional area, the high-level project delivery timeline, and a few high-level screen-shots of the User Interface (UI). 
 

Mr. Chudgar clarified that data for the NMMS will not be automatically generated; rather, all of it will be manually provided by TDSPs or ERCOT. To this end, Mr. Chudgar described the basic NMMS process, describing how the data which is manually supplied via the UI will be sorted into appropriate databases and then used to generate time-based operational models and time-based planning models. The NMMS will then distribute the models to their corresponding systems, such as MMS, which will be waiting downstream. Mr. Chudgar noted that different models will be required for different systems, so the NMMS team is currently working with AREVA, ABB, and all of the other vendors in order to determine how to classify information for each system in a way that will allow developers to specifically instruct the NMMS how to build, sort, and distribute its models. Mr. Chudgar noted that the NMMS system will build and distribute a Day-Ahead model and a Real-Time model once per day. 
Mr. Chudgar noted some changes which still need to be made within the Detail Design, including a clarification of manual and automated processes, a solidification of topology processing with TDSPs, and a complete identification of the models which will be needed by other Nodal systems.
Mr. Chudgar reminded TPTF that the NMMS CSD directly references many use cases, all of which have been deployed in a zip file for Market review and comment. Mr. Chudgar noted that while the NMMS team is only required to respond to comments for the CSD, they are willing to accept comments regarding any of the use cases. To this end, Mr. Chudgar agreed to move the due date for Market comments to December 15, 2006 in order to give MPs more time to review the use cases. 
Mr. Chudgar stated that the NMMS team will respond to Market comments starting December 22, 2006 and will return to review the disposition of Market comments during the January 8 – 9, 2007 TPTF meeting. 

Market Management System Requirements Documents (See Key Documents)
Mr. Moorty continued the review of comments for the MMS requirements documents. As requested by Mr. Doggett, Mr. Moorty worked through each Market comment for the Day Ahead Market (DAM) requirements document in order to create a consolidated punch list of items that will enable the MMS Project team to effectively move forward in January 2007.  

Mr. Moorty noted his intention to put all of his clarification notes as appendices in the requirements document, with the understanding that an approval for the Business Requirements would indicate a co-approval for any clarification notes contained within the appendices. 

After working through the DAM requirements document, Mr. Moorty agreed to prepare a summary of the punch list so that TPTF could establish a clear view of the work identified for the DAM document. Mr. Moorty stated that he would publish spreadsheets informing MPs of the punch lists for both the SCED and DAM requirements documents, including reasons why each item was included in the punch lists.
Recognizing that TPTF would require more time to discuss the remaining MMS Requirements documents, Mr. Doggett said that he would work with Brittney Albracht to identify additional meeting dates to be confirmed at the close of the day. 
Energy Management System Requirements Documents (See Key Documents)
Jay Dondeti presented an overview of the EMS requirements documents, describing how each component of EMS will relate to the other Nodal systems. 
Market Participants requested more time to review the EMS Requirements documents, so Mr. Hirsch agreed to move the due date to December 22, 2006. Mr. Hirsch recommended that MPs submit their comments as soon as possible to allow the EMS/MMS team sufficient time to develop their responses. The review of the disposition of Market comments for all EMS requirements documents will begin at the January 8 – 9, 2007 TPTF meeting. 

EMS/MMS Projects Status Recap (See Key Documents)
Al Hirsch presented a recap of the current status of the EMS/MMS Projects, highlighting overall progress, vendor performance, and the program impacts which are expected to result from burdened delivery schedules. 

Revisiting some slides from the November 28 – 30, 2006 TPTF meeting, Mr. Hirsch noted that MMS is currently on schedule due to a recovery-oriented split in the delivery of Real-Time and Day-Ahead. Mr. Hirsch also expressed his satisfaction with the EMS vendor, who was reported to be performing slightly ahead of schedule. The vendor is currently working on the solutions for Early Delivery System (EDS) 1. 

Mr. Hirsch reiterated his intention to protect the progress of the EMS/MMS Projects by proceeding with CSD development while approvals for the Business Requirements are still pending.
LMP during EECP Update

Mr. Doggett noted that this agenda item will be postponed for a more thorough discussion during the January 8 – 9, 2007 TPTF meeting.

Develop Agendas For December 11, 2006 and January 8 – 9, 2007
Mr. Doggett reminded TPTF that the meeting scheduled for December 11, 2006 would be devoted exclusively to a discussion of the EMS/MMS Whitepapers.

