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Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Brewster, Chris
	Consumer
	City of Eastland (via teleconference)

	Green, Bob
	Municipal
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Guermouche, Sid
	Municipal
	Austin Energy

	Jackson, James
	Municipal
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Johnson, Eddie
	Cooperative 
	Brazos Electric Power (via teleconference)

	Jones, Randy
	Independent Generator
	Calpine

	Kroskey, Tony
	Cooperative 
	Brazos Electric Power (via teleconference)

	Lovelace, Russell
	Independent Power Marketer
	Coral Power

	Marsh, Tony
	Independent Power Marketer
	QSE Services

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Independent Power Marketer
	Exelon

	Munoz, Manny
	Investor Owned Utility
	CenterPoint Energy 

	Reynolds, Jim
	Independent REP
	Power and Gas Consulting 

	Richard, Naomi
	Cooperative
	LCRA

	Rodriguez, Linda
	Investor Owned Utility
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Ross, Trina
	Investor Owned Utility
	AEP

	Spangler, Bob
	Investor Owned Utility
	Luminant 

	Trefny, Floyd
	Independent Power Marketer
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Trostle, Kay
	Consumer
	Chaparral Steel Midlothian

	Zdenek, Pamela
	Independent Power Marketer
	BP Energy


Assigned Proxies:

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

· Stephen Massey (City of Allen) to Chris Brewster

· James Uhelski (Pioneer Natural Resources USA, Inc.) to John Rainey

Assigned Alternates:

· Steve Madden (StarTex Power), Read Comstock (Strategic Energy), Timothy Hamilton (Accent Energy), Timothy Rogers (Cirro Group), Michelle Cutrer (Green Mountain Energy), Brian Berend (Stream Energy), and Guy Souheaver(Integrys Energy Services) to Jim Reynolds

· Don Wilson (City of Eastland) to Chris Brewster

· Stanley Newton (Westar Energy, Inc.) to Tony Marsh

Non-Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Representing

	Alford, Anthony
	CenterPoint Energy 

	Anderson, Clinton
	Sungard

	Atwood, Alan
	Exelon (via teleconference)

	Bailey, Dan
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Bentz, Roger
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Bogen, David
	Oncor

	Brokhan, John
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Brown, Jack
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Burkhalter, Ryan
	Citigroup Energy (via teleconference)

	Caufield, Dennis
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Cheng, Tao
	(via teleconference)

	Claiborn-Pinto, Shawnee
	PUC

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy 

	Crozier, Richard
	Brownsville Public Utilities

	Delbianco, Dawn
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Dickinson, Ken
	BP (via teleconference)

	Ding, Kevin
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Emesih, Valentine
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Givens, Ben
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Goff, Eric
	Constellation (via teleconference)

	Gundrum, Jake
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Hoeinghaus, Ronnie
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group (via teleconference)

	Huerta, Miguel
	Smith Trostle (via teleconference)

	Hunter, Amy
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Krajecki, Jim
	APX

	Mai, D.S.
	NRG (via teleconference)

	Marx, Eddie
	Gestalt (via teleconference)

	Matthes, Chris
	AEP (via teleconference)

	McKee, S. B.
	AEP (via teleconference)

	Mersiowsky, Steve
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Morley, Kevin
	CenterPoint (via teleconference)

	Moss, Steven
	First Choice Power (via teleconference)

	Palani, Ananth
	EnergyCo (via teleconference)

	Rexrode, Caryn
	Customized Energy Solutions

	Robinson, Lane
	Babcock Brown (via teleconference)

	Ross, Lucas
	Sungard (via teleconference)

	Schubert, Eric
	BP (via teleconference)

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate & Assoc.

