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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

April 2 – 3, 2007

Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Ashley, Kristy
	Independent Power Marketers
	Exelon Generation

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	GEUS

	Belk, Brad
	Cooperative
	LCRA

	Brown, Jeff
	Independent Power Marketers
	Coral Power

	Fehrenbach, Nick
	Consumer
	City of Dallas

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

	Johnson, Eddie
	Cooperative
	Brazos Electric Power

	Kroskey, Tony
	Cooperative
	Brazos Electric Power

	Kruse, Brett
	Independent Generator
	Calpine

	Mai, D.S.
	Independent Generator
	NRG (via teleconference)

	Munoz, Manny
	Investor Owned Utilities
	CenterPoint Energy 

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	Independent Generator
	NRG

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

	Richard, Naomi
	Cooperative 
	LCRA

	Seymour, Cesar
	Independent Generator 
	SUEZ Energy

	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.

	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

	Abad, Gerry
	(via teleconference)

	Barrow, Les
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Beck, D.W.
	Topaz Power Group

	Blackburn, Don
	TXU

	Crawford, Chris
	Alliance Data

	Green, Bob
	Garland Power & Light (via teleconference)

	Greer, Clayton
	

	Herbert, Jason
	Power Costs, Inc. (via teleconference)

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group

	Hunter, Amy
	LCRA

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions

	Logan, Doug
	Power Costs, Inc.

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Exelon

	Potts, Dave
	The Structure Group

	Schubert, Eric
	(via teleconference)

	Scott, Gordon
	EPIC Merchant Energy (via teleconference)

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate & Associates

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA

	Simpson, Lori
	(via teleconference)

	Stappers, Hugo
	SoftSmiths, Inc. (via teleconference)

	Trietsch, Brad
	First Choice Power (via teleconference)

	Ward, Jerry
	EXTYR


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Barry, Stacy

	Bridges, Stacy

	Doggett, Trip

	Dumas, John (via teleconference)

	Garza, Beth

	Gilbertson, Jeff (via teleconference)

	Grendel, Steve

	Hall, John

	Jirasek, Shawna

	Kasparian, Ken

	Kurdy, Derick

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	Mereness, Matt

	Moorty, Sai

	Privette, Scott

	Ragsdale, Kenneth

	Seely, Chad

	Shing, Daryl

	Sullivan, Jerry

	Sundhararajan, Srini

	Takalkar, Nikhil

	Tucker, Carrie

	Westbrook, Susan

	Xiao, Hong (via teleconference)

	Yager, Cheryl

	Zotter, Laura (via teleconference)


Call To Order

Trip Doggett called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, April 2, 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 TPTF meetings:

· April 23 – 25, 2007, at a location to be determined 

· May 7 – 8, 2007, at the ERCOT MetCenter

· May 21 – 23, 2007, at the ERCOT MetCenter

Review Agenda

Mr. Doggett reviewed the agenda for the day.

Consider Approval of Meeting Minutes (See Key Documents) 

Stacy Bridges reviewed comments for the following sets of TPTF meeting minutes: 
· March 5 – 7, 2007
· March 22 – 23, 2007 

Cesar Seymour moved to approve the March 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes and the March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes. Jim Reynolds seconded the motion. The motion carried by unanimous voice vote. Floyd Trefny recommended revising the March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes to indicate that:

· the timeline for Early Delivery System (EDS) 3 and 4 that was displayed during Jerry Sullivan’s presentation on March 22nd indicated a three-month delay and may have been in error

· the timeline for EDS 3 and 4 that was discussed during Mr. Doggett’s presentation of the brochure Understanding: Texas Nodal Market Readiness was correct
Mr. Trefny moved to revise the approved March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes as recommended. Naomi Richard seconded the motion. The motion carried by unanimous voice vote.
Enterprise Data Warehouse (EDW) Project (See Key Documents)
Scott Privette reviewed the disposition of comments for the EDW Data Collection and Market Monitoring Requirements Specification for Protocol Section 17. All edits and punch list items were recorded in the corresponding disposition spreadsheet as recommended by TPTF. Following are some highlights from the review.
Mr. Privette noted that the official repository for ERCOT’s historical data is the Enterprise Information Services (EIS) Replication and Reporting System, which is comprised of:

· Replicated Source System (RSS)

· Operational Data Store (ODS)

· Conformed Data Warehouse (CDW)

· Market Information Repository (MIR)

Mr. Privette discussed the source inputs, outputs, and data retention timeframes for each of these database systems, noting that each of them is described in the EDW Conceptual System Design (CSD) document.      

