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Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	GEUS

	Belk, Brad
	Cooperative
	LCRA

	Blackburn, Don
	Investor Owned Utilities
	TXU

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

	Fehrenbach, Nick
	Consumer
	City of Dallas (via teleconference)

	Guermouche, Sid
	Municipal
	Austin Energy

	Hoeinghaus, Ronnie
	Municipal
	City of Garland Power & Light 

	Johnson, Eddie 
	Cooperative
	Brazos Electric Power (via teleconference)

	Kroskey, Tony
	Cooperative
	Brazos Electric Power (via teleconference)

	Kruse, Brett
	Independent Generator
	Calpine (via teleconference)

	Mai, D.S.
	Independent Generator
	NRG (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) 

	Richard, Naomi
	Cooperative 
	LCRA

	Seymour, Cesar
	Independent Generator
	SUEZ Energy Marketing

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

	Stanfield, Leonard
	Municipal
	CPS Energy 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

	Abernathy, Rick
	Eagle Energy

	Bruce, Mark
	FPLE

	Burkhalter, Ryan
	SunGard Energy

	Caufield, Dennis
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Ebrahimian, Reza
	Austin Energy

	Emesih, Valentine
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Green, Bob
	GP&L (via teleconference)

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group

	John, Ebby
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Jones, Dan 
	Potomac Economics

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions (via teleconference)

	Lange, Clif
	STEC (via teleconference)

	Lewis, William 
	Cirro Energy  (via teleconference)

	Marx, Eddie
	Gestalt Energy (via teleconference)

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Exelon

	Meade, Dan
	Meso (via teleconference)

	Mishra, Shailesh
	Power Costs, Inc.

	Moss, S.
	First Choice Power (via teleconference)

	Quin, Scott
	Power Costs, Inc. (via teleconference)

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition

	Rodriguez, Robert
	Constellation (via teleconference)

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate & Assoc.

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Simpson, Lori
	Constellation (via teleconference)

	Stappers, Hugo
	SoftSmiths (via teleconference)

	Sweeny, Pat
	Austin Energy (via teleconference)

	Trietsch, Brad
	First Choice Power (via teleconference)

	Varnell, John
	Tenaska


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Adams, John

	Bielz, John (via teleconference)

	Blevins, Bill

	Bridges, Stacy

	Cheng, Tao (via teleconference)

	Chudgar, Raj

	Crews, Curtis 

	Day, Betty (via teleconference)

	Doggett, Trip

	Dumas, John (via teleconference)

	Gilbertson, Jeff (via teleconference)

	Grendel, Steve

	Hall, John

	Harris, Pat

	Healy, Jeff

	Hilton, Keely (via teleconference)

	Horne, Kate

	Hui, Hailong (via teleconference)

	Kasparian, Ken

	Kendall, Frank

	Li, Guang (via teleconference)

	Ma, Xingwang

	Mandavilli, Jagan

	Martinez, Adam 

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	Mereness, Matt

	Methaprayoon, Kittipong (via teleconference)

	Obadina, Diran

	Pare, Tim

	Peterson, Bill

	Poyya, Vijay (via teleconference)

	Privette, Scott (via teleconference)

	Ragsdale, Kenneth 

	Sanders, Don

	Sharma, Giraraj (via teleconference)

	Shing, Daryl

	Sullivan, Jerry

	Surendran, Resmi (via teleconference)

	Tao, Cheng (via teleconference)

	Tucker, Carrie

	Wang, Sharon (via teleconference)

	Webb, John (via teleconference)

	Xiao, Hong (via teleconference)

	Yu, Xingbin (via teleconference)

	Zake, Diana (via teleconference)


Call To Order

Trip Doggett called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, May 21, 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 at the MetCenter:

· June 11 – 12, 2007 

· June 25 – 27, 2007 

· July 9 – 10, 2007 

· July 23 – 25, 2007

Mr. Doggett reviewed the agenda for the meeting. He noted that TPTF will hold a joint meeting with the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) on June 12, 2007 to discuss change control and the backlog of Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs). 

Consider Approval of Meeting Minutes (See Key Documents) 

Stacy Bridges reviewed comments for the May 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes. TPTF accepted all comments as submitted. Bret Kruse moved to approve the May 5 – 7, 2007 TPTF meeting minutes as amended. Manny Munoz seconded the motion. The motion carried by unanimous voice vote with no abstentions. 
Integration and Product Testing (INT) Testing Overview (See Key Documents) 
Glen Wingerd presented an overview of testing. Mr. Doggett noted that Daryl Cote will discuss the testing philosophy for Early Delivery Systems (EDS) during a future TPTF meeting. Bob Spangler requested that Mr. Wingerd be invited back to TPTF to support Mr. Cote’s discussion.