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA

	Sierakowski, David
	CPS Energy San Antonio (via teleconference)

	Spilman, Matt
	Strategic (via teleconference)

	Stappers, Hugo
	SoftSmiths (via teleconference)

	Traffanstedt, Jill
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Triplett, Mark
	Utility Integration Solutions

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental (via teleconference)

	Whittle, Brandon
	Deutsche Bank

	Zhao, Jessica
	Direct Energy (via teleconference)


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Ashbaugh, Jackie

	Barry, Stacy

	Bauld, Amanda

	Bieltz, John 

	Blevins, Bill (via teleconference)

	Boehmer, Greg

	Boren, Ann

	Breed, Bobby (via teleconference)

	Brenner, Tobi (via teleconference)

	Bridges, Stacy

	Carmen, Travis (via teleconference)

	Cheng, Rachel (via teleconference)

	Chudgar, Raj

	Colmenero, Christina (via teleconference)

	Coln, Anders (via teleconference)

	Coon, Patrick

	Cote, Daryl

	Crews, Curtis (via teleconference)

	Daouk, Jamil (via teleconference)

	Day, Betty (via teleconference)

	Doggett, Trip

	Economides, Brett (via teleconference)

	Floyd, Jeff

	Gallo, Andy

	Garza, Beth

	Gilbertson, Jeff (via teleconference)

	Gonzalez, Ino

	Goodman, Dale

	Hartmann, Jimmy

	Hobbs, Kristi

	Jirasek, Shawna (via teleconference)

	Kahn, Bob

	Kasparian, Ken (via teleconference)

	Koeppl, Sheri (via teleconference)

	Krein, Steve

	Lamoree, Karen

	Levine, John (via teleconference)

	Madden, Terry (via teleconference)

	Maddox, Jeff

	Mansour, Elizabeth (via teleconference)

	Martinez, Adam (via teleconference)

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	McGettigan, Kristen (via teleconference)

	McIntyre, Kenneth (via teleconference)

	Mereness, Matt (via teleconference)

	Mickey, Joel

	Middleton, Scott (via teleconference)

	Nixon, Murray (via teleconference)

	Opheim, Calvin

	Ply, Janet (via teleconference)

	Ragsdale, Kenneth

	Raina, Gokal (via teleconference)

	Randall, Gonca (via teleconference)

	Reedy, Steve

	Reid, Walter

	Rickerson, Woody

	Rose, Erica

	Roussel, Denis (via teleconference)

	Sarasa, Raj (via teleconference)

	Schwarz, Brad (via teleconference)

	Sharma, Giriraj

	Shiroyama, Sylvia (via teleconference)

	Showalter, Dana

	Sullivan, Jerry

	Tucker, Carrie (via teleconference)

	Wang, Sharon

	Wattles, Paul

	Wilkinson, Chris 

	Xiao, Hong (via teleconference)

	Yan, Kangning (via teleconference)


Unless otherwise noted, all Market Segments were present for the vote.

Call to Order

Trip Doggett called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, May 5, 2008.

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. 

Review Of Meeting Agenda (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Doggett reviewed the agenda for the two-day meeting. 

Confirm Future Meetings

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

· May 22 – 23, 2008 

· June 9 – 10, 2008 

· June 23 – 25, 2008 

Consider Approval of Meeting Minutes (See Key Documents) 

Stacy Bridges reviewed comments for the April 21 – April 22, 2008 TPTF meeting minutes and made additional revisions as requested by TPTF. Bob Spangler moved to approve the TPTF meeting minutes as amended. Floyd Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by voice vote. The Consumer and Independent Generator Market Segments were not represented for the vote. 
Nodal Program Update (See Key Documents)
Jerry Sullivan provided an update on the status of the nodal program.

RE: Market Participant Readiness

Mr. Sullivan noted that ERCOT Account Management had launched an outreach effort to resolve readiness issues for MP Engagement and Training. He noted that the outreach effort was resulting in improved communications, more clarity for the survey questionnaires, and improved scores for the Nodal Readiness Scorecard. 
RE: Update on the Single-Entry Model (SEM) Milestone