Mr. Privette reminded the group that John Adams is working on a spreadsheet that maps each compliance requirement from the Nodal Protocols to a corresponding Nodal project. For each requirement it maps, the spreadsheet will also identify a Business Owner and compliance reporting methods. The spreadsheet will include all compliance requirements from the Nodal Protocols. Once the spreadsheet has been completed, it will be incorporated into the EDW Requirements. Mr. Doggett noted that TPTF should discuss the role of ERCOT’s Compliance Team when the time arrives to discuss the spreadsheet.

Mr. Privette discussed the list of study-mode tool sets that are listed in Functional Requirement (FR) 4, Information System Data Access and Tool Sets, noting that the EDW team will expand the list to include study-mode tool sets for all of the ERCOT systems. Marguerite Wagner expressed interest in knowing how the study-mode tool sets for ERCOT systems might be used to access data from the 24-month monitoring period once the period is over. Mr. Privette noted that more information about this functionality will become available as projects develop their study modes. Mr. Privette also noted that the EDW team will expand the EDW Requirements to include a reference list for specific alerts and reporting mechanisms.

Ms. Richard noted that some Market Participants (MPs) may want to access data specific to the Independent Market Monitor (IMM) whenever the terms of confidentiality expire. Mr. Privette took an action item for the EDW team to address this issue. Mr. Doggett noted that he will try to broach this issue during his next presentation to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). 
Update on Registration Process (See Key Documents)
Raj Chudgar discussed the systems and processes that will be involved in Resource registration. Mr. Chudgar provided a step-by-step overview of how the initial data for Resource registration will be submitted by the market and then entered into both Siebel and the Network Model Management System (NMMS) before being pushed to the Market Management System (MMS). Mr. Chudgar also identified the Resource data that MPs will be able to update via the Market Information System (MIS) interface. Mr. Trefny suggested that the overview described by Mr. Chudgar may not fully address the provisions described in Nodal Protocols Section 3, Management Activities for the ERCOT System. Mr. Chudgar noted that the registration process is still being determined for Load Resources (LRs) and Combined-Cycle Configurations. Sai Moorty noted that the MMS team is still investigating the best methods for validating registration data. Mr. Chudgar invited MPs to send any feedback to Matt Mereness (mmereness@ercot.com).
Integrated ERCOT Readiness and Transition (IRT) Project – EDS 3 Detailed Plan (See Key Documents)
John Hall presented an initial review of the EDS 3 Detailed Plan and described the objectives, entrance criteria, timelines, and system configurations for each release. Mr. Hall noted that during Release 5, the Location Marginal Prices (LMPs) that are produced by Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) will need to be verified for reasonability, and he invited Market feedback regarding what “reasonability” means for LMPs. Mr. Hall noted that throughout EDS 3, the IRT team will communicate a weekly cycle of tasks that MPs will need to achieve as testing proceeds. Mr. Doggett reminded the group that information regarding the prerequisite training for each phase of EDS will be included in Kate Horne’s brochure, Understanding: Texas Nodal Market Readiness. 
Mr. Hall noted that a few outstanding Transition Plan Requirements still need to be incorporated into the EDS 3 Detailed Plan, and he requested volunteers from TPTF to help define the best approaches for incorporating those Requirements. Once the best approaches have been defined, the IRT team plans to submit them to TPTF for approval before incorporating them into the EDS 3 Detailed Plan. The IRT team plans to have all approaches defined and documented by April 13th. 