Mr. Wingerd discussed the five phases of testing, including Unit Testing, Pre-Factory Acceptance Testing (FAT), FAT, Integration Testing (iTest), and EDS. Mr. Wingerd noted that different parties will be responsible for executing tests during each phase of testing. For instance, all projects will be responsible for executing their own Pre-FAT tests, while only a few projects will be responsible for executing their own FAT tests. Later, the INT team will execute all iTests (including “end-to-end” tests), and the Integrated ERCOT Readiness and Transition (IRT) team will be responsible for executing all EDS tests. Mr. Spangler emphasized the need to ensure quality during all phases of testing, and he encouraged the INT team to communicate any necessary quality-assurance measures and testing artifacts to nodal project teams that will be executing their own FAT tests. Mr. Wingerd confirmed that project teams will be given test guidelines and templates to help them produce consistent testing artifacts. Mr. Spangler requested that project teams will also be asked to submit their testing artifacts to TPTF for review so that TPTF may verify Nodal Protocol coverage. Mr. Doggett took the action item to ask project teams about the availability of their testing artifacts for TPTF. 
Mr. Wingerd described how INT is using RequisitePro and Quality Center to trace testing defects to Business Requirements and to the Nodal Protocols. Floyd Trefny opined that the defect-tracing methodology will not reveal gaps that may exist between Business Requirements and the Nodal Protocols, and he inquired how full coverage of the Nodal Protocols will be confirmed during testing. Mr. Doggett recalled that the Integration and Design Authority (IDA) is developing a traceability matrix to identify any gaps. He agreed to invite Jeyant Tamby to discuss the traceability matrix with TPTF in the near future. Mr. Doggett suggested that the combination of the traceability matrix and the testing methodology should ensure that all Nodal Protocols will be fully covered by testing. 
Mr. Wingerd discussed the “defect tracking status lifecycle” that is being used to assign and track testing defects. He confirmed that a methodology is being developed to report testing defects to the market. Mr. Spangler expressed his expectation that defects will not only be tracked during all five phases of testing but also assessed for impacts whenever they are deferred to future releases. Mr. Wingerd noted that testing defects will be categorized according to five levels of severity, and any defects assigned to Level 1, 2, or 3 will not be allowed to progress to the next software release. Mr. Wingerd also noted that TPTF will be provided with the severity-level listing from the testing guidelines. 
As a precursor to Mr. Cote’s future discussion on EDS testing, Mr. Doggett inquired how Market Participants (MPs) may expect EDS testing to differ from iTesting. Mr. Wingerd noted that by the time of each formal EDS testing milestone, MPs should expect for each system to have already been tested in every area except for MP interaction. Mr. Spangler asked if administrative processes will be tested along with the systems. Mr. Wingerd confirmed that human factors have been incorporated as part of usability testing for long-term end-users within ERCOT. 
Nodal Program Update (See Key Documents)
Jerry Sullivan began his update with a discussion of recommendations recently received from the International Business Machines (IBM) March review. Mr. Sullivan noted that although ERCOT will act upon all of the IBM recommendations, it will do so with a different priority focus and will emphasize human resources over tools. ERCOT is currently emphasizing the need to retain full-time nodal employees, to simplify the process for approving and extending contracting services, and to bolster management for communications and testing integrations during each stage of EDS. Mr. Sullivan reminded TPTF that IBM was commissioned for a total of eight reviews, and ERCOT has addressed all recommendations to date. Mr. Sullivan advised suspending the full organizational study for ERCOT until after June 2009 to allow time for nodal operations to stabilize following go-live. 

Mr. Sullivan noted that the Nodal Program is still rated amber across all dimensions. The dimension of Cost is still tracking at 10% under budget, with contingencies slated for integration builds. The dimension of Scope/Quality is being addressed via metrics and change control, with all metrics currently in review and all Baseline 1 items targeted for approval and incorporation by June 6, 2007. Once Baseline 1 items have been incorporated, the program will begin moving to Baseline 2. Mr. Sullivan noted that 28 items have already been identified for Baseline 2, including the IDA white papers for Combined-Cycle Units (CCUs) and Jointly-Owned Units (JOU). The Program Management Office (PMO) is planning to have the full scope for Baseline 2 defined by June 22, 2007.   
Mr. Sullivan confirmed that the Board of Directors (BOD) rejected the change request for adding an Application Programming Interface (API) for the Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Project. The BOD unanimously deferred the change request until after go-live owing to increases in cost and project scope. Mr. Sullivan noted his intention to propose a process to both the Nodal Steering Committee and the BOD for funding the CRR API. Mr. Trefny opined that the change request for the CRR API could have been drafted more clearly, and he requested that MPs be solicited for feedback before presenting future change requests to the Steering Committee and the BOD. Mr. Kruse suggested distributing the change description for the CRR API to the TPTF email exploder for review. Mr. Sullivan agreed to pursue the CRR API issue further and to try to establish a process for approving change items that require expenditures above the nodal budget. Mr. Spangler recommended creating a spreadsheet to track such change items. Mr. Doggett suggested reviving the topic with PRS during the joint meeting in June. Walter Reid inquired about the process being used to manage change-control items deferred until after go-live. Mr. Sullivan noted that the topic will be discussed offline, and a proposal will be brought back to TPTF.
Mr. Sullivan discussed efforts for clearing backlogged NPRRs and for synchronizing nodal projects to a common baseline. Mr. Sullivan noted that Project Managers (PMs) are currently working with vendors to incorporate change items and to move from Baseline 0 (May 2006) to Baseline 1 (March 31). PMs have been asked to report their projected costs for synchronizing to Baseline 1, and Mr. Sullivan expects to have an impact report available to share with TPTF during the joint TPTF-PRS meeting on June 12, 2007. Mr. Spangler requested that ERCOT post all Baseline 1 items to the PRS meeting page well in advance of the meeting so that MPs will have sufficient time for review. Raj Chudgar requested feedback regarding the best process for approving updates to project deliverables at each new Baseline. Mr. Doggett noted that he will schedule a discussion for this topic on a future TPTF agenda.  

Discussion of Nodal Transition Plan Section 5.4.10, Transmission Element and Resource Outages (See Key Documents)
Jeff Healy discussed ERCOT’s plan for limiting Transmission Element Outages during the initial operation period of Real-Time (RT) systems. Mr. Healy noted that a draft plan should be available for discussion during the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting. Mr. Munoz and Dennis Caufield discussed CenterPoint’s proposed changes for Nodal Transition Plan Section 5.4.10, Transmission Elements and Resource Outages. Mr. Healy confirmed that CenterPoint’s proposed changes will not affect the plan being developed by ERCOT. The TPTF consensus was to defer discussion of CenterPoint’s proposed changes until other Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) and Delivery Service Providers (DSPs) have had the opportunity to review them. Mr. Healy agreed that the proposed changes will be discussed with Ellis Rankin from Oncor. At the behest of Mr. Caufield, Mr. Healy also agreed to see if ERCOT can provide a draft of the plan for limiting Transmission Element Outages by June 7 rather than June 11, 2007. Mr. Doggett noted that CenterPoint’s proposed changes for Section 5.4.10 will be noticed for a vote during the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
Market Management System (MMS) Clarification Notes (See Key Documents)
Xingwang Ma reviewed the disposition of comments for the MMS Clarification Notes.  
Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) Timestamp

