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MINUTES OF THE ERCOT

NODAL TRANSITION PLAN TASK FORCE (TPTF) MEETING

ERCOT Austin Office

7620 Metro Center Drive

Austin, TX 78744

February 22 – 23, 2007
Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	GEUS

	Brewster, Chris
	Consumer
	City of Eastland (Alternate Representative for D. Wilson, as needed)

	Fehrenbach, Nick
	Consumer
	City of Dallas

	Fore, Vonzie
	Independent REP
	Direct Energy

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

	Kroskey, Tony
	Cooperative
	Brazos Electric Power

	Kruse, Brett
	Independent Generator
	Calpine (via teleconference)

	Munoz, Manny
	Investor Owned Utilities
	CenterPoint Energy 

	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)

	Stanfield, Leonard
	Municipal
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Trefny, Floyd
	Independent Power Marketers
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Wagner, Marguerite
	Independent Power Marketers
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Municipal
	R.J. Covington (Alternate Representative for S. Mays, 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

· 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

	Burkhalter, Ryan
	Sungard Energy Systems

	Crawford, Chris
	Alliance Data

	Emesih, Valentine
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Green, Bob
	Garland Power & Light (via teleconference)

	Guermouche, Sid
	Austin Energy

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group 

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions

	Mai, D.S.
	NRG (via teleconference)

	Rodriguez, Robert
	Constellation New Energy

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate and Associates

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Trietsch, Brad
	First Choice Power (via teleconference)

	True, Roy
	Aces Power Marketing

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Adams, John

	Bridges, Stacy

	Chudgar, Raj

	Doggett, Trip

	Firestone, Joel (via teleconference)

	Grendel, Steve

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	Mereness, Matt

	Ragsdale, Kenneth (via teleconference)

	Seely, Chad

	Sullivan, Jerry

	Sundhararajan, Srini

	Surendran, Resmi

	Tucker, Carrie

	Xiao, Hong (via teleconference)

	Yager, Cheryl (via teleconference)


Call To Order

Trip Doggett called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on February 22, 2007.

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.

Confirmation of Future Meetings

Mr. Doggett confirmed the following meetings for TPTF at the ERCOT Met Center:

· February 28 – March 1, 2007 
 
· March 5 – 7, 2007

· March 22 – 23, 2007

Review Agenda

Mr. Doggett reviewed the agenda and the order of topics for the meeting.

Consider Approval of Meeting Minutes (See Key Documents) 

Approval for the following Minutes was suspended until the March 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting:
· January 22 – 25, 2007 TPTF Meeting Minutes

· February 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF Meeting Minutes

Nodal Program Update (See Key Documents)
Jerry Sullivan presented an update on the status of the Nodal Program. 

Mr. Sullivan outlined the new rating criteria for evaluating Nodal success along three dimensions: cost, schedule, and scope/quality.
Mr. Sullivan noted that the dimension of cost is being used to evaluate whether the Nodal Program is operating within budget. Currently, the dimension of cost is amber, and the Nodal Program is tracking within 1% of the total budget. The large portion of contingency is being contributed to major projects—Market Management System (MMS), Energy Management System (EMS), Commercial Operations (COMS), and Network Model Management System (NMMS). 

Mr. Sullivan noted that the dimension of schedule is being used to evaluate whether the Nodal Program is being delivered on time. The dimension of schedule is currently rated red and is being addressed with earnest. One reason for the red rating is the lagging EMS schedule, which must be restored in order to preserve the December 1, 2008 go-live date. To restore the EMS schedule, ERCOT is implementing a number of initiatives, including a “deep dive” with business owners and the Nodal Steering Committee, as well as collaborative meetings and other engagement initiatives. Recently, the EMS vendor met with the EMS team in order to make plans for delivering ahead of the revised EMS schedule. Additional EMS programmers are being sought from across several large Investor Owned Utility markets that use EMS software, and additional staff members are already boarding the EMS project to help expedite project deliverables. Mr. Sullivan noted that all previous staffing shortfalls and Requirements delays related to EMS should be remedied next quarter. 
Mr. Sullivan noted that the Market Participant (MP) External Interface Specification is still on track for its March 31st delivery date. Floyd Trefny cautioned against unnecessary haste in developing the document. Although a punctual delivery is preferred, Mr. Trefny observed that thoroughness and accuracy should trump timeliness as keys for long term success. Mr. Sullivan noted that more information regarding the MP External Interface Specification will be made available during the March 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting, along with some news about the Nodal Program’s critical path.