Mr. Sullivan noted that the readiness notice for the SEM Milestone had been delayed owing to outstanding defects for the Network Model Management System (NMMS) and delivery delays for the Common Information Model (CIM) Importer for the Energy Management System (EMS). He noted that the EMS CIM Importer had previously been scheduled to exit its Functional Acceptance Test (FAT) on May 2, 2008, but it was still in pre-FAT and would further delay the deployment of the NMMS tool to the production environment. Mr. Sullivan reported that the length of the delay was currently under review but it was still not expected to delay the December 1, 2008 go-live date. Raj Chudgar noted that the SEM Milestone date had been moved from June 2 to July 14, 2008. Market Participants expressed concerns that the delay for the SEM Milestone would affect the remaining testing for Early Delivery Systems (EDS), as well as the 168-Hour Test and the December 1, 2008 go-live date. Naomi Richard opined that very little testing time was available for Market Participants at this stage of the program and that ERCOT should not expect Market Participants to be able to finish preparing their processes and systems for the 168-Hour Test between July 1 and September 1, 2008. Valentine Emesih opined that a valid synchronization of the zonal and nodal Network Operations Models (NOMs) could not be achieved until all name changes were submitted, which Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) may need as long as six months to complete. Market Participants expressed differing opinions regarding the need to complete all name changes prior to validating the NOM. Mr. Chudgar noted that the ERCOT-recommended approach was to validate the NOM first and then to continue the name-changing activity in parallel with other go-live activities. Market Participants noted that some non-compliance issues would automatically occur as soon as the applicable Nodal Protocols in Section 3, Management Activities for the ERCOT System, become effective in July 2008 per the Nodal Protocol Transition Plan. Mr. Chudgar noted that ERCOT would work with Market Participants to determine how to address such compliance issues. 
RE: Texas Nodal Market (TNM) Go-Live Procedure

Mr. Sullivan discussed key aspects of the Go-Live Procedure, noting that Daryl Cote would discuss the document in more detail during the EDS Update later in the meeting (see the EDS Update below on Wednesday). Mr. Cote noted that a full review of comments and a possible vote would be noticed for the May 22 – 23, 2008 TPTF meeting and that the document would be circulated to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the ERCOT Board of Directors (hereafter, the Board) in June 2008. Mr. Trefny requested that Mr. Cote distribute the document for another round of review prior to requesting a vote so that Market Participants would have ample opportunity to consider the major issues prior to voting. 

RE: Quality Assurance

Mr. Sullivan discussed Quality Assurance issues, noting that the large number of Severity Level 1, 2, and 3 defects were posing risks to the nodal program. He identified the program goal of reducing defects and workarounds as much as possible by the Texas Nodal Market Implementation Date (TNMID). David Bogen noted that any software fixes intended to reduce defects could potentially cause more errors, and he expressed interest in learning more about any mitigation strategies that would address this scenario. 
Market Participant Identity Management (MPIM) and Critical Cyber Assets (CCA)
Mr. Sullivan discussed the North-American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Reliability Standard Critical Infrastructure Protection (CIP) 004-1, Cyber Security – Personnel and Training. Among the requirements in the standard is the requirement for users with authorized cyber or unescorted physical access to ERCOT CCAs to have related risk assessments and training. Mr. Sullivan noted that the compliance schedule for the CIP 004-1 requires that ERCOT comply with the training, risk assessment, and access requirements by July 1, 2008. As a result, Market Participants will need to attest that their staff or vendors with assigned User Roles in the ERCOT MPIM system have completed the risk assessments and training associated with their roles. Mr. Sullivan noted that Jeff Floyd would comment further upon this topic later in the meeting (see Infrastructure Project Update below). 

Mr. Sullivan concluded with a discussion of the nodal budget.

Nodal Timeline Update (See Key Documents)
Mr. Chudgar provided an update on the EDS Timeline and the corresponding Milestone Description spreadsheet. 