Mr. Ma reminded TPTF that the MMS team had previously proposed taking a timestamp at the end of each SCED execution rather than at the beginning. The TPTF consensus was to use this approach. Dan Jones made the point that pricing should not become effective when SCED completes but when Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) have actually received their new Base Point instructions. Mr. Doggett recommended that the MMS design documentation should account for any lag that might occur between the time SCED completes and the time QSEs receive their new Base Points. 
Reallocation of McCamey Flowgate Rights (MCFRIs) in Day-Ahead Market (DAM)
Mr. Ma noted that NPRR005, Section 7 ERCOT Staff and TPTF Clarifications, had previously added a provision to Nodal Protocol Section 7.7.3, Allocation of MCFRIs, for reallocating MCFRIs “by 0600 prior to the DAM”. Mr. Ma noted that an NPRR will be required to allow MMS to calculate the MCFRI reallocation after 6:00 a.m. The proposed NPRR will change the phrase “by 0600 prior to the DAM” to “prior to execution of the DAM.” No one objected to this approach. Mr. Ma agreed to draft the NPRR with the MMS team.
Modeling of Interruptible Loads
Mr. Ma requested clarification regarding whether Loads should be allowed to have offline status and whether they should be constrained by the parameters for minimum/maximum interruption time and minimum restoration time. The TPTF consensus was that Loads should not be allowed to have offline status and they should not be constrained by these parameters.  
Modeling of Energy Constraints in Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC)
Mr. Ma discussed the proposed option for modeling a daily Energy constraint in RUC. The TPTF consensus was that ERCOT should not model maximum daily Energy constraints in Day-Ahead RUC (DRUC) and Hourly RUC (HRUC). 
Dynamically Scheduled Resource (DSR) Output Schedule Validation in RT 
Resmi Surendran described a new type of trade proposed by the MMS team wherein a QSE will be allowed to submit an Energy Trade as both the buyer and the seller so that DAM sales and purchases may be included in the DSR Output Schedule validation. The TPTF discussed whether the MMS team should draft an NPRR describing the new Energy Trade. Shams Siddiqi suggested that an NPRR may be unnecessary because QSEs will already be responsible for calculating the trade and flagging it to ERCOT for use in the DSR Output Schedule. Mr. Trefny agreed, and he suggested that the flag is a design detail that does not need to be reflected in the Nodal Protocols. Mr. Ma agreed to discuss the issue further with the MMS team in order to identify options for addressing the issue without an NPRR.

Draft NPRR for Changes to SCED Up Ramp Rate (SURAMP)
Mr. Ma discussed the Draft NPRR for Changes to SURAMP. Ms. Surendran noted that Responsive Reserve Service (RRS) will be deployed in SCED, so the Resource Limit Calculator (RLC) will not need to subtract RRS from the SURAMP values it sends to SCED. The MMS team will bring the draft NPRR back to TPTF for further discussion. 
IDA External Interfaces Specification (See Key Documents)
Daryl Shing discussed highlights from the May 20, 2007 API Subgroup meeting, and he identified the web services that were marked for approval with triple asterisks in the External Interfaces Specification (v0.95). Marguerite Wagner inquired about the status of the Market Information System (MIS) Web Service Interface Specification (the “Red List”) and the Nodal Data Services Master List (the “Blue List”). Mr. Shing noted that the “Blue List” is still being developed, but the “Red List” will no longer be delivered as a separate document because it has already been incorporated into the External Interfaces Specification. Mr. Shing agreed that the External Interfaces Specification should not be viewed as a complete list of web services at this point in time. Don Blackburn noted that certain payload issues remained unresolved in sections of the document marked for approval. Mr. Shing agreed that certain payload issues will need to be addressed throughout the Sandbox, and he expressed interest in developing a process that will allow web services to be deployed while the document is continually refined. Mr. Trefny suggested delivering updates for the External Interfaces Specification on a monthly basis. Mr. Shing confirmed for Ms. Wagner that an interface will be included to allow MPs to enter data for the Long-Term Wind Power Forecast (LTWPF). 
Mr. Trefny moved to approve the web services highlighted with the triple asterisks (“***”) in v0.95 of the External Interfaces Specification as a baseline for the document, with the provision that updates will be provided no less than monthly from May 21, 2007 through October 1, 2007, and as needed thereafter. The sections not marked with the triple asterisks (“***”) are not yet approved by TPTF. Mr. Blackburn seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and three abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (1) and Consumer (2) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented. 
Mr. Trefny recommended advertising the API Subgroup Online Forum. Mr. Doggett noted that a message will be distributed to the TPTF and Nodal Market Readiness email lists. Mr. Trefny also recommended sending a notice to MPs announcing that the External Interfaces Specification was partially approved. 
Draft NPRR for Synchronization of Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 647, Gross and Net MW/Mvar Data Reporting (See Key Documents)
Mr. Spangler discussed his recommended changes for the Draft NPRR for Synchronization of PRR647, Gross and Net MW/Mvar Data Reporting. Mr. Spangler noted that provisions for Net Metering do not need to be included in the Draft NPRR because they are already satisfied by NPRR035, Nodal Protocol Clarifications Required for Net Metering Provisions. The TPTF agreed with inserting an editorial note explaining this perspective. The TPTF modified Nodal Protocol Section 6.5.5.2, Operational Data Requirements, Paragraph (2), to remove ERCOT-Polled Settlement (EPS) metering from Item (b) and to break Gross and Net Reactive Power into two separate Items (i.e., Item (c) and Item (d), respectively). John Dumas noted his agreement with the modifications. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the Draft NPRR for Synchronization of PRR647, Gross and Net MW/Mvar Data Reporting, as modified by TPTF on May 21, 2007. Mr. Munoz seconded the motion. Mr. Kruse requested delaying a vote until Tuesday morning. Mr. Spangler and Mr. Munoz agreed to withdraw the motion (see this discussion continued below). 
Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 5:00 p.m. on Monday, May 21, 2007. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, May 22, 2007. Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed and reviewed the agenda for the day.