Integrated ERCOT Readiness and Transition (IRT) Registration Approach (See Key Documents)

Matt Mereness reviewed the Registration Approach document.
Mr. Mereness noted that the scope of the Registration Approach document is limited to the paperwork processes for receiving, recording, and maintaining registration data. The Registration Approach is not intended to address the qualification activities that are associated with credit worthiness, systems communication, or systems testing—these topics will be divulged in the MP Approach to Qualification and the MP Qualification Guide.

Mr. Mereness described the single Standard Form Market Participant Agreement (SFA)
 that must be signed by all legal Entities who will operate in the Nodal market. The SFA must be signed and submitted between August 1, 2007 and September 1, 2008. Despite this relatively large window for completing the SFA, Mr. Mereness encouraged MPs to complete their registration activities by November 2007 in order to facilitate their subsequent activities in Early Delivery Systems (EDS) 3 and 4.  

Mr. Mereness noted that the transition to the Nodal market will not necessarily require MPs to resubmit all of the applications and registration documents associated with the registration process. The submission requirements will vary according to roles. Don Blackburn requested that any forms signed by MPs during the registration process will be made accessible to them afterward (preferably in an automated online format). 

Mr. Mereness informed the group that he had identified discrepancies between: Nodal Protocols Section 16, Registration and Qualification of MPs; and Nodal Protocols Section 22 Attachment H, Standard Form Market Participant Agreement. Mr. Mereness observed that the Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) Agreement is still referenced in Section 16, although the Agreement is no longer applicable to Nodal, and it has been supplanted by the SFA in Section 22. 

Mr. Mereness confirmed that ERCOT plans to post a copy of the new SFA, along with all other necessary registration documentation, in a central location of the ERCOT website in order to facilitate registration activities. Not all supporting documents are available at this time. Mr. Mereness noted that applications are currently being developed for Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Account Holders, and supplemental data applications related to Resource registration are being developed for QSEs. Mr. Mereness requested Market feedback regarding these pending documents as part of the review cycle for the Registration Approach.

The Registration Approach document was distributed to TPTF for review, with a comments deadline of Tuesday, March 13, 2007. The IRT team plans to seek approval from TPTF during the March 22 - 23, 2007 TPTF Meeting.

Market Readiness Advisor (MRA) Metrics Update (See Key Documents)
Don McCormick provided an update on activities for the MRA and the Metric Sub-Group (MSG). 
Mr. McCormick noted that the list of metrics has grown to include 110 metrics. Mr. McCormick noted that over 80% of these metrics have been reviewed in meetings with the Business Managers/Metric Owners, and the remaining metrics have been scheduled for further discussion. All metrics have been assigned, and over 20% have been approved by Business Directors. 

Mr. McCormick noted that Metric D2, ERCOT Staff Completes Training, will be split into four separate metrics—one for each EDS. Mr. Trefny asked if the four metrics are intended to represent training for MPs or for ERCOT staff. Steve Grendel confirmed that the metrics represent the training that will be required for ERCOT staff prior to each EDS, including concept-based coursework, vendor-supplied application training, and ERCOT-supplied procedural training. Mr. Trefny opined that a single metric should be developed to define and verify the coursework that MPs and ERCOT staff are expected to complete in parallel.

Mr. McCormick noted that further discussion is needed for metrics relating to price correction, contingency-plan testing, and the construction of facilities. 
Mr. McCormick introduced the Metric Verification Report, which aims at housing in one document all of the approvable metric definitions and verification approaches that are currently under development. Mr. Doggett recommended distributing the document for a review by TPTF in preparation for a more detailed discussion at the March 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting. The Metric Verification Report was distributed with a comments due date of March 2, 2007.
Mr. Grendel reminded the group that the MRA is currently working with Business Owners, Business Managers, and the Nodal Project teams to ensure that any potential impacts associated with metrics may be identified and tracked. As issues are identified, they will be formally tracked and incorporated into the Nodal Program dashboard and the MRA dashboard. 