RE: SEM Milestone

Mr. Chudgar noted that the Delivery Assurance Group (DAG) was in the process of developing an integrated schedule and would share it with TPTF after incorporating changes for the new SEM Milestone. 
RE: Load Frequency Control (LFC) Testing
Mr. Chudgar noted that ERCOT was planning to validate the LFC software by proceeding with the 2-Hour Test. He noted that ERCOT was not currently planning to conduct the 8-Hour Test or the 48-Hour Test until after the CIM integration was completed. Mr. Cote noted that to facilitate the 2-Hour Test, the Market Management System (MMS) would be flushed of data on May 15, 2008 and reloaded with current data from the Resource Asset Registration Forms (RARFs) on file. Russell Lovelace noted that some Market Participants may need to update their Resource parameters or configurations prior to the test, so he recommended that ERCOT should provide the MMS interface allowing this functionality prior to conducting the test. 
RE: Market Information System (MIS) 

Ms. Richard requested a discussion of the MIS release schedule during an upcoming TPTF meeting.
RE: Current Day Reports (CDR) Reports

Mr. Chudgar noted that the CDR release dates for EDS were changing, that the changes would be discussed during next TPTF meeting, and that a notice would be distributed to indicate what Market Participants should expect to be included in the reports once they become available. 

RE: Enterprise Integration Project (EIP)

Mr. Chudgar noted that Stephen Kerr would provide an integration Health Check during the next TPTF meeting. 
Re: Enterprise Data Warehouse (EDW) 4 Reports
Mr. Chudgar noted that EDW 4 reports were dependent upon changes to incorporate posting requirements for Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 102, Implementation of PUC Subst. R. 25.505(f), Publication of Resource and Load Information. He noted that the MMS team was assessing dependencies and impacts with the vendor, including the addition of fields necessary to accommodate the reports, and that more details would be provided to TPTF once the impact study was available. 

Readiness Update (See Key Documents)
Chris Wilkinson discussed the Nodal Readiness Scorecard, the Readiness Survey, and the Readiness Metrics becoming active in May 2008.

RE: The Nodal Readiness Scorecard

Mr. Wilkinson noted that Patrick Coon and his team still needed more information or corrected information from some Market Participants for metric MP10, Mapping of Resources to Resource Nodes and Resources to ERCOT-Polled Settlement (EPS) Meters is Complete. He reminded Market Participants that metric MP10 had been constructed with two periods of measurement and that the second period would begin measurement in June 2008 to ensure that Resource Entities (REs) certify the accuracy of their mapping in ERCOT systems. 

Mr. Wilkinson noted that a list of Load Serving Entities (LSEs) had been added to the scorecard, many of whom were still showing a red status for Engagement. Mr. Coon noted that the LSEs would receive more focus during the next round of the outreach effort. Mr. Trefny suggested highlighting the list of LSEs to TAC.

RE: The Readiness Survey

Mr. Wilkinson noted that the fourth round of the Market Participant Engagement Survey would be published on May 15, 2008, with a new set of questions focusing on the key people, processes, and activities necessary for the 168-Hour Test and nodal go-live. He noted that the survey would run through May 30 and that responses would be loaded into the scorecard by June 12, 2008 following a corresponding round of outreach. 
RE: Readiness Metrics Becoming Active in May 2008
Mr. Wilkinson noted that the following readiness metrics would become active in May 2008:

· EMO2, Verify Voltage Support Functionality 
· MO3, Verify Supplemental Ancillary Services Market (SASM) 

· MP20, Market Participant Ability to Submit Outage 

· N4, Network Modeling Single Entry 

Staffing Update (See Key Documents)
Karen Lamoree provided an update on the ERCOT Readiness Survey, Transition Plans, the Business Process Model, Procedures, Training, and Staffing. Regarding ERCOT Procedures, TPTF expressed interest in learning more about the two final ERCOT Procedures that were consolidated from the initial count of 64 procedures for ERCOT’s Treasury and Credit Administration department. Ms. Lamoree noted that she would find out if the procedures could be shared with TPTF. The TPTF requested that staffing updates would continue to be provided on a monthly basis. 
Discussion of Day-Ahead Market Processes
Joel Mickey discussed issues raised by Jim Reynolds regarding ERCOT’s processes for running the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) when software failures limit or prevent market participation. The TPTF discussed various scenarios warranting additional discussion and recommended vetting the issues through the Quick Response Working Group (QRWG). Mr. Reynolds agreed to speak offline with Mr. Spangler about sponsoring the issues. 
Registration Update (See Key Documents)
Dana Showalter provided an update on registration.