Discussion Continued for the Draft NPRR for Synchronization of PRR647 (See Key Documents)
The TPTF resumed discussion for the Draft NPRR for Synchronization of PRR647. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the draft NPRR for Synchronization with PRR647, Gross and Net MW/Mvar Data Reporting, as modified by TPTF on May 21, 2007. Mr. Munoz 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. 

Discussion of NPRR045, Wind Power Forecasting (See Key Documents)
Mr. Reid provided a background on NPRR045, Wind Power Forecasting, noting that the 80% Probability of Exceedance (POE) required by the Nodal Protocols will be based on a Total ERCOT Wind Power Forecast (TEWPF). Mr. Reid noted that if NPRR045 is approved by the BOD, the actual wind power available within ERCOT should be expected to exceed the Wind Power Forecast (WPF) used in RUC as often as 80% of the time. Mr. Spangler summarized the situation as a trade-off between system reliability and capacity dollars. Mr. Munoz moved to reject NPRR045. Dan Bailey requested more time to consider the costs and the trade-offs associated with NPRR045. Mr. Munoz withdrew his motion. The TPTF consensus was to table the topic for future discussion. Mr. Munoz noted for future discussion that MPs may benefit from seeing examples of how regional error analysis compares to system-wide error analysis. Mr. Trefny suggested that Mr. Reid try to build more flexibility into the NPRR so that ERCOT will have more forecasting options than just the TEWPF. 
Energy Management System (EMS) Discussion of the WPF Conceptual System Design (CSD) (See Key Documents)
Bill Blevins discussed the WPF CSD, noting that minutes and response spreadsheets from the May 14 – 15, 2007 conference calls had been distributed and posted prior to the TPTF meeting, as requested by MPs during the May 7 – 8, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
Mr. Blevins reviewed the disposition of comments for the WPF CSD. Mr. Blevins noted that the Enterprise Data Warehouse (EDW) team confirmed their intention to archive the WPF information that ERCOT sends to QSEs so that the information may be compared against Current Operating Plan (COP) entries if needed. Mr. Blevins confirmed that a 99.8% delivery requirement had been added to the WPF CSD as a performance metric for the hourly forecast in addition to the daily forecast. Mr. Healy inquired how ERCOT and AWS Truewind (AWST) will handle any high-wind events that cause wind turbines to shut down. Mr. Blevins noted that AWST will use the performance characteristics of individual wind units, as provided in ERCOT registration information, to help study and predict performance trends during high-wind events. Regarding interfaces for the WPF system, Mr. Blevins noted that the IDA team will add a LTWPF interface to the API list. Mr. Blevins noted that the EMS team has already added some internal interface displays to the WPF CSD to allow Operators to track the forecasting data that ERCOT exchanges with AWST and QSEs. The internal displays should help Operators to identify missing forecasts and timing issues. Mr. Blevins noted that the WPF CSD document had also been updated to replace “physical model” with “physics-based model” and to include derates for the list of input data that will be required from the Outage Scheduler in Section 3.1.3, Inputs and Sources.

Mr. Blevins noted that AWST had recommended adopting a requirement whereby Wind Generation Resources (WGRs) will adjust their meteorological towers to read wind direction at hub height. The purpose of the requirement is to reduce the potential for errors in the forecasting data that QSEs send to ERCOT. Mr. Blevins described ERCOT’s proposed approach to incorporating the requirement, noting that WGRs will not be asked to make adjustments to their existing towers unless significant errors from tower readings begin to compromise the quality of wind forecasts. However, new WGRs coming online will be asked to comply with the hub-height requirement. In addition, all QSEs representing WGRs will be expected to submit the dimensional data for all meteorological towers, existing or new, as part of their Resource registration. Mark Bruce disagreed that ERCOT should ask new WGRs to comply with the hub-height requirement, and he opined that current statistical data does not demonstrate a strong need for the requirement. Mr. Bruce suggested identifying a uniform, system-wide height instead, to be used for calculating offsets for individual WGRs. Dan Meade noted that offsets will not sufficiently compensate for errors caused by varying tower heights and wind shears. Mr. Spangler suggested that the topic of a hub-height requirement deserves discussion, but it should not be reflected in the WPF CSD. The TPTF consensus was to remove the hub-height requirement from the WPF CSD. Mr. Blevins confirmed that the WPF CSD will be updated to remove the hub-height requirement. He noted that ERCOT will still need to record the height of each meteorological tower as part of Resource registration. 
Mr. Blevins noted that AWST will provide more information about its data sources and refresh rates during detailed design. AWST will also include more information during detailed design regarding the physical and statistical models they use for forecasting. Mr. Blevins noted that the WPF CSD will be updated to require metering information so that error analyses may be performed. 
The TPTF consensus was to defer voting for the WPF CSD until the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting, with the understanding that no issues remain outstanding for the WPF CSD other than the hub-height issue.
IRT Discussion of the EDS 2 Approach (See Key Documents)
John Webb discussed the EDS 2 Approach document and described the testing planned for Releases 3 and 4. Mr. Webb noted that he will create a spreadsheet to track MP scheduling during EDS 2 testing. The spreadsheet will be similar to the one used during EDS 1 Point-to-Point verification, and it will serve to document when all TSPs and QSEs have successfully met their exit criteria for Releases 3 and 4. The TPTF consensus was to treat the EDS 2 Approach as a completed, high-level document and to expect Mr. Webb to explicate the details for EDS 2 in a separate test plan document. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the EDS 2 Approach v0.92. Cesar Seymour seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and no abstentions. All Market Segments were represented. 
IRT Discussion of the EDS 3 Plan (See Key Documents)
John Hall discussed the EDS 3 Plan, noting its purpose for providing a high-level view of EDS testing. Mr. Hall noted that the finer details for EDS testing will be discussed with MPs during MP Planning Workshops and WebEx meetings, and the results of those discussions will be refined into testing artifacts for each phase of EDS. The artifacts will take the form of testing handbooks for SCED, Load Frequency Control (LFC), CRR, DAM, Settlements and Billing, 168- Hour Test, and Go-Live. Mr. Hall displayed a Gantt chart depicting how each of the proposed testing handbooks will fit into the overall EDS timeline. Mr. Trefny requested renaming the EDS 3 Plan as “EDS 3 Approach” for consistency with the other high-level EDS documents. Mr. Spangler suggested aligning the EDS testing artifacts with the types of artifacts enumerated by Mr. Wingerd during his testing overview.      
Mr. Hall reviewed the disposition of comments for the EDS 3 Plan. The TPTF modified the disposition spreadsheet to designate which testing handbooks will contain the various EDS testing details (i.e., integrations, functions, processes, etc). Mr. Hall noted that he will post the modified spreadsheet and the updated, re-titled “EDS 3 Approach” prior to the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting. Mr. Hall noted that he will update the table in Section 1.4, EDS 3 Market Participant Involvement, to define MP types more clearly and to identify the timeframe for MP input using the SCED User Interface (UI). 
IRT Discussion of MP Registration and Qualification Guide (See Key Documents)
Matt Mereness discussed the disposition of comments for the MP Registration and Qualification Guide. Mr. Mereness noted that MPs had requested confirmation from ERCOT that QSEs and CRR Account Holders will be identified in separate registrations that roll up to a single Counter-Party. Mr. Mereness noted QSEs and CRR Account Holders will register separately and that ERCOT will be removing the requirement for a Counter-Party designation because the Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) number alone will satisfy the ID requirement for registered QSE and CRR Account Holders. Mr. Mereness also noted that MPs had requested clarification regarding the steps for “incremental” Resource registration. Mr. Mereness clarified that for early-EDS-3 QSE participants ERCOT will solicit a limited list of Resource parameters from the QSE and enter parameter data for each Resource into MMS.  For the certified Resource registration ERCOT will circulate each Resource’s existing zonal registration information to assist in completion of the nodal registration.  