IRT EDS 1 Approach (See Key Documents)
John Webb presented the EDS 1 Approach document and discussed the objectives, scope, and timeline for each phase of EDS 1—Beta Testing, Release 1, and Release 2.
Beta Testing

Mr. Webb noted that Beta Testing is already under way and will continue through March. During Beta Testing, ERCOT is verifying Point-to-Point (PTP) communications with QSEs and Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) in order to identify any systematic problems with telemetry. The results of the Beta Testing will help ERCOT to streamline the testing process in preparation for PTP activities in EDS 1 Release 2 (see below). Although Beta Testing is being conducted on existing equipment, the testing activities for Releases 1 and 2 will engage the EMS. Mr. Grendel confirmed that the IRT team will choreograph the testing schedule with each TSP and QSE in order to accommodate their individual availability. Mr. Trefny suggested that TPTF discuss the results of the Beta Testing once it has been completed. 

Mr. Blackburn requested more information regarding Secure Inter-Control Center Protocol (ICCP) requirements. Mr. Grendel noted that no requirements have been identified for Secure ICCP at this time, but he confirmed that the IRT team will take action to investigate whether Secure ICCP is required by the Nodal Protocols for any phase of EDS. Mr. Doggett suggested tracking this action item for future reference.  

Release 1
Mr. Webb discussed Release 1 of EDS 1, which is scheduled for activity from April to June 2007. The basic objective during Release 1 is to work with ERCOT Operations Management and Operators to identify the desired approach for categorizing, organizing, and prioritizing alarms. Once the alarm approach is configured, it will be verified with selected TSPs/ QSEs and then implemented in EMS.

Release 2

Mr. Webb discussed Release 2 of EDS 1, which is scheduled for activity from June to September 2007. The basic objective during Release 2 is to verify ICCP and EMS failover and performance, to verify station topology throughout the ERCOT system, and to perform PTP testing on all TSPs and QSEs. During Release 2, graphic displays will be built and verified for all subsystems, and redundant communication will be verified between the Zonal and Nodal systems. 

Mr. Grendel noted that the IRT team will take action to identify the technical requirements necessary for enabling TSPs and QSEs to connect with ERCOT via ICCP, and to define those requirements in data sets specific to Release 1 and Release 2. 
Mr. Grendel requested that TPTF review the EDS 1 Approach document in order to verify that it fully addresses the activities described in the Nodal Transition Plan. The document was distributed to TPTF for review, with a comments due date of March 13th. The EDS 1 Approach will be discussed further during the March 5 -7, 2007 TPTF meeting. 

COMS Draft Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) for Credit Monitoring and Management (CMM) (See Key Documents) 
Raj Chudgar presented the Draft NPRR for CMM, noting that it had been updated to include comments from the February 20, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
Mr. Chudgar explained the concept of Counter-Party, noting that MP activities will roll up to the single legal Entity, or Counter-Party, identified in a SFA. All members in the Counter-Party will share a single Approved Credit Limit (ACL) and a single Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) number. The roll-up structure will allow MPs to minimize their collateral under a single ACL for bidding in the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and CRR Auction. Although all members of a Counter-Party will share a single ACL and a single DUNS number, the ERCOT systems will still recognize each QSE or CRR Account Holder individually for invoicing purposes. 

Cheryl Yager explained how the single ACL for each Counter-Party will be divided between the DAM and the CRR Auction. First, each Counter-Party will instruct ERCOT how much of the ACL to allocate to the CRR Auction, and then ERCOT will allocate the remainder of the ACL to the DAM. Afterward, each Counter-Party will be responsible for subdividing the DAM and CRR allocations among the various QSEs and CRR Account Holders rolled up in their systems. 

Mr. Chudgar made minor edits to the draft NPRR for CMM as recommended by TPTF. 

Nick Fehrenbach moved to approve the draft NPRR for CMM as modified by TPTF. Jim Reynolds seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the Municipal Market Segment.  The Independent Power Marketers and Cooperative Market Segments were not represented. 
COMS Registration Conceptual System Design (CSD) (See Key Documents) 
Mr. Chudgar described the background for the Registration CSD. During the January 22 -25, 2007 TPTF meeting, MPs requested the development of an Application Programming Interface (API) to automate registration for both MPs and their assets. In the interest of fulfilling this request, Mr. Chudgar agreed to table the Registration CSD until suitable options could be explored. 

