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Minutes of the ERCOT Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) Meeting

ERCOT Austin

7620 Metro Center Drive – Austin, Texas 78744

March 15-16, 2007 – 9:30am – 4:00pm

Attendance
Members:
	Armke, James
	Austin Energy
	

	Breitzman, Paul
	Garland Power & Light
	

	Dillard, Jesse
	City of Dallas
	

	Gallaga, Loretta
	South Texas Electric Coop.
	

	Gibbens, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Greer, Clayton
	Constellation Energy Commodities
	

	Hausman, Sean
	BP Energy
	

	Helyer, Scott
	Tenaska Power Services Co.
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine Corporation
	

	Kunkel, Dennis
	American Electric Power
	

	McCann, James
	Brownsville PUB
	

	McDaniel, Rex
	Texas-New Mexico Power
	

	Nelson, Stuart
	LCRA
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	Alt. Rep. for M. Ryan

	Rankin, Ellis
	TXU Electric Delivery
	

	Ryno, Randy
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

	Wheeler, Ron
	Dynegy Power Corporation
	


Guests:

	Beauregard, Vance
	AEP
	

	Beckman, Dwight
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

	Bogan, David
	TXU ED
	

	Bruce, Mark
	FPL Energy
	

	DeTullio, David
	AirLiquide Large Industries US
	

	Ginsberg, Stan
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	Via Teleconference

	Goff, Eric
	Constellation
	

	Grasso, Tony
	PUCT
	

	Hicks, Jingming
	
	

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant
	

	Kemper, Wayne
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Lane, Robert
	TXU Wholesale
	

	Marciano, Tony
	PUCT
	

	Pope, Kenneth
	TIE
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	Via Teleconference

	Simpson, Lori
	Constellation
	

	Sweeney, Jason
	SUEZ Energy Marketing NA
	

	Thormahlen, Jack
	LCRA
	

	Trefney, Floyd
	Reliant Energy
	

	Ward, Jerry
	TXU
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Denton
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Adams, John
	Via Teleconference
	

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Collins, Bob
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Gaytan, Jose
	
	

	Gonzales-Perez, Carlos
	
	

	Hinson, James
	
	

	Krein, Steve
	
	

	Lasher, Warren
	
	

	Lopez, Nieves
	
	

	Mereness, Matt
	
	

	Moast, Pat
	
	

	Potts, Robert
	
	

	Sharma, Raj
	
	

	Shiekhi, Tony
	
	

	Tafreshi, Farzaneh
	
	

	Tucker, Carrie
	
	

	Villanueva, Leo
	
	

	Webb, John
	
	

	Whitmer, Jeffrey
	
	


Stuart Nelson called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.

Antitrust Admonition
Mr. Nelson directed attention to the displayed ERCOT Antitrust Admonition and noted the need to comply with the ERCOT Antitrust Guidelines.  A copy of the guidelines was available for review.  
Antitrust Training

Chad Seely provided Antitrust training for ROS members and attendees.  Participants discussed confidentiality issues and Non Disclosure Agreements (NDAs) necessary to the work of some ROS working groups and task forces, and the maintenance and housing of those agreements.  Carlos Gonzales-Perez offered to work with Mr. Seely in developing a process for the monthly update of NDAs for the Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG).

Approval of the Draft February, 2007 ROS Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 

Mr. Nelson asked for any edits to the draft February 2007 ROS minutes.  Paul Breitzman suggested four edits, and then moved to approve the minutes as amended.  Randy Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously on voice vote.  All Market Segments were represented.

March 8, 2007 Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting Update (see Key Documents)
Mr. Nelson reported on the March 8, 2007 TAC meeting, noting that he conveyed ROS’s detailed review of recent Emergency Electric Curtailment Program (EECP) events, that Mark Dreyfus communicated an assignment from the ERCOT Board of Directors (Board) that ROS review, in conjunction with ERCOT staff, operational reserves, and that TAC directed all subcommittees to give attention to nodal readiness issues.
Mr. Nelson reported on TAC approval of PRR697, Posting Requirement Changes; the rejection of PRR702, Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) (Eagle Energy Partners, Enernoc, and Occidental Chemical Corporation) and PRR704, Emergency Interruptible Load Service (Chaparral Steel and Nucor Steel); the withdrawal of PPR696, MAPE Publication; and the reprioritization of PRR601, 15 Minute Ramping of BES and Base Power Schedule.  