MPs expressed concern that excessive traffic and slow response times may result from all MPs accessing Locational Marginal Prices (LMPs) solely through Inter-Control Center Protocol (ICCP) links. Mr. Blackburn noted that MPs should be allowed to subscribe to a specific set of points via ICCP, with the expectation of using MIS to obtain other data as needed. 
Mr. Mereness described the approach for aligning registration deadlines within the context of the EDS timeline. Mr. Spangler emphasized the importance of differentiating between the deadlines for initial “stub” data, which will be used for testing, and the deadlines for final, “certified” registration data, which will be used for actual settlements in the nodal market. 
Mr. Mereness discussed the draft status of the various registration forms, along with their projected comment periods, effective dates, and submission deadlines. Mr. Mereness asked TPTF if registration activities should be frozen for those MPs who miss their submission deadlines. Mr. Spangler opined that 100% of all QSEs and TSPs should participate in EDS 3 and 4 testing, and he recommended that registration activities should be organized to facilitate full participation. Mr. Mereness noted his intention to release the updated MP Registration and Qualification Guide and the drafts for all registration forms by May 30, 2007. Mr. Munoz observed that the submission deadline for the MP Standard Form Agreement (SFA) had not been identified during Mr. Mereness’ presentation. Mr. Munoz requested that Accountable Executives (AEs) will be notified when the MP SFA becomes available, preferably at least 30 days prior to the submission deadline. Mr. Mereness noted that the BOD is expected to approve the SFA by October 2007 and the submission deadline, while still unconfirmed, is targeted for the November – December 2007 timeframe. Mr. Mereness noted that registration materials will be discussed further during the Nodal Registration Kick-Off Meeting on June 6, 2007.
 A discussion of market feedback is planned for the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting.  

Mr. Spangler expressed interest in seeing a Requirements document covering the database and the processes that ERCOT plans to use for storing Resource registration data. 
Draft NPRR for Modeling of Generic Transmission Constraints (See Key Documents)
John Adams discussed the Draft NPRR for Modeling of Generic Transmission Constraints and made minor edits to the document as recommended by TPTF. Mr. Trefny moved to approve the Draft NPRR for Modeling of Generic Transmission Constraints as modified by TPTF. Mr. Spangler seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Consumer (2), Municipal (1), and Cooperative (1) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented. 
ICCP Communication Handbook (See Key Documents)
Mr. Blevins reviewed the disposition of comments for the ICCP Communication Handbook. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the ICCP Communication Handbook v0.21. Naomi Richard seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and no abstentions. The Independent Retail Electric Provider (REP) Market Segment was not represented.
Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, May 22, 2007. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Wednesday, May 23, 2007. Mr. Doggett read the Antitrust Admonition as displayed and reviewed the agenda for the day.

Mr. Doggett reminded TPTF that the joint TPTF-PRS meeting will be held on June 12, 2007 to discuss change-control items for Baseline 1. Mr. Trefny suggested scheduling an additional TPTF meeting to discuss items for Baseline 2 prior to June 22, 2007, which is the date targeted by the PMO for defining the scope of Baseline 2. Mr. Doggett agreed to try to schedule an additional meeting date.
 
Draft NPRR for Electrical Bus Clarification (See Key Documents)
Curtis Crews discussed the Draft NPRR for Electrical Bus Clarification, noting that it had been simplified to provide flexibility in designating Electrical Buses for the Network Operations Model (NOM). Mr. Caufield confirmed that the Outage Scheduler CSD had been modified to remove references to Electrical Bus, and he and Valentine Emesih expressed concern regarding how Electrical Buses will be handled in the Outage Scheduler. The TPTF consensus was to schedule a discussion with the MMS team to discuss how Electrical Busses will be addressed in the Outage Scheduler CSD. Mr. Trefny requested that Mr. Crews and Mr. Chudgar attend the discussion to share their input regarding synchronization between the NOM and the Outage Scheduler. The TPTF modified the “Reason for Revision” field in the Draft NPRR for Electrical Bus Clarification to indicate that it “significantly reduces the number of defined Electrical Buses in the NOM (by approximately 6,000).” Mr. Trefny moved to approve the draft NPRR for Electrical Bus Clarification as modified at TPTF May 23, 2007. Mr. Spangler seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and three abstentions from the Consumer (2) and Municipal (1) Market Segments. All Market Segments represented. 