Mr. Chudgar described how the COMS team had opted to address asset registration as a separate activity and to narrow the scope for the existing Registration CSD to cover MP registration only. Afterward, the COMS team explored two options for implementing asset registration. The first option, Option 1, would involve customizing Siebel to process registration information for both MPs and assets. Mr. Chudgar cautioned that this option would levy integration and timeline issues against the COMS project. The second option, Option 2, would involve creating a portal screen to enable MPs to enter Resource-parameter information directly to the MMS. 
Mr. Chudgar recommended proceeding with Option 2 according to the following approach:

· Change the name of the existing Registration CSD to “MP Registration CSD”
· Remove Functional Requirement (FR) 36 and FR38 from the newly named MP Registration CSD 
· Include FR36 and FR38 in a supplemental CSD for Asset Registration to be developed by the MMS team 

Based on this approach, Mr. Chudgar proposed a process for implementing the initial registration setup. First, MPs will sign SFAs and other applications as required for their respective activities in the Nodal market (i.e., QSE, CRR Account Holder, Load Serving Entity (LSE), etc). Next, ERCOT will enter this initial registration information into the Siebel system. Once the setup has been completed in Siebel, the registration data will flow downstream to other ERCOT systems (i.e., MMS, Settlements, etc.), allowing MPs to go live. Afterward, MPs will be able to access a registration portal for entering and updating their registration information directly to MMS. Mr. Chudgar noted that deeper details for implementing this initial registration setup will be explored and discussed during the detailed design phase. 

Mr. Trefny noted that the Siebel system must be able to recognize safe default values for Resource telemetry in order for the initial registration setup to work as described. Mr. Chudgar proposed that the static startup data will be entered in Siebel and the changing values will be handled in MMS. Mr. Chudgar confirmed that he will work with Sai Moorty and the MMS team to solve this issue. 

Some MPs inquired how ERCOT plans to handle date-effective data for Resources as they come online. Mr. Chudgar noted that solutions for date-effective data will be addressed by the MMS team.
In preparation for a vote, Mr. Chudgar recapped the Option 2 recommendations from Slide 6 of the presentation, as follows:

· ERCOT recommends moving forward with Option 2

· ERCOT recommends changing the current Registration CSD to MP Registration CSD

· ERCOT recommends removing FR36 & FR38 from the current MP Registration CSD

· ERCOT recommends that TPTF consider the MP Registration CSD for approval (with change listed above)

· If Option 2 is endorsed, ERCOT will come back to TPTF to provide a Resource registration CSD (as a Supplemental CSD) including FR36 & FR38.

Mr. Chudgar noted that the implementation of Option 2 will require a Nodal Program change request.  

Mr. Trefny moved to approve the COMS MP Registration CSD with changes based upon all of the recommendations in the COMS Presentation, slide #6, presented at TPTF February 22, 2007. Bob Wittmeyer seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and one abstention from the Investor Owned Utilities Market Segment. The Cooperative Market Segment was not represented. 

Mr. Chudgar noted that TPTF has not yet approved the COMS Draft NPRR for Nodal Protocols Section 9, Settlement and Billing. The COMS team has opted to withhold the Draft NPRR while the Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) works on finalizing its own recommendations for Section 9. The COMS Draft NPRR will most likely return to TPTF next month.

CRR Review Process for Detail System Design (DSD) (See Key Documents) 
Shawna Jirasek discussed the review process for the five CRR DSDs that are ready for Market review. 

Ms. Jirasek noted that three of the five CRR DSDs are classified as “ERCOT Limited.” These documents include Market Operator Interface, Market User Interface, and Data Interface. MPs who wish to review one of these documents must sign a Non-Disclosure Agreement (NDA) with ERCOT. Mr. Seely noted that the ERCOT NDA is available on the website. 
 
Ms. Jirasek noted that the Database DSD and the Calculation DSD are classified as “ERCOT Confidential.” MPs who wish to review either of these documents must sign a Nexant NDA in addition to the ERCOT NDA. Ms. Jirasek noted that the Nexant NDA is required owing to rights associated with Intellectual Property. 