Mr. Doggett reviewed topics for the agenda for the January 8 – 9, 2007 TPTF meeting:

· Nodal Program Update

· Commercial Operations—Review Comments for Registration Requirements and Credit Monitoring CSD; Review NPRRs for alignment with Requirements 

· IRT Project—Review Comments for Market Trials Approach and Qualification Approach

· NMMS Project—Review Comments for NMMS CSD
· PRS Assignments

· EMS/MMS—Review Comments for EMMS/MMS Requirements and White Papers
· IDA Project Update

· MIS Project—Review Comments for Web Portal Conceptual System Design

· Training Update

· EDW Update—Requirements for WEMM and Compliance

· LMP During EECP

Mr. Doggett confirmed the addition of the following dates to the TPTF Meeting schedule:

· January 10, 2007
· January 15, 2007
· January 25, 2007 (tentative)
Meeting Adjournment

Mr. Doggett adjourned the meeting at 2:57 p.m. on Tuesday, December 5, 2006.

Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	Tim Pare noted he would update the Change Request Process flow chart to include ways to keep MPs informed about baseline changes, CCB rejections, and issues which enter the change control process from points other than the beginning. 
	T. Pare

	Troy Anderson agreed to work with Matt Mereness to publish the CCB agenda to nodal.ercot.com.
	T. Anderson
M. Mereness

	Troy Anderson noted that he could report the status of backlogged NPRRs in January, along with a clarification of the way NPRRs flow through the change control process.  
	T. Anderson

	Ted Hailu noted that he would discuss with the legal department any possibilities for consolidating qualification agreement forms.
	T. Hailu

	Ted Hailu noted that the IRT team would create a qualification timeline specific to Level 2 QSEs in order to make it easier for those Market Participants to access their specific information. 
	T. Hailu

	Sai Moorty noted that he will be sending out spreadsheets of the punch list items for both the DAM and the SCED Requirements documents. 
	S. Moorty

	Matt Mereness noted that he will correct the due date for Market comments on the MIS CSD as posted on the website from December 13th to December 18th. 
	M. Mereness

	Pat Harris noted that the Gap Analysis is not complete, but she will publish a current draft of the document to the web site so that TPTF can see the progress to date. 
	P. Harris
M. Mereness

	Pat Harris noted that she will discuss with Tim Pare the feasibility of delaying approval for the MIS CSD with the understanding that the MIS team can still expect to receive Market comments on the document by December 18th.
	P. Harris
T. Pare

	Pat Harris noted that the MIS team is currently analyzing the impact which the Market Rules timeline will have on MIS activities. This information will be communicated to TPTF by the end of January. 
	P. Harris

	Richard Jones noted that he would send a formal request to accountable executives regarding offers for off-site training facilities.
	R. Jones

	Raj Chudgar noted that the NMMS team will change their due date for receiving comments on the NMMS CSD from December 13th to December 15th. 
	R. Chudgar

	Al Hirsch noted that the EMS team will change their due date for Market Participant comments on the EMS Requirements documents from December 15th to December 22nd.
	A. Hirsch


� Meeting Attendance covers both days of the TPTF meeting. However, participants may not have attended the entire TPTF meeting. Attendees participating via teleconference and Web-Ex are recorded at their request.


� The December 11, 2006 TPTF meeting was added during the November 28 – 30, 2006 TPTF meeting in order to create an opportunity for TPTF to focus exclusively on the EMS white papers.


� The Agenda, Key Documents, and Roll Call Votes for the December 4 – 5, 2006 TPTF Meeting may be found at


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2006/12/20061204-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2006/12/20061204-TPTF.html�


�  To illustrate this point, Mr. Doggett provided an example from a recent meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), where a review of NPRR024, Synchronization of PRRs 627 and 640, was deferred in the absence of an Impact Analysis. The Impact Analysis will be important for the approval of NPRR024; some Market Participants are concerned that language synchronizations between NPRR024 and PRR640 may weaken the Protocols. NPRR024 is scheduled for discussion at the TAC meeting on January 4, 2007. 


�  This motion was initially approved by TPTF during the November 28 – 30, 2006 meeting. The vote was subsequently retracted owing to the absence of a notice for vote on the meeting agenda. 


�  These eight interactions were noted as “the API interaction described in the first bullet” in the original motion on November 6, 2006. This language was retained in today’s motion.


� Ibid.


� Mr. Chudgar reminded TPTF that the screen shots he displayed were extrapolations only, and they were intended to function as descriptive aids rather than representations of the final product. 
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