Commercial Systems (COMS) Discussion of Updated Requirements and CSDs (See Key Documents)
Mr. Chudgar reviewed the disposition of comments for the first set of 16 COMS Requirements (v1.1) that were updated to reflect Baseline 1. Mr. Chudgar noted that no comments had been submitted for eight of the updated Requirements, which included:  
· Day-Ahead Market (DAM) Ancillary Services (AS) Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· DAM Make-Whole Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· Eligibility Process for Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· Financial Transfer Requirements v1.1 

· AS Real-Time (RT) Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· Black Start Services RT Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· RT Emergency Operations Settlements Requirements v1.1 

· Voltage Support RT Settlements Requirements v1.1
Mr. Spangler moved to approve the set of eight updated COMS Requirements (in the bulleted list above). Mr. Seymour seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (1), Consumer (2), and Municipal (1) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented.
Mr. Chudgar noted that all comments had been accepted for the Average Incremental Energy Cost (AIEC) Settlements Requirements v1.1 and the RUC Settlements Requirements v1.1. Ronnie Hoeinghaus moved to approve the AIEC Settlements Requirements v1.1 and the RUC Settlements Requirements v1.1. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and one abstention from the Investor Owned Utility (1) Market Segment. All Market Segments were represented.
Mr. Chudgar noted that all comments had been rejected for the Settlement Invoices Requirements v1.1 and the Settlement Statements Requirements v1.1. The rejected comments had recommended that eXtensible Markup Language (XML) access to the MIS Certified Area will occur through an API. Mr. Chudgar noted that the COMS team had rejected the comments because the Nodal Protocols do not require XML access through an API. Mr. Chudgar also noted that adding such a requirement would require an NPRR and would represent a sizable scope change for the COMS project. Mr. Hoeinghaus opined that Mr. Shing had already agreed to add an API for Statements and Invoices to the External Interfaces Specification. Mr. Chudgar clarified that the API itself does not represent a sizable scope change, although building for “XML access” does. Mr. Chudgar agreed to verify with IDA that an API is being planned to allow MPs to download information for their statements and invoices. Mr. Trefny moved to approve the Settlement Invoices Requirements v1.1 and the Settlement Statements Requirements v1.1. Stacey Woodard seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 94.4% in favor, 5.6% opposed, and five abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (1), Consumer (2), Cooperative (1), and Municipal (1) Market Segments. The opposing vote was from the Municipal Market Segment. All Market Segments were represented. Mr. Kruse asked how TPTF will keep track of the issue of XML access through an API for possible consideration following go-live. Mr. Doggett noted that the issue can be added to the TPTF Punch List, but he suggested that anyone who wishes to make the issue more explicit should draft an NPRR.  

Mr. Chudgar reviewed the disposition of comments for the Reliability Must Run (RMR) RT Services Requirements v1.1. Mr. Chudgar noted that the updates for this document included NPRR024, Synchronization of PRRs 627 and 640,
 because it was considered to be part of Baseline 1. While some MPs recommended not including NPRR024 until it is approved by the BOD, the COMS team chose to include it for consistency with Baseline 1. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the updated RMR RT Services Requirements v1.1. Mr. Seymour seconded the motion. Chris Brewster inquired how the COMS team will respond if NPRR024 is not approved by the BOD. Mr. Chudgar noted that an approval by the BOD for NPRR024 is considered to be necessary for go-live, but the COMS team is still prepared to remove the changes for NPRR024 if it is not approved. MPs discussed the pros and cons of incorporating NPRR024 into the updated Requirements before it is approved by the BOD. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 75% in favor and 25% opposed. There were five abstentions from the Independent Power Marketers (1), and Municipal (3), Cooperative (1) Market Segments. The opposing votes were from the Consumer (2), and Investor Owned Utility (1) Market Segment. All Market Segments were represented. 
Mr. Chudgar reviewed the disposition of comments for the MP Registration Requirements v1.1, noting that updates for Combined-Cycle Unit (CCU) and verifiable cost are not reflected in the Requirements at this time because they are not scoped in Baseline 1. The COMS team is currently determining the preferred methods for modeling and registering CCUs, and they are also discussing issues for verifiable cost with the Wholesale Marketing Subcommittee (WMS). Ms. Wagner moved to endorse the MP Registration Requirements v1.1 provided that TPTF will receive an update on CCU and verifiable cost. Mr. Spangler recommended amending the motion to remove the provision for an update on CCU and verifiable cost. He opined that the document should be approved based solely on the scope defined for Baseline 1. Ms. Wagner withdrew the motion. Mr. Spangler moved to approve the MP Registration Requirements v1.1. Mr. Bailey seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (1), Independent Power Marketer (1), and Consumer (2) Market Segments. All Market Segments were represented.     