To obtain a CRR DSD for review, MPs will need to sign the corresponding NDA(s) and then email a DSD request to Carrie Tucker (ctucker@ercot.com). The CRR team will distribute the requested DSD(s) in a Portable Document Format (PDF) following execution of the corresponding NDA(s). 

Mr. Spangler requested that ERCOT consider distributing future DSDs in formats that are more markup friendly than PDF. 

Ms. Jirasek requested that MPs submit comments related to compliance issues. To this end, Ms. Jirasek noted the following from the Nodal Transition Plan:

The TPTF will review these documents [DSDs] and comment on any possible compliance issues with applicable Protocols. ERCOT shall review the comments and make appropriate corrections to the document.

Ms. Jirasek requested that all comments be submitted to her and Beth Garza (sjirasek@ercot.com; bgarza@ercot.com) by Monday, March 5, 2007. 

Mr. Doggett noted that hard copies of the ERCOT and Nexant NDAs would be available for MPs to sign during the meeting on Friday, February 23rd. 

Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 4:48 p.m. on Thursday, February 22, 2007. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:35 a.m. on Friday, February 23, 2007. Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed and reviewed the agenda for the day.

Hard copies of ERCOT and Nexant NDAs were available.

MMS Remedial Switching Action white paper (See Key Documents) 
John Adams discussed the Remedial Switching Action white paper, noting its purpose for adding a new type of Forced Outage to the Outage Scheduler. The new Outage Type will replace the previously proposed Equipment Status Change. Mr. Adams noted from the white paper that if the Remedial Switching Action lasts longer than three days, then it must be entered as a Planned Outage; if it becomes a regular occurrence, then it must be addressed by a Remedial Action Plan (RAP).

Mr. Adams reminded the group that approval for the Remedial Switching Action white paper was a conditional part of the approval for the MMS Outage Scheduler Requirements. 

Mr. Trefny moved to accept the Remedial Switching Action white paper as submitted. Mr. Spangler seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and no abstentions. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented.
Opportunity Outage White Paper (See Key Documents)
Dennis Caufield and Mr. Trefny presented the white paper for Opportunity Outage, noting that the language in the white paper had been modified based upon recommendations made during the February 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF Meeting. 
The white paper was further modified by TPTF in order to facilitate the incorporation of the TAC-approved definition of Opportunity Outage and to indicate that a TSP may start an Opportunity Outage as soon as practicable after it is authorized to proceed by ERCOT. 
Mr. Caufield agreed to develop a Draft NPRR based upon the Opportunity Outage white paper. Because the Draft NPRR will require a minor change to the Outage Scheduler Requirements, Mr. Doggett requested that Mr. Caufield bring it back to TPTF for a final review prior to its debut at the Protocol Revisions Subcommittee (PRS). Mr. Caufield agreed to discuss the Draft NPRR during the February 28 – March 1, 2007 TPTF Meeting.

Manny Munoz moved to approve the concept as described in the Opportunity Outage white paper as modified at TPTF on February 23, 2007, provided a NPRR on Opportunity Outage will be submitted to TPTF. Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and no abstentions. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented.
Discussion of issues regarding Direct Current (DC) Tie and Controllable Load Resource (CLR) Providing AS (See Key Documents)
Resmi Surendran discussed issues related to DC Ties and CLRs providing AS, noting that questions have been raised recently by Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 307, Load Providing Regulation Services, and NPRR008, PRR307 Inclusion in Nodal. 
Ms. Surendran noted that three primary issues have been identified for providing AS over DC Ties:

· Allowing DC Ties to provide Responsive Reserve Service (RRS) conflicts with the North American Electric Reliability Council (NERC) Standards. 
· The ERCOT Protocols and the Nodal Protocols do not contain clear requirements for NERC Electronic Tagging (ETAG) 
 and for the level of Transmission Service needed to ensure deliverability. 
· ERCOT is not in direct control of a DC Tie. 
Ms. Surendran noted that three options have been proposed for addressing the issues:

· Create a PRR/NPRR to add language indicating that the use of DC-Tie for AS will only be permitted following approval from NERC and the ERCOT Control Area.