IRT Project – MP Registration Approach for the Nodal Market (See Key Documents)
Mr. Mereness presented the Registration Approach document, noting that no further comments or revisions had been made to the document since its last discussion at the March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF Meeting. 
The TPTF recommended changing the checkbox for “Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) holder” to “Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Account Holder” in Section 2.1, All MPs to execute Standard Form Market Participant Agreement (SFA). The Draft Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) for Clarification of SFA was synchronized to reflect this change. Carrie Tucker updated the Registration Approach document to reflect an incremented version (v0.52). Shams Siddiqi suggested that the term “Entity” in Section 2.2, Counter-Party, should be changed to “Market Participant,” but he agreed to leave the term unmodified for now. 
Mr. Trefny moved to approve the Registration Approach document v0.52 as modified by TPTF. Mr. Seymour seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Consumer (2), Independent Generator (1), and Investor Owned Utility (1) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented.    
IRT Project – Draft NPRR for Clarification of SFA (See Key Documents)

Mr. Mereness presented the Draft NPRR for Clarification of SFA, as carried over from the March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting. Mr. Mereness indicated the corrections which had been made for registration.   
Bob Spangler moved to approve the Draft NPRR for Clarification of SFA and registration corrections as modified by TPTF. Mr. Seymour seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 85.7% in favor and 14.3% in opposition. The opposing votes were from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (REP) Market Segment. There were two abstentions from the Independent Generator (1) and Investor Owned Utility (1) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented.  

Mr. Siddiqi suggested that ERCOT should verify that the SFA has been synchronized with Nodal Protocol 16.1, Qualification, Registration, and Execution of Agreements, and that the terms “Entity” and “Market Participant” are used consistently. 

IRT Project – Qualification Guide Update (See Key Documents)
Mr. Mereness provided an update for the IRT Qualification Guide, noting that the guide will emphasize qualification for Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) and CRR Account Holders. The guide will define the qualification steps necessary for both new and existing MPs within ERCOT. The IRT team is planning to release the guide near the end of April. 
Integration and Design Authority (IDA) Project – External Interfaces Specification (See Key Documents)
Daryl Shing discussed the IDA External Interfaces Specification, including the feedback that had been provided by the Application Programming Interface (API) Subgroup regarding timestamps, submission validations, and web services. Mr. Shing took the action item for the IDA team to present to TPTF the different methods data and information is being delivered to the Market. IDA will also work with MIS to provide a way for Market Participants to cross check the data being delivered via the External Machine to Machine Interface Specification with other data available on the MIS. 
Mr. Shing noted that the IDA team had updated the External Interfaces Specification to include both incremental and decremental Energy Offer Curves. The current version of the document (v0.91) is in review, with a comments deadline of April 13th. The IDA team plans to seek approval for the document during the April 23 – 25, 2007 TPTF meeting.
Mr. Shing noted that the IDA team is also working to organize all interface specifications into a single interface overview that will include: 

· The IDA External Interface Specification

· MIS published content

· Market information reports 

· Inter-Control Center Protocol (ICCP)

· Other interfaces 

IDA Project – Punch List Update (See Key Documents)
Kenneth Ragsdale presented an update for the IDA Punch List, describing its background, purpose, and format. Mr. Ragsdale noted that each project team is responsible for resolving the items assigned to its working tab in the IDA Punch List. Any items that require coordination and integration across projects are assigned to the tab entitled “Cross Project Issues.” Mr. Ragsdale confirmed that no items will be deleted from the IDA Punch List, although some items may be moved to other project punch lists. Whenever an item is moved to another project punch list, a corresponding note will be provided in the IDA Punch List. 
Change Control Update (See Key Documents)
Nikhil Takalkar discussed proposed modifications for the change control process. 