Mr. Nelson reviewed TAC’s discussion of the Texas Regional Entity (RE) Regional Standards process, when to establish a Regional Standards Committee (RSC) and ROS drafting teams, and TAC’s conclusion to await the anticipated April 2007 approval of the Delegation Agreement before taking further action.  Mr. R. Jones commented that there is still much confusion among Stakeholders regarding the relationship of the RE, RSC, Board, TAC, and ROS, and requested that a diagram be provided to clarify the relationship.  

Mr. Nelson also reported that Independent Market Monitor (IMM) Dan Jones presented information on historical regulation procurement, and that Mr. Dreyfus requested the issue be reviewed by ROS and WMS.  Mr. Nelson also noted that TAC established a joint ROS/WMS task force to develop long-term alternatives to the EILS.
ERCOT Compliance Report

Robert Potts presented the ERCOT Compliance Report, noting that while the 12-Month Rolling Control Performance Standard 1 (CPS1) Average was down, it was still above 100, and was being watched.  Participants discussed spikes at the 0615 and 2200 intervals, the possibility that the issue feeds back to reserves, and requested analysis of the recurring problem from the PDCWG.  
Regarding the 0615 interval, Ron Wheeler noted that each morning units that are supposed to be on-line are not showing up.  Leo Villanueva noted that ERCOT does not have a good tool for tracking when units go off-line during the day.  Regarding the percentage of entities passing ten minute intervals, Mr. Breitzman opined that improvements are seemingly due to the removal of wind, and questioned at what point should all performance be considered, including wind, and ERCOT’s overall performance as an interconnection.
Presenting October 3, 2006 event observations, Mr. Potts noted that six of ten QSE’s did not respond to the 95 percent level within ten minutes, and that there were seven Protocol Violations issued.  Mr. Potts then presented December 22, 2006 event observations.  Participants discussed Load Acting as a Resource) LaaR performance, whether LaaRs were appropriate sources of reserves, potential compliance issues, and possible disqualification for non-performing LaaRs.  Steve Krein reviewed recent efforts to address LaaR performance, including qualification test improvements to include actual interruption, and once-per-year unannounced testing.  Mr. Krein noted that PRR714, Qualification and Periodic Testing of Loads acting as Resources (LaaRs), had been introduced, was going to PRS in April 2007, and opined that PRR714 would improve LaaR service in RRS and that LaaRs that did not improve would be disqualified from providing RRS.  Mr. Krein noted that under PRR714, deployment in an actual event would qualify in lieu of an annual test. Failure of a LaaR to deploy as a result of an ERCOT Operator VDI would be counted as a failure and that two failures in any 365 day rolling period would result in the LaaR being disqualified. QSE’s could also be disqualified if there was a pattern of non-performance by the QSE’s portfolio of Load Resources.  
Participants discussed looking for a way to share test results without revealing confidential information, agreed that transparency would improve analysis, LaaR deployment and reliability, and applauded the effort to develop a market solution to the problem.  Mr. Potts added that ERCOT was working with QSEs to mitigate any telemetry issues.
Mr. Potts reported that ERCOT has been assisting entities in registering with North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC).  Participants asked for clarification of registration categories, particularly for entities owning both Generation and Transmission, and discussed how violations would be addressed in such instances.  
Statistics on LaaR Performance

