ERCOT / February 12, 2007


MINUTES OF THE ERCOT

NODAL TRANSITION PLAN TASK FORCE (TPTF) MEETING

ERCOT Austin Office

7620 Metro Center Drive

Austin, TX 78744

February 12, 2007

Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Ashley, Kristy
	Independent Power Marketers
	Exelon Generation

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	GEUS

	Belk, Brad
	Cooperative
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Briscoe, Judy
	Independent Power Marketers
	BP Energy (via teleconference)

	Greer, Clayton
	Independent Power Marketers
	Constellation Energy

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

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

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

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

	Trefny, Floyd
	Independent Power Marketers
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Wagner, Marguerite
	Independent Power Marketers
	Reliant Energy, Inc.


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

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

· Stephen Massey (City of Allen) to Chris Brewster

Non-Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Representing

	Blackburn, Don
	TXU

	Caufield, Dennis
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Emesih, Valentine
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Green, Bob
	Garland Power & Light (via teleconference)

	Guermouche, Sid
	Austin Energy

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group (via teleconference)

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA (via teleconference)


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Bridges, Stacy

	Ma, Xingwang (via teleconference)

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	Moorty, Sainath

	Tucker, Carrie

	Xiao, Hong (via teleconference)


Call To Order

Carrie Tucker called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on February 12, 2007.

Antitrust Admonition

Ms. Tucker asked those who have not yet reviewed the Antitrust Guidelines to do so, noting that copies of the Antitrust Guidelines were available.

Confirmation of Future Meetings

Ms. Tucker confirmed the following meetings for TPTF at the ERCOT Met Center:

- February 20, 2007 (tentative) 

- February 22 – 23, 2007 

- February 28 – March 1, 2007 
 

- March 5 – 7, 2007 

Review of Agenda
Ms. Tucker reviewed the agenda and the order of topics for the meeting.

Market Management System (MMS) Requirements Specification for Outage Scheduler  (See Key Documents) 

Sai Moorty reviewed the disposition of comments for the MMS Outage Scheduler Requirements.
 All edits and punch list items were recorded in the spreadsheet as recommended by TPTF. Following are some highlights from the review. 
Mr. Moorty reminded TPTF that the new Outage type for “Remedial Switching Action” has not yet been incorporated into the Outage Scheduler Requirements. The new Outage type will be clarified in a white paper to be discussed at the February 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting. Upon approval of the “Remedial Switching Action” white paper, the new Outage type will be incorporated into the Outage Scheduler Requirements. 
Mr. Moorty noted that the MMS team has removed FR1-7, Disable Continuous Outage, from the Outage Scheduler because it is not actually required by the Nodal Protocols. In its place, the MMS team has incorporated the new functional requirement FR1-7, Create Opportunity Outage, which will allow Opportunity Outages to be implemented directly in the Outage Scheduler rather than through a business process. Dennis Caufield confirmed that he is currently working on a Draft Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) to address Opportunity Outages. Mr. Moorty noted that once the Draft NPRR is approved, it will be incorporated into the Outage Scheduler Requirements. 

Mr. Moorty noted that any Outage Scheduler issues related to Simple Transmission Outages will be discussed with TPTF during the detailed design phase.  
Mr. Moorty noted that the MMS team will look at the feasibility of including a text field in the Outage Scheduler that will allow Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) to enter Resource status during an Outage. Mr. Moorty noted that such a text field, if incorporated, should be described in FR1-1, Submit Outage Request, and that any value entered in this text field should match the value for Resource status that is entered in the Current Operating Plan (COP). Floyd Trefny cautioned that the value for Resource status may become unsynchronized between the COP and the Outage Scheduler owing to the frequency with which the COP is updated. As a result, Mr. Trefny suggested developing a business process for correcting this lack of synchronicity whenever it occurs. Bob Spangler suggested that any administrative privileges associated with such a business process should be applicable to all ERCOT systems, not just Outage Scheduler, and should be described in either the Supplementary Requirements or in a separate ERCOT Operating Guide. 
Mr. Trefny observed that the posting requirements described in Outage Scheduler Requirement 3.3.1, FR3-1 Post Outage Information, may need to be updated to incorporate Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 697, Posting Requirement Changes, which addresses Resource adequacy rules as adopted by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) last year. Although a companion NPRR remains to be drafted for PRR697, Mr. Trefny suggested that addressing the changes now may prevent the need for overhauling code later. Mr. Moorty noted for the Integration and Design Authority (IDA) Punch List that postings for Outage Scheduler must conform to the Projected Assessment of System Adequacy (PASA).