Mr. Takalkar noted that the current baseline for change control incorporates issues that were raised on or before March 1, 2007. The change control process will be vetted through the Program Management Office (PMO) in a two-step process that will involve impact categorization and impact assessment. Mr. Takalkar described the impact categories as follows:

· Category 1 Impact- affects core functionality

· Category 2 Impact- affects business processes, procedures, and displays

· Category 3 Impact- minimal impact (does not affect core systems or business processes)

· Category 4 Impact- no impact

Regarding the backlog of NPRRs, Mr. Takalkar noted that all approved NPRRs with Category 3 and Category 4 impacts will be accepted within the existing budget and will not require impact assessments. 

Nodal Scorecard Update (See Key Documents)

Mr. Sullivan provided an update on the Nodal Scorecard and described how each measure of success on the Scorecard is being derived from actual operational data. Mr. Sullivan noted that access to the Scorecard is only being granted to Nodal leadership and project teams at the present time; however, a broader distribution for the Scorecard may be considered in the future.  

Mr. Trefny inquired about the ICCP Handbook and suggested scheduling a supplemental TPTF meeting to discuss the ICCP data sets that will be needed during EDS testing. 
Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 5:07 p.m. on Monday, April 2, 2007. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, April 3, 2007. Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed and reviewed the agenda for the day.

Change Control Update – Continued

Mr. Takalkar continued his update on the change control process and discussed the SharePoint spreadsheet that is being used by the Nodal project teams to categorize and track all backlogged items affecting change control. Mr. Takalkar noted that the spreadsheet should be completed by the end of April 2007. 

Review Process for Detail System Design (DSD) Documents (See Key Documents)
Susan Westbrook described the four document classifications—Public, Limited, Confidential, and Restricted—and discussed the current process for reviewing the CRR DSD documents, which are classified as Confidential. Ms. Westbrook noted that ERCOT will only disclose confidential materials to:

· ERCOT employees 
· ERCOT consultants who have signed ERCOT’s Ethics Agreement

· MPs (i.e., Entities who are not individuals) who have executed an ERCOT Non-Disclosure Agreement (NDA) 
Ms. Westbrook noted that once an MP has executed an ERCOT NDA, its employees will not be required to sign separate NDAs under the following condition: 

[as displayed in the presentation slide]:  
· The MP’s NDA requires that individuals who have access to confidential materials sign a certification agreeing to be bound by such agreement; and 

· The employee has signed such certification; and

· ERCOT has received a copy of such signed certification

Ms. Westbrook noted that consultants will be subject to the same signature requirements as employees; however, MPs will need to confirm in writing that consultants have been engaged for the purpose of reviewing DSD documents.
Chad Seely noted that individuals who have already signed NDAs with ERCOT may be able to use them as signed certifications. After discussing options, the TPTF consensus recommended that ERCOT’s legal department issue appropriate instructions to the Accountable Executives (AEs) or Officers of MPs whose employees or consultants will be reviewing DSD documents.
Nick Fehrenbach noted that he does not work for an MP and is not represented by an AE or Officer recognized by ERCOT. He expressed concern that the review processes described for DSD documents does not address his situation. Mr. Doggett suggested suspending discussion of this topic in order to allow Shawna Jirasek to describe the CRR DSDs which are available for review (see conclusion below). 

CRR Project – Discussion of Available DSD Documents (See Key Documents)
Ms. Jirasek identified which CRR DSD documents are available for review. The documents collectively represent a single CRR DSD that has been divided into separate documents for review purposes:
· Market Operator Interface (MOI), Volume 1

· Market User Interface (MUI), Volume 1

· Data Interface, Volume 1

· Calculation, Volume 1

Ms. Jirasek noted that the Database DSD document that was formerly classified as Confidential has been reclassified as Restricted, so it will not be available for MPs to review.