Mr. Potts presented a report on 2006 System Wide LaaR Deployments, noting improvement as a result of a proactive approach.  Mr. Nelson noted that ROS desires assurance that issues are being addressed.  Participants discussed the potential necessity of additional high-speed recorders, the possibility that some LaaRs did not trip due to registering different frequencies, and that information flow will be different as of June 2007.  Participants asked whether wind Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) must meet the same guidelines and responsiveness as energy QSEs, whether ERCOT has the same communication with the two types of QSEs, and what program existed in ERCOT to better schedule wind units.  John Dumas noted that due to exemptions in PRR525, Schedule Control Error (SCE )Performance and Monitoring, ERCOT can only account for wind by doing offsets in Emergency Balancing Deployment, and that a data field was added to track for balancing offset. 
Review of Report Procedures Document
Mr. Potts reviewed ERCOT’s Event Investigation process, noting that the initial report comes from ERCOT Operations, and that subsequently, information is requested directly from the involved entities.  Bob Collins added that ERCOT Operations has ten Business Days to gather information, and that ERCOT Compliance has to deliver a report on the event to the Board and the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) in 60 Business Days.  Participants discussed what happens in the event that requested information is not received, the possibility that information requests are going to incorrect contacts, the potential of disclosing the names of entities that do not respond to information requests, and 60 days could be too long if there are fixes necessary for reliability.
System Planning Update

Warren Lasher presented the System Planning update, noting that the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) cases would be updated the following day, and that some coal plants had been recently removed, due to the rescinding of some interconnection agreements.  
Mr. Lasher reported increased levels of wind integrations, and that the Ancillary Service (AS) study was now in the hands of ERCOT Legal and ERCOT Procurement, that updates will be provided to ROS.  Mr. Lasher noted that consideration would be made of the way Load and wind interact, and the way interactions change based on the time of day and year, and that the study will include the existing fleet, AS that can be provided, and costs of increasing levels of AS.  Mr. Lasher added that comments will be solicited from various groups, and that the study would be breaking new ground in some respects.  Mr. Nelson opined that ROS and PDCWG may need to be involved in the study at some point.
Mr. Lasher also reported that the Regional Planning Group had conducted a review of the Critical Infrastructure Protection plan.  Mr. Nelson reported a request from the Board for a Responsive Reserve Requirement study, and noted that it will be married with the AS study. 

ERCOT Operations Report (see Key Documents)

Monthly Report

Leo Villanueva presented the February 2007 Operations Report.  Participants discussed vulnerability at non-peak hours, with potential causes being lost governor response, generation coming off as soon as it is out of the money, new units having very little mass and consequently less responsiveness, and increased LaaR participation in Responsive Reserve Service (RRS).  Participants expressed concern that RRS was deployed 24 out of 28 days, and highlighted the need to determine what is causing the degradation in governor response in such events, especially in light of wind generation increasing to potentially 5000 MW by December 2007.  Participants also discussed how much Up Regulation Service (URS) was deployed at the same time RRS was deployed, and why RRS stayed on-line for 45 minutes in some instances.
Mr. Villanueva also reported on  new Remedial Action Plans (RAPs) and Pre-Contingency Action Plans (PCAPs), and that Frequency Contol was unavailable for four minutes in February 2007.  Carlos Gonzalez-Perez noted that that upgrades to data bases pose inherent risks, and are normally done at times when Load is stable.  Participants asked if QSEs were asked to go to constant frequency, and how it would be known if RRS was deployed during those four minutes.  
EECP Events

Mr. Villanueva reviewed the written reports for the following EECP events:   

· December 22, 2006

· February 8, 2007

· February 24, 2007

· March 8, 2007

In discussing the December 22, 2007 event, participants noted all information had been received from generators; that delays in information gathering could be attributed to size of the request, as well as analysis and review time; that delays represent a potential threat to reliability; and that a Protocol may be necessary to ensure faster delivery on data requests.  

Participants also discussed that NERC is looking at new standards and guidelines that will have a profound impact on the market, that ERCOT will need to evaluate its definition of critical contingencies, and will need to fully explain exceptions.
Regarding the February 8, 2007 event, participants noted that EECP is triggered when weather fronts cause an increase in Load; that schedule changes are causing deployment of RRS, which is a Schedule Control Error (SCE) problem; and that EECP was enacted and maintained for half and hour, even though the system was already in recovery, in case there was another event.
Regarding the February 24, 2007 event, wherein large winds persisted state-wide, participants discussed the problem of wind coming off due to high wind speeds; the necessity of using planned wind output instead of wind capacity in determining Replacement Reserve Service; and the need for a tutorial on how RRS and Adjusted Responsive Reserve (ARR) is calculated.  