Mr. Chudgar did not request a vote for the RT Energy Settlements Requirements v1.1 because the document had been changed immediately prior to the meeting. As a result, Mr. Chudgar noted that he will redistribute the document through the TPTF Review mailbox for a brief comment period. The DAM Energy Settlements Requirements 
 v1.1 document was deferred. 
Mr. Chudgar noted that the second set of updated COMS Requirements v1.1 and the initial set of updated COMS CSDs v1.1 were in review. Mr. Chudgar noted his intention to distribute the remaining updated COMS Requirements and CSDs for review during June 2007. Mr. Chudgar briefly discussed the COMS use cases posted for review, 
 and he invited MPs to direct any questions to him at rchudgar@ercot.com.
EDW Update on Requirements for Performance Monitoring and Compliance (See Key Documents)
Scott Privette provided an update on the EDW Requirements Specification for Performance Monitoring and Compliance. Mr. Privette noted that the Requirements Specification will be distributed through TPTF Review with a comments deadline of May 30, 2007. The EDW team will try to release the EDW CSD for another round of review prior to the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting. 
PMO Baseline Update (See Key Documents)
Tim Pare discussed the scope of change control-control items currently identified by the PMO for Baseline 1. Mr. Pare noted that NPRR024, Synchronization of PRRs 627 and 640, is currently scoped for Baseline 1 but it may be moved to Baseline 2. During the joint TPTF-PRS meeting on June 12, 2007, the PMO will seek to reach agreement with both TPTF and PRS regarding which change items are essential for go-live. To facilitate voting during the meeting, all change-control items will be organized into groups of items sharing a single impact analysis. Mr. Doggett noted that some of the items in Baseline 1 have already been approved by PRS, so not all items will require a vote from PRS during the joint meeting. Mr. Trefny noted that a few of the approved white papers may still require accompanying NPRRs, and he inquired how pending NPRRs for these items will be staggered into the Baseline scheme. Mr. Pare noted that he will need to consider a definitive answer for this question. Mr. Trefny also noted that TPTF should be prepared to vote for value engineering opportunities during the joint meeting. Mr. Doggett agreed that the agenda should notice a possible vote for potential value engineering decisions on NPRRs and other change items scoped for Baseline 1. Mr. Doggett recommended that prior to the joint meeting, the list of change-control items for Baseline 1 should be refreshed in Appendix B of Mr. Pare’s presentation, including NPRR024 if necessary. 
Metric Inventory Report (See Key Documents)
Mr. Pare discussed the readiness metrics and identified the goal for making them easy to understand, easy to calculate, and easy to communicate. Mr. Pare noted that the metrics are intended to encourage early market participation, and they will be linked to the Nodal Transition Plan wherever possible. Mr. Pare discussed the overall view of the Readiness Metrics Model and the potential for deploying an online dashboard to track each metric. Because metric criteria will differ by MP role, a roll-up reporting method will be used to evaluate when each category of MP has completed each applicable metric. 
Mr. Pare discussed the new MP Self-Reporting Questionnaire, which is targeted for its first release on June 1, 2007. The questionnaire will be deployed to AEs (or Authorized Representatives, as applicable) via email using SurveyMonkey.
 Mr. Pare noted that the questionnaire will provide MPs with a metrics-based tool for communicating their level of readiness to ERCOT. Mr. Trefny opined that some AEs may not be habituated to communicating with ERCOT via email, and he inquired if a more visible broadcast method might be considered for the questionnaire. Kate Horne confirmed that the first questionnaire to be released on June 1, 2007 will be heralded by a market notice, which will link to the questionnaire. The market notice will be distributed to AEs, Authorized Representatives, and Nodal PMs, as well as to the email lists for TPTF and Nodal Market Readiness. The questionnaire will also be highlighted in the next edition of Texas Nodal News. Ms. Horne confirmed that a document explaining the questionnaire will be attached to the market notice. Mr. Doggett confirmed that the TPTF email list will be copied for the first few distributions of the questionnaire, but he encouraged MPs who are interested in receiving such communications to subscribe to the Nodal Market Readiness email list.
 Mr. Trefny requested that recipients of the questionnaires will be flagged to the importance of the communication each time a questionnaire is distributed. Mr. Spangler requested that each distribution will also be numbered (i.e., in the subject-line or body of the email message). Mr. Pare described the details of the questionnaire, noting that MPs will respond to questions in three readiness areas: Initiation Status, Mobilization Status, and Delivery Status. The responses will be graded as red, green, or amber, and they will be combined into two scorecards: one representing an aggregated readiness status by MP role and the other representing an aggregated readiness status by ERCOT department. The questionnaires will be released in cycles; the results for each cycle will be brought to TPTF for discussion. 
MIS Update (See Key Documents)
Pat Harris introduced Adam Martinez, who will be assuming leadership of the MIS team. Mr. Martinez noted that the MIS team has already completed Prototype 3 and is currently completing the first build for EDS 3. Mr. Martinez noted that the MIS Sandbox Release document and the Demo Notes for Prototype 3 have both been posted to the nodal website to help MPs access and use the MIS Sandbox. For MPs who still need to obtain their ERCOT-issued User ID, Password, or digital certificate for the MIS Sandbox, Mr. Martinez invited email requests to be sent directly to him at amartinez@ercot.com.

Update on the Nodal Transition Readiness Center

Ms. Horne discussed the web page for the Nodal Transition Readiness Center, which launched in early May. The web page will provide MPs with the documents and information they need to pursue readiness activities. Ms. Horne noted that a calendar view was recently added to the landing page, and the various web services have been organized by EDS phase. As requested by MPs, new icons were recently added to the web page to help MPs distinguish readiness activities according to MP roles. Ms. Horne noted that the meeting information for nodal groups such as the MIS Subgroup, the API Subgroup, and the Training Subgroup will not be available on the Nodal Transition Readiness Center. Instead, the meeting information for these groups may be accessed via the Nodal Groups link on the ERCOT website.
 Ms. Horne agreed to post a link pointing to information about the API Subgroup Online Forum. Mr. Doggett noted that Mr. Shing will be asked to distribute another notice to the TPTF email list instructing interested MPs how to join. Mr. Doggett inquired if MPs would like for an online archive to be maintained on the Nodal Transition Readiness Center for market notices that are distributed to the Nodal Market Readiness email list. The TPTF consensus was that such an archive is not necessary. 
IRT Update on the Readiness Metric Inventory (See Key Documents)
Steve Grendel presented an update on comments for the Readiness Metric Inventory v0.14. Mr. Grendel noted that MPs had recommended grouping metrics by EDS phase and listing the actual milestone dates for each metric activity. Mr. Grendel noted that a thorough disposition of comments is being developed for the Readiness Metric Inventory, and he invited MPs to contact him with further feedback at sgrendel@ercot.com. The disposition of comments for the Readiness Metric Inventory will be reviewed during the June 11, 2007 TPTF meeting. Mr. Doggett noted that an additional TPTF meeting day will be scheduled for June 21, 2007 to discuss the change-control items for Baseline 2. 
IDA Discussion of the CCU White Paper (See Key Documents)
Diran Obadina reviewed the disposition of comments for the CCU white paper. Mr. Trefny opined that the modeling methodology proposed by the white paper uses too many optimizations for CCU modeling, which may cause delivery risks for the Nodal Program. Mr. Obadina noted that he will hold further discussions with ABB and AREVA to discuss performance issues, and he will also update the white paper to include a mitigation plan for limiting the number of allowable configurations when optimization problems arise. Regarding the table “CCU Modeling in Applications,” Mr. Trefny noted that the information in the Outage Scheduler will not always be synchronous with the information in the Current Operating Plan (COP), and he emphasized the need for Network Security Analysis (NSA) to use information from COP for Outage Evaluation within a seven-day period. Mr. Obadina confirmed that NSA will use the information in COP, and he agreed to update the table accordingly. Mr. Doggett recommended that Mr. Obadina revise the white paper to include a brief, high-level perspective (i.e., an executive summary) and a list of modeling options for TPTF to consider. 