Ms. Jirasek noted that MPs should contact Ms. Tucker (ctucker@ercot.com) to request CRR DSD documents. Once ERCOT’s legal department has executed the appropriate NDA and certification forms, the CRR team will forward the requested DSD documents in Portable Document Format (PDF). Ms. Jirasek reminded the group that any comments submitted for the documents should relate to possible compliance issues with applicable Protocols, as indicated in the Nodal Transition Plan. All comments should be sent via Compact Disc (CD) or email to Ms. Jirasek (sjirasek@ercot.com) or Beth Garza (bgarza@ercot.com) by April 10, 2007. Ms. Jirasek confirmed that reasonable extensions of the comments deadline may be accommodated for those MPs whose progress is delayed by agreement issues. 
Mr. Seely noted that he will begin contacting AEs and Officers to convey information about review requirements, starting with those companies whose employees have already signed NDAs with ERCOT. For those individuals who are not represented by an AE or Officer recognized by ERCOT, Mr. Seely will make arrangements to contact them and to discuss signature options. Mr. Seely invited all individuals who would like to participate in the review process to contact him at cseely@ercot.com. 
CRR Project - Optimization Runtime Options (See Key Documents)
Ms. Garza discussed solutions for restructuring the CRR Annual Auction to address Optimization Runtime issues. The solution recommended by the CRR team will:
· Decouple Time-of-Use (TOU) Blocks (i.e., allow separate auctions for Weekend, Weekday, and Off-Peak TOU Blocks)

· Decouple the yearly auctions (i.e., allow separate auctions for Year One and Year Two)

· Maintain monthly granularity
· Support the creation of seasonal products

· Eliminate the possibility of bidding for a 24-month strip

· Eliminate a 24-hour product

Ms. Garza noted that the solution recommended by the CRR team will require six independent optimizations rather than the single optimization described in the current Nodal Protocols. The CRR team plans to share their solution with the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) prior to drafting a corresponding NPRR. 
NPRR047, Credit Monitoring – ERCOT Staff Clarifications

The TPTF reviewed NPRR047 to determine if the revised language for Nodal Protocol 4.4.10, Credit Requirement for Day-Ahead Market (DAM) Bids and Offers, Paragraph (3), adequately reflects how the MMS will reject bids and offers. Mr. Moorty supported the discussion with a description of the MMS validation process. The language in Paragraph (3) was clarified to indicate that rejection of any QSE’s individual bids and offers will be based on the calculation for credit exposure as described in Section 4.4.10(6).  

Some MPs recommended changing the wording “may declare” to “shall declare” in Nodal Protocol 16.11.6.1.5, Declaration of Forfeit of CRRs, Paragraph (1). Cheryl Yager explained that using the word “may” will provide ERCOT with some flexibility when settling CRR Auction Invoices that are not paid on time. The TPTF agreed to retain the wording. Ms. Yager noted that she will discuss this topic further during the upcoming Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) meeting. The TPTF opted to change the word “affect” to “effect” in Paragraph (1). 
Mr. Fehrenbach moved to approve the “clarifications and editorial changes” made to NPRR047 in Section 4.4.10(3) and Section 16.11.6.1.5(1) at TPTF. Mr. Reynolds seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment. All Market Segments were represented.

Draft NPRR for Posting Requirements Change (See Key Documents)
Mr. Mereness discussed recent revisions for the Draft NPRR for Posting Requirements Change. 
During the March 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting, Mr. Mereness had presented two tables describing the proposed Nodal Protocol changes associated with the Short-Term and Medium-Term Projected Assessment of System Adequacy (PASA). Mr. Mereness noted that these two tables had been incorporated into the Draft NPRR, along with two primary revisions, as follows:

· the analysis period for the Short-Term PASA had been changed from 14 days to 7 days
· the overlapping portion of the analysis periods for the Short-Term and Medium-Term PASAs had been removed by starting the analysis period for the Medium-Term PASA at week two instead of week one
The TPTF recommended modifying Section 3.2.1, Calculation of Aggregate Resource Capacity, Paragraph (1), to indicate that the “Forecast Zones” in ERCOT have the same boundaries as the 2003 ERCOT Congestion Management Zones. Other minor clean-up revisions were made as recommended by TPTF.
Manny Munoz moved to approve the Draft NPRR for Posting Requirements Change as modified by TPTF. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and three abstentions from the Independent Generator (1) and Consumer (2) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented.  
Mr. Trefny suggested alerting PRS to the design impacts implied by the Draft NPRR for Posting Requirements Change.