Regarding the March 8, 2007 event, participants discussed how to treat wind, as it is not a controllable generator.  Mr. Bruce opined that SCE must have meaning on a wind plant, and that forecasting seems better closer to real-time; expressed concern about generic forecasts and bad forecast data; and noted a need for unit-specific forecasting, and a willingness from wind generators to own responsibility for forecasting.

Wind Discussion
Mr. Gonzales-Perez presented issues associated with wind forecasting, the questionnaire sent to wind generation operators, Load ramping versus wind over-speed tripping, Day Ahead schedules versus actual wind output and recent lessons learned.  Participants discussed the unusual situation encountered on February 24, 2007; where pressure to improve wind forecasting would be most appropriately applied, whether with ERCOT Operations or QSEs; the impact of the AS study, when the study would be available, and if it would be properly scoped to capture variability in wind generation; and what potential changes will be needed in Protocols and Operating Guides to address increased wind generation and the resultant reliability issues.  Dan Jones added that if QSE-level forecasts lead to binding requirements, that binding requirements would need to be considered for all Resources.
Alert Status Update

John Dumas reviewed Alert Actions and provided an event summary, concluding that recent events indicate additional actions in the Alert stage could avoid EECP.  Participants discussed how much wind capacity should be included in reserve levels; artificially changing on-line capacity, never getting to scarcity, and the potential adverse affect on generation builds; and potential evaluation of quick starts.  
James Hinson clarified that ERCOT is only asking to Out of Merit (OOM) some online units up to 500MW before triggering EECP.  Mr. Breitzman moved to waive notice of vote to consider vote of confidence by ROS in ERCOT’s proposal.  James Armke seconded the motion.  Participants expressed concern that the procedure was not codified, but that continued dips into EECP could precipitate a change in the discount factor.  Participants also expressed the concern that EECP not be diluted, and asked that the proposal be reviewed by WMS for Market implications.  The motion to waive notice carried on voice vote.  All Market Segments were represented. 
Mr. Breitzman moved that ROS vote confidence in ERCOT Operations OOM’ing of online units before triggering EECP.  Dennis Kunkel seconded the motion.  The motion carried on voice vote with two abstentions from the Independent Power Marketer segment.  All Market Segments were represented.  
Point-to-Point Modal Check

Mr. Hinson presented TPTF’s recommendation to perform manual point-to-point checks on the nodal network model as part of the Early Delivery System 1 (EDS1), noted that there are a total of 66,000 points, that beta testing has been launched, that the project is an enormous endeavor, and will take four to five months to check, utilizing three to four off-time ERCOT Operators.  Mr. Hinson asked for ROS feedback and some level of commitment to the effort.  Floyd Trefney added that the goal is to select a couple of stations to find systematic problems, to spot check quality codes, and verify that the status point is mapped correctly to ERCOT.

Participants discussed concerns about manpower, giving Operators confidence in the models, the possibility of participants placing station terminals at ERCOT for the purpose of ERCOT accessing the participant system, and the need for beta test results before committing resources.  
EILS Discussion
Mr. Nelson reported that TAC established a joint ROS/WMS task force to consider reliability and market implications of EILS.  Participants discussed the need for balanced attendance and participation.  In finalizing the ROS response to PRS questions on EILS, Mr. Nelson reported that PRS asked ROS to remove actual probability numbers; Mr. Breitzman also recommended the removal of the economic reference “probably not worth the cost.”  Mr. Breitzman moved to endorse the ROS response to PRS as amended in striking the sentence referring to cost, and changing the numeric probability to “low.”  Mr. Rankin seconded the motion.  The motion carried on voice vote with one abstention from the Independent Generator segment.  All Market Segments were represented.    
Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)

Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) Update

Carrie Tucker reviewed the recent activities of TPTF, presented major accomplishments and announced agenda items for March 2007.  Participants discussed fundamental changes to EECP created in nodal, and expressed concern that TPTF is making conversions to the Operating Guides Revision Task Force’s nodal protocol revision request, and implementing changes without ROS review. 