RE: Metric MP11, Market Participant Registration Activities
Ms. Showalter discussed statistics for RARF submittals per metric MP11, noting that many issues still needed to be resolved. She noted that the final RARFs were distributed the week of April 7 with a due date of May 1, 2008. Some of the open issues included expired digital certificates, problems with Internet Explorer version 7, recent changes for MPIM, and locked cells in the RARF spreadsheet. She noted that any Market Participants having issues with locked cells in the RARF spreadsheet should contact the transition team (TexasNodal@ercot.com) for assistance. 
RE: Metric MP10, Mapping of Resources to Resource Nodes and Resources to EPS Meters is Complete
Ms. Showalter noted that the mapping form for MP10 was sent to Resources on March 14 with a due date of April 15, 2008. She noted that about 80% of the forms had been submitted, of which about a third still needed work. Regarding the Network Modeling spreadsheet, Ms. Showalter noted that very few had been submitted. Randy Jones noted that the format of the spreadsheet was not highly intuitive and that ERCOT should try to facilitate submittals by either improving the format or by providing some level of instructional assistance to Market Participants. 
RE: Resource Controlling Entity Attestation

Ms. Showalter noted that over 80% of the Resource Controlling Entity Attestations were accounted for and that a compilation of the submittals should be available by May 15, 2008.
NPRR117, Resource Registration Clarification (See Key Documents)
Mr. Coon reviewed comments for NPRR117 and made additional revisions as recommended by TPTF. Mr. Spangler moved to endorse filing TPTF comments for NPRR117 with the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) as developed by TPTF May 5, 2008. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 83.3% in favor and two abstentions from the Consumer Market Segment. One opposing vote was recorded for the Independent Generator Market Segment. 

NPRR123, Inadvertent Energy Account Revision (See Key Documents) 

Jimmy Hartmann discussed NPRR123. No comments were received during the review. TPTF recommended no further changes. Mr. R. Jones moved to endorse NPRR123 as submitted. Pamela Zdenek seconded the motion. The endorsement carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and three abstentions from the Consumer (2) and Independent Power Marketer (IPM) (1) Market Segments. 

Meeting Recess and Resumption
Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 2:40 p.m. on Monday, May 5, 2008. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, May 6, 2008.

TAC Assignment (See Key Documents)
As requested by TAC, Kristi Hobbs invited TPTF feedback regarding whether any special processes or timelines should be developed to accelerate approvals for items needed for nodal go-live. Market Participants supported the concept of using an accelerated timeline for items requiring approvals or certifications from TPTF, TAC, and the Board. It was noted that any items requiring immediate attention from TPTF should be vetted first through the QRWG before invoking an accelerated timeline. It was also noted that the EDS Accelerated Issue Resolution Process that was approved for EDS testing might contain some provisions applicable to an accelerated timeline for nodal go-live items. 
Go-Live Items Requiring NPRRs
Regarding go-live items requiring NPRRs, Ms. Hobbs noted that the process for NPRRs was currently governed by Zonal Protocol Section 21.11, Process for Nodal Protocol Revisions, and that no provisions were currently available for requesting urgency for NPRRs. Ms. Hobbs noted that TPTF should consider this situation when reviewing the synchronization NPRR for Section 21 and provide comments if an auxiliary process should be established to recognize urgency for NPRRs prior to the TNMID. 

Market Rules Update (See Key Documents)
Ann Boren and Giriraj Sharma reviewed comments for recently “nodalized” Protocol sections.
NPRR126, Section 19, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols - Texas Standard Electronic Transaction 

The TPTF deferred discussion of NPRR126 to await input from the Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS). It was requested that RMS would consider any MIS posting areas and timing issues related to the postings referenced in NPRR126. 
NPRR118, Section 14, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols - State of Texas Renewable Energy Credit Trading Program 

Ms. Boren reviewed comments for NPRR118. TPTF recommended no further changes. Kevin Gresham noted it may be helpful to solicit feedback from commission staff prior to considering NPRR118 at PRS. Mr. R. Jones moved to endorse NPRR118 as submitted. Mr. Spangler seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) (2) and IPM (2) Market Segments. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. 