· Create a PRR/NPRR to remove any references to DC-Tie providing AS.

· Begin working towards the NERC approval, Protocol changes, and contractual enhancements necessary for allowing the delivery of AS over DC-Ties. 

Following discussion of the issues related to DC Ties and CLRs, TPTF determined the MMS team should proceed as follows:

· The MMS Team will not submit a NPRR at this time but will proceed to build without provisions for DC Tie for Responsive Reserve in DAM and Real-Time (RT). No issues are currently identified for Black Start as it relates to DC Tie. 

· The MMS team will not address the issue of how RRS will be deployed from CLRs. That issue will be addressed by the EMS Generation Subsystem rather than MMS. The MMS Team will review the Nodal Protocols to verify whether a NPRR is necessary. 

· The MMS Team will plan to take the Scheduled Power Consumption Snapshot at the end of the Adjustment Period. Because this snapshot is only used for performance evaluation, it may ultimately be captured in EMS.
· The MMS Team will draft a NPRR (to accompany the white paper) for removing the CLR constraints “maximum deployment time” and “maximum weekly energy” from Nodal Protocol 3.7.1.2, Load Resource Parameters, paragraphs (f) and (g). 

· The MMS Team will incorporate any subsequent NPRRs for Generation Subsystem as necessary.
· The MMS Team will arrange a meeting with Scott Warole, Mr. Trefny, Mr. Spangler, and other TPTF members as necessary to answer the following questions: 

· Should a Load Resource (LR) be able to switch between LR and CLR from hour to hour?

· If so, how should this functionality be addressed for Registration, DAM offers, and RT AS deployments? 

· If so, how should the telemetered Resource Status reflect whether the LR is acting as a LR or a CLR in RT? 

· Should LRs be able to provide Non-Spinning Reserve? 

Joel Firestone agreed to work with interested MPs to discuss the possibility of drafting a NPRR to address the issues related to AS served at a DC Tie. 
Draft NPRR- Pricing during an Emergency Electric Curtailment Plan (EECP) Event (See Key Documents) 
Mr. Trefny presented a whiteboard discussion describing how Energy Offer Curves and pricing are affected by the pseudo-Resource during an EECP event. Mr. Spangler supported the discussion with infographics describing how EECP Proxy Offer Curves might be used to mitigate the pendulum pricing caused by the pseudo-Resource. 
Mr. Doggett noted that some Nodal projects need to know how to navigate the pseudo-Resource requirement in order to move forward. The Draft NPRR will be noticed for a discussion and a vote during the March 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF Meeting.

Meeting Adjournment

Mr. Doggett adjourned the meeting at 2:05 p.m. on Friday, February 23, 2007. 
Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	The MRA Team took the action item to place a conference call to resolve issues affecting metric D12, Verify New Facilities Construction. 
	D. McCormick and MRA Team

	The IRT Team took the action items to: 
· Check the Nodal Protocols for requirements related to ICCP and Secure ICCP.
· Identify technical requirements to enable QSEs to connect with ERCOT via ICCP during EDS Releases 1 and 2, and develop corresponding data sets. 
	S. Grendel and IRT Team











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


� Meeting location to be determined.


� The Agenda, Key Documents, and Roll-Call Votes for the February 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF Meeting may be found at


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/02/20070222-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/02/20070222-TPTF.html�.


� See Nodal Protocols, Section 22 Attachment H: Standard Form Market Participant Agreement at: 


� HYPERLINK "http://nodal.ercot.com/protocols/index.html" ��http://nodal.ercot.com/protocols/index.html�


� See the Key Documents “ERCOT Non-Disclosure Agreements” and “NDA Instructions” at � HYPERLINK "http://nodal.ercot.com/docs/nda/" ��http://nodal.ercot.com/docs/nda/�.


� The MMS Outage Scheduler Requirements were approved during the February 12, 2007 TPTF Meeting. 


� ETAG refers to the process of electronically requesting, approving, and recording energy transactions via the Internet. For more information, visit the NERC website (� HYPERLINK "http://www.nerc.com" ��http://www.nerc.com�) and select “E-Tag” from the ‘NERC Fast Links’ drop-menu.