Consideration of Nodal Self-Certification for Ancillary Services for Resources
Matt Mereness reviewed the history of the issue, asked ROS if ERCOT needs to schedule, test and qualify each individual Resource prior to nodal implementation, and reported ERCOT Operation’s response to the question.  Participants discussed what should be required for a timely determination of an entity’s preparedness for nodal, and the possibility of having each QSE submit attestation, in addition to a spreadsheet showing each current speed-droop characteristic.  Participants also discussed the value of reviewing the actions of other nodal markets, the need to focus only on nodal market start-up essentials, and individuals using the process to change things they do not like in the zonal market.
Mr. Breitzman moved to waive notice of vote.  Mr. Rankin seconded the motion.  Clayton Greer requested a more thorough effort in posting possible votes.  The motion carried unanimously on voice vote.  All Market Segments were represented.  

Mr. Breitzman moved that ROS endorse the concept of self-certification of Ancillary Services as proposed, but only to the capability of equipment in the zonal market, and not attesting to meeting the requirements of nodal services.  Mr. Rankin seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously on voice vote.  All Market Segments were represented.
Nodal Non-Spin Deployment Procedure

John Adams reviewed the proposed procedure, and summarized the situations addressed in the white paper.  Participants discussed that PDCWG endorsed the language of the procedure, and that ERCOT Operations was satisfied that it could take necessary steps in EECP.  Mr. Breitzman moved to endorse the procedure as posted.  Mr. Wheeler seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously on voice vote.  All Market Segments were represented.
ROS Working Group Reports (see Key Documents)
Dynamics Working Group (DWG)

Vance Beauregard presented the DWG report and noted that the next DWG meeting will be in early May.  Participants discussed whether DWG should weigh in on how Responsive Reserve will be deployed in a nodal environment, noting that it was not instantaneous, that it would move targets for machines and wait for deployment.   
Operations Working Group (OWG)

Jack Thormahlen highlighted OWG’s work on draft Nodal Operating Guide Section 8, Telemetry and Communication, and noted that the project was four months behind schedule due to the necessity of addressing items in Nodal Protocols that were not in Zonal Protocols.  Mr. Thormahlen reported that a Black Start unit that forced an outage in October 2006 was not available for testing in January 2007, would possibly be available in April or May 2007, and that 85% availability would start on the date the unit returns to service.  Participants questioned the point of the criteria if it is not enforced, and expressed concern that prorating the unit would set a precedent.  Participants also discussed the possibility that NERC will require restoration training on a simulator, continued evaluation of the Bulk Reliability in a Compact Kit (BRICK), and possible re-evaluation of the Black Start program to determine if resources could tie together in a reasonable amount of time.  Mr. Thormahlen also announced the March 26-27, 2007 meeting for OGRR188, Generating Facility Model Validation for Conformance with NERC Field Test Standards.
Jason Sweeney opined that a narrow scope needs to be maintained for the System Security Response Group (SSRG), as it was designed to be a first-alert communications vehicle revolving around terrorism and Department of Homeland Security (DHS) treat levels.  Mr. Sweeney stated that the SSRG was not looking for a change in scope, but wanted to inform ROS that there is some concern that the SSRG tends to languish, and that a counter to inactivity might be to include SSRG in quarterly test calls and severe storm drills.  SSRG also recommended that ERCOT issue notification hotline calls, and determine the best home for an alert plan.  
Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG)

David Bogen reported the recent activities of the NDSWG, noting that the group will assist OWG in reviewing draft Nodal Operating Guide Section 8.  Mr. Bogen also gave a status report on NPRR036, Market Operations Test Environment (MOTE) in the Nodal Market, noting that all members of the NDSWG are in agreement that the capability needs to be available during the transition to the Nodal market, as it is the TSP only method of seeing the Real-Time network and the State Estimator (SE) results.  Mr. Bogan requested ROS to communicate to the ERCOT that, for market reliability reasons, this capability needs to be available during the transition to the Nodal Market.  Participants agreed that visibility was essential during the transition process, and asked ERCOT staff to determine who made the decision to remove the capability from nodal go-live. 