Meeting Adjournment

Mr. Doggett noted that a possible vote will be noticed on the June 11, 2007 TPTF agenda for the Nodal Transition Plan Section 5.4.10, Transmission Element and Resource Outages. Mr. Doggett adjourned the meeting at 3:08 p.m. on Wednesday, May 23, 2007.

Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	· Ask projects about providing TPTF with more information regarding their testing artifacts (i.e., testing plans, execution plans) for FAT and iTest. 
· Invite Mr. Tamby to discuss the traceability matrix with TPTF and to identify any gaps that may exist between Business Requirements and the Nodal Protocols. 
· Schedule an Agenda Item to discuss the process for reviewing and approving project documents as they are updated to each Baseline.
· Send a notice to the TPTF email list and the Nodal Market Readiness email lists announcing that the External Interfaces Specification has been partially approved.

· Notice a possible vote on the June 11, 2007 TPTF agenda for the Nodal Transition Plan Section 5.4.10, Transmission Element and Resource Outages.

· Schedule a discussion with the MMS team to discuss how Electrical Bus issues should be addressed in the Outage Scheduler CSD. 
	T. Doggett

	· Communicate any necessary quality-assurance measures and testing artifacts to project teams that will be executing their own FAT testing.

· Provide TPTF with a list of severity-level defects. 
	G. Wingerd

	· Send the description for the CRR API Scope Change Request to the TPTF exploder so that MPs may provide feedback. 
· Prepare an impact analysis document describing the costs involved in moving from Baseline 0 to Baseline 1.  

· Discuss options offline for managing change-control items that are deferred until after go-live, and bring a proposal back to TPTF.
· Consider options for an approval process to address change items that add cost to the existing nodal budget. 
	J. Sullivan and Team 

	· Draft an NPRR to change the phrase “by 0600 prior to the DAM” to “prior to execution of the DAM” for Nodal Protocol Section 7.7.3, Allocation of MCFRIs.

· Discuss options for flagging the newly proposed DSR Energy Trade without drafting an NPRR. 

· Bring the Draft NPRR for Changes to SURAMP back to TPTF for further discussion. 
	X. Ma and MMS Team

	· Hold further discussions offline with ABB and AREVA to discuss performance issues associated with modeling multiple configurations for CCUs. 

· Update the table “CCU Modeling in Applications” to indicate that NSA will use information from COP for Outage Evaluation within a seven-day period.

· Update the IDA CCU white paper to include an executive summary, a list of modeling options for TPTF to consider, and a mitigation plan for limiting the number of allowable configurations when optimization problems arise. 
	D. Obadina and IDA Team

	Verify that IDA will include an API allowing MPs to download statements and invoices data. 
	R. Chudgar

	Develop a detailed test-plan document for the EDS 2 Approach document.  
	J. Webb 

	Post a link on the Nodal Transition Readiness Center pointing to information about the IDA API Subgroup Online Forum.
	K. Horne

	Distribute a notice instructing MPs how to participate in the ERCOT API Subgroup Online Forum.
	D. Shing

	Update the EDS 3 Plan with a revised table in Section 1.4, EDS 3 Market Participant Involvement, to define MP types more clearly and to identify the timeframe for MP input using the SCED User Interface (UI).
	J. Hall and Team

	Remove the hub-height requirement from the WPF CSD.
	B. Blevins 

	Refresh the list of change-control items included in Appendix B of the PMO presentation, Overview of Nodal Change Control. 
	T. Pare and Team


� Meeting Attendance covers all 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 May 21 – 23, 2007 TPTF Meeting may be found at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/05/20070521-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/05/20070521-TPTF.html�.


� Visit the meeting page at � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/06/20070606-RQ.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2007/06/20070606-RQ.html�.


� Later in the meeting, Mr. Doggett announced June 21, 2007 as the additional TPTF meeting date.


� The full names for these PRRs are: PRR627, RMR Transmission Issues and RMR Contract Extension; and PRR640, Update Provisions for Capacity and Energy Payments for RMR Service and Add a New Standard Form Agreement for Synchronous Service


� The full title for this document is, “DAM Energy Settlements, Settlement for Point-To-Point (PTP) Obligations Bought in DAM, and Day-Ahead Congestion Rent v1.1.”


� The COMS use cases are available for pick-up from IDA at � HYPERLINK "http://nodal.ercot.com/docs/pd/ida/index.html#oth" ��http://nodal.ercot.com/docs/pd/ida/index.html#oth�.


� Visit the official SurveyMonkey website at � HYPERLINK "http://www.surveymonkey.com" ��http://www.surveymonkey.com�.


� Subscribe to the Nodal Market Readiness email list at � HYPERLINK "http://lists.ercot.com" ��http://lists.ercot.com�.


� Visit the Nodal Groups web page at � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/committees/nodal/index.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/committees/nodal/index.html�.
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