NPRR040, Synchronization of Emergency Electric Curtailment Plan (EECP) Event Realignment (See Key Documents)
The TPTF suspended the discussion of the proposed revisions for NPRR040 until the revisions can be drafted into a document baselined to the current Nodal Protocols. Ms. Tucker agreed to draft the document. Mr. Doggett noted that Ms. Tucker’s draft document will be shared with Mr. Spangler’s EECP subgroup and with Stephen Knapp. The draft document will be discussed again during the April 23 – 25, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
Draft NPRR for Scarcity Pricing Mechanism (See Key Documents)
Ms. Tucker described the Draft NPRR for Scarcity Pricing Mechanism (SPM), noting its purpose to synchronize the Nodal Protocols with subsection (g) of the Public Utility Commission (PUC) Substantive Rule 25.505, Resource Adequacy in the ERCOT Power Region. Ms. Tucker indicated the revisions pertaining to System-Wide Offer Caps and the SPM. The TPTF recommended the following revisions:

· Define “System-Wide Offer Cap” in Nodal Protocol 2.1, Definitions, and create the acronym “SWCAP” 
· Indicate in Section 4.4.11.1, Scarcity Pricing Mechanism, item (1)(e), that values for Peaker Net Margin (PNM) and SWCAP should be posted to the MIS Public Area 

Some other minor clean-up revisions were also recommended. Ms. Tucker agreed to clean up the Draft NPRR as recommended by TPTF and to search the Nodal Protocols for consistent capitalization of the term “System-Wide Offer Cap.” The Draft NPRR will be discussed again during the April 23 – 25, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
NPRR042, Corrections to Section 5, Transmission Security Analysis and Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC)
The TPTF reviewed NPRR042 to determine if the modified language for Nodal Protocol 5.7.2, RUC Clawback Charge, Paragraph (3), represents a clarification of Protocol language that changes the intent or technical specifications of the Protocols. The TPTF consensus was to deselect Checkbox (2) and to select Checkbox (5) instead, with the Reason for Revision (from TPTF Charter Scope) cited as “Clarifications of Protocol language and to simplify the settlement process.” 
Mr. Spangler moved to approve the modification to NPRR042 within the “Reason for Revision” Box. Ronnie Hoeinghaus seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and eight abstentions from the Consumer (2) and Independent REP (6) Market Segments. The Independent Generator Market Segment was not represented. 
Review Agenda

Mr. Doggett reviewed possible agenda items for the April 23 – 25, 2007 TPTF Meeting, including: 

· Nodal Program Update
· ICCP Communication Handbook

· Draft NPRR for Gross Net Megawatt (MW)/Mega Volt-Amperes reactive (MVAr) Data Reporting

· NPRR045, Wind Power Forecasting 
· NPRR053, Creation of a New Trading Hub at Venus Switching Station
· CRR Project Update 
· Review Proposed Changes for TPTF Charter 
· Review Proposed Changes for the ERCOT Nodal Transition Plan 

Mr. Doggett noted that the IRT team will try to distribute the ICCP Handbook for a review by TPTF prior to the April 22 – 23, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
Meeting Adjournment

Mr. Doggett adjourned the meeting at 3:01 p.m. on Tuesday, April 3, 2007.  

Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	Investigate options for allowing MPs to access IMM-specific data whenever the corresponding terms of confidentiality expire. 
	S. Privette and EDW Team

	Discuss with TAC the topic of allowing MPs to access IMM-specific data whenever the corresponding terms of confidentiality expire.
	T. Doggett

	Identify all web services that MPs will need to use when interacting with ERCOT interfaces.
	D. Shing and IDA Team


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


� The Agenda, Key Documents, and Roll-Call Votes for the April 2 – 3, 2007 TPTF Meeting may be found at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/04/20070402-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/04/20070402-TPTF.html�
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