Mr. Bogen reported that a new Market Management System (MMS) model would be rolled-out in the third quarter of 2007 to support both zonal and nodal markets, and that more compliance issues will be created with stronger enforcement of Protocols for 30 Day data, which will be done to begin monitoring 90 Day submissions as required in Nodal Protocols.  

Mr. Bogen informed ROS that ERCOT can now make available all Megavolt Ampere Reactives (MVARs) used via Inter-Control Center Protocol (ICCP) links, and sought confirmation that NDSWG could pursue the data as allowed by Protocols, as NDSWG works at the discretion of ROS.  Participants noted that the data allows for modeling of the system using real world data, and that pursuit of the data was indeed allowed; there were no objections.
Mr. Bogen asked for clarification on NDSWG involvement in work requests that do not come through ROS, particularly as it relates to TPTF.  Participants discussed the necessity of filtering all requests for working group expertise, whether from ERCOT staff, TPTF or other groups, though Mr. Nelson, and expressed a desire for robust communication between ROS and TPTF, while acknowledging manpower issues on all sides, and at all levels.  

Steady State Working Group (SSWG)

Dwight Beckman made a brief presentation of the SSWG written report.  
Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG)

Bob Green presented the PDCWG update, noting that a majority of the group’s time has been spent reviewing the Controllable Load Resource (CLR) pilot project.  Participants discussed that CLR will always be tied to generation, questioned which equipment gets certified (Load or generator), and what unintended consequences to reactive capability might be seen at the injection point.  Participants noted that CLR was a project that was prioritized below the capability line, but in response to a PUCT staff request, was picked-up by ERCOT staff and was now working its way through a crowded system.  
In further discussion of the 0615 interval, Mr. Green highlighted that all XX15 interval scores are low, as it is the period if time when bi-lateral ramping is most likely, contributing to many of the low scores, and that PDCWG is collecting and reviewing more data.  Participants expressed concern that ERCOT Compliance will soon be unavailable to review the scores, that ERCOT Operations does not have the capacity to conduct the reviews, that PDCWG is only to review disturbances, and that nodal requires 15-Minute data to be calculated on a QSE basis.  Participants noted that PDCWG is made up of volunteers with good expertise, and as such can ultimately only serve as an advisory group to ERCOT Operations, which needs the resources to address reliability issues.  
System Protection Working Group (SPWG)

There was no discussion of the written presentation.  Mr. Ginsburg reported that comments to draft  Nodal Operating Guide Section 7,Disturbance Monitoring and System Protection, had been sent to José Gaytan.   
ROS WG Participation in EECP Analysis

Mr. Nelson reviewed the issue of working group participation in event analysis, noting that expertise is needed for certain types of events, but that there is work overload, and prioritization is required.  Participants discussed establishing a working group to that would only analyze EECP events, doing an initial review and then sending to an appropriate existing working group for additional analysis, the problems associated with turnover in Operations, and how to address the immanent loss of Compliance, which has been the data gathering group.  
Mr. Breitzman opined that the greatest problem was eight EECP events in four months, that the standardized EECP report format was a great improvement, and opposed oversight of EECP events to a group smaller than ROS.  Mr. Nelson requested that working groups talk to him about priorities.
Other Business

Future Meetings

Mr. Nelson reminded attendees that there would be no April 2007 ROS meeting.  Brad Belk proposed April 2 and April 23, 2007 as meeting dates for the ROS/WMS EILS task force, to no objections.

NERC Standards Forum to Map Standards Responsibilities

Mr. Nelson noted a proposal by Les Barrow for a mechanism for the Market to communicate NERC compliance items.  Participants discussed that a NERC Standards/Compliance Working Group would be a valuable tool, would help avoid duplication of efforts, should be established as soon as possible, and that while the group could help participants comply with standards, the development of those standards would be a separate effort. 
Adjournment

The ROS recessed at 4:25pm on Thursday, March 15, 2007, and reconvened at 9:00 a.m. on Friday, March 16, 2007.  Mr. Nelson adjourned the meeting at 11:50 a.m. on Friday, March 16, 2007.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes can be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/03/20070315-ROS.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/03/20070315-ROS.html� 
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