Mr. Moorty noted that previous versions of Outage Scheduler contained additional Outage types that are not required by the Nodal Protocols. The current Requirements have been updated to remove those additional Outage types, and the updates are reflected in Appendices A, B, and C. Mr. Moorty further noted that Outages for Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) are not addressed by the Outage Scheduler Requirements but have been moved to the IDA Punch List. 
Mr. Caufield reminded the group that the TSP Outage Coordinators and the ERCOT Outage Coordination Group will be discussing the topic of Simple Transmission Outages over the next few weeks. He suggested scheduling a discussion of Simple Transmission Outages during a future TPTF meeting. Mr. Moorty noted that Simple Transmission Outages will affect Outage Evaluation as well as the Outage Scheduler, and he noted for the IDA Punch List that Simple Transmission Outages will require further discussion during the detailed design phase. 

The vote for the MMS Outage Scheduler Requirements was suspended to accommodate a discussion of the Draft NPRR for Trade Validation (see the vote recorded below). 

MMS Draft NPRR for Trade Validation (See Key Documents)
Mr. Moorty discussed the Draft NPRR for Trade Validation by Matching Identical Trade Submissions. The Draft NPRR proposes changes that will affect confirmation logic for Capacity Trades, Energy Trades, and Ancillary Service (AS) Trades. Mr. Moorty reminded the group that the proposed changes arose from discussions for the MMS Requirements Specification for Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and Supplemental Ancillary Service Market (SASM).  
Kristy Ashley suggested that more trade details should be communicated to Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) whenever ERCOT sends messages regarding unconfirmed trades. Don Blackburn noted that while details are helpful, they should not betray any sensitive information about the counterparties involved in a trade. Mr. Moorty noted that the MMS team will verify that the Requirements for DAM and SASM reflect sufficient and appropriate levels of detail for messages related to unconfirmed trades. Mr. Moorty confirmed his willingness to discuss this topic further offline. 

Marguerite Wagner noted that confirmation logic should allow a QSE to submit an update for an existing trade so that the original trade remains extant until a matching update is made by the counterparty. This approach would prevent a previously confirmed trade from being cancelled when a counterparty fails to match an update. Other Market Participants (MPs) agreed with this approach. Mr. Trefny suggested that any modifications for the NPRR should be delayed until the group is able to work through all the validation rules. Mr. Moorty took the action item to develop more scenarios to help describe the procedure for submitting and editing Capacity Trades, Energy Trades, and AS Trades. Ms. Ashley suggested that the MMS team develop some wire frames as a means for facilitating future discussions of confirmation logic.
Mr. Spangler moved to approve the MMS Outage Scheduler Requirements contingent upon incorporation of proposed changes as documented in the comments disposition spreadsheet as modified by TPTF on February 12, 2007 and approval of the Remedial Switching Action white paper. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the Independent Power Marketer (1) and Investor Owned Utilities (1) Market Segments. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented.  
Mr. Moorty confirmed that once the Remedial Switching Action white paper is approved, the MMS team will need about a week to update the Outage Scheduler Requirements.     

MMS Draft NPRR for Clarification on Re-submittal of AS Offers for SASM (See Key Documents)
Mr. Moorty noted that the changes proposed by this Draft NPRR arose from discussions for the DAM and SASM Requirements during the January 8 – 10, 2007 TPTF Meeting. The changes affect language for resubmitting AS offers in the Adjustment Period, as described in the chart from Nodal Protocol 6.4.8.2, Supplemental Ancillary Services Market, paragraph (2).

Mr. Trefny moved to endorse the Draft NPRR for Availability of Ancillary Service Offers for the Supplementary Ancillary Service Market as modified by TPTF on February 12, 2007. Jim Reynolds seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 87.5% in favor and no abstentions. The Independent Generator, Consumer, and Cooperative Market Segments were not represented.  
MMS Conceptual System Design (CSD) (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Moorty reviewed the disposition of comments for the MMS Conceptual System Design, making minor edits in the document as recommended by TPTF. Mr. Moorty confirmed that each Internet Protocol (IP) exchange between ERCOT and QSEs will be secured with a Secure Sockets Layer (SSL). 

Mr. Spangler moved to approve the MMS CSD as modified by TPTF on February 12, 2007. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and no abstentions. The Independent Generator, Consumer, and Cooperative Market Segments were not represented. 

Agenda Review and Meeting Adjournment
Ms. Tucker reviewed agenda topics for the February 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF Meeting and then adjourned the meeting at 3:30 p.m. on Monday, February 12, 2007.  
Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	Update the Outage Scheduler Requirements document. 
	S. Moorty and Team

	Develop more scenarios to help describe the procedure for submitting and editing Capacity Trades, Energy Trades, and AS Trades.  
	S. Moorty and Team


� Meeting Attendance covers the entire day of the TPTF meeting, although some participants may not have attended the entire TPTF meeting. 


� Meeting location to be determined.


� The Agenda, Key Documents, and Roll-Call Votes for the February 12, 2007 TPTF Meeting may be found at


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/02/20070212-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/02/20070212-TPTF.html�


� This review was continued from the February 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF Meeting.
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