NPRR114, Section 11, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols - Data Acquisition and Aggregation 
Mr. Sharma and Calvin Opheim reviewed ERCOT and Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) comments for NPRR114. The TPTF deferred discussion of NPRR114 until after ERCOT could determine an appropriate place in Protocols to document the grey-boxed posting requirements in Section 11.5.1.1, Aggregated Load Data Posting/Availability. 

Nodal Operating Guide Revision Requests (NOGRRs) Synchronizations
TPTF requested that NOGRRs would be circulated through TPTF Review as they become available and subsequently noticed for discussion by TPTF. 
NPRR107, Nodal Emergency Interruptible Load Service (See Key Documents)
Paul Wattles discussed NPRR107, noting its purpose to parachute Zonal Protocol provisions for Emergency Interruptible Load Service (EILS) into the Nodal Protocols as required by Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) Substantive Rule 25.507, ERCOT EILS. Mr. Wattles reviewed Reliant and ERCOT comments for NPRR107, noting that the ERCOT comments also incorporated changes contained in PRR760, EILS Availability Factor Clarification. Mr. Wattles worked through the comments and made additional revisions as recommended by TPTF. Market Participants discussed the TPTF (Reliant) recommendation for Step 3 of the Emergency Electric Curtailment Plan (EECP) for deploying EILS in two sequential blocks of approximately equal size whenever the amount of available EILS exceeds 500 Megawatts (MW). Mr. Trefny thought this was necessary to help assure that SCED would operate properly during emergency conditions by not requiring such a large movement of generation to respond to the load decrease.  He pointed out that is the same reason this was done for manual Load Resource deployments in Step 2 of the EECP.  Because deployment instructions will be delivered in a single Verbal Dispatch Instruction (VDI) per the PUCT Substantive Rule, it was noted that Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) that are deployed in the second block may have the advantage of additional lead time in preparing their EILS deployments. Market Participants encouraged ERCOT to consider market feedback and to weigh options for leveling such advantages when developing procedures for deploying EILS. TPTF comments were developed to provide to PRS suggesting that split deployments for EILS be provided.  Mr. Trefny moved to endorse forwarding TPTF comments for NPRR107, Nodal EILS, to PRS for consideration as discussed by TPTF on May 6, 2008. Kay Trostle seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and nine abstentions from the Cooperative (1), IOU (2), Independent Generator (1), Consumer (2), and IPM (3) Market Segments. 
Wind Power Forecasting Issues – Part One (See Key Documents)
Walter Reid discussed a list of several issues that may require Protocol changes for Wind-Powered Generation Resources (WGRs). Regarding issues related to Three-Part Supply Offers for WGRs, it was noted that it may be appropriate to draft an NPRR to change the Startup Offer Generic Cap for WGRs from $7,200 to $0 to circumvent the potential for gaming. Owing to time constraints, TPTF was unable discuss all WGR issues on the list. Mr. Doggett noted that Mr. Reid would be invited back to TPTF to continue the discussion during a future meeting. Mr. Reid noted that he would update the list of issues based upon TPTF feedback and redistribute it following the meeting. 

Section 7 Clean-Up for Flowgate Definitions   (See Key Documents) 

Amanda Bauld discussed draft NPRR language intended to synchronize the Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR), MMS, and Settlements systems by clarifying the Impact Normalization Factor (INF) and other variable definitions used in flowgate settlement formulae. She noted that a clean version of the draft NPRR and a corresponding flowgate settlement example would be distributed to TPTF following the meeting in preparation for a possible vote on the draft NPRR language during the June 9 – 10, 2008 TPTF meeting. 

NPRR111, Timelines for Response By ERCOT to TSP Requests (See Key Documents)
Woody Rickerson and Beth Garza provided a carry-over discussion of NPRR111 from the April 21 – 22, 2008 TPTF meeting. Mr. Rickerson recapped the purpose of NPRR111, noting that it would increase the approval window for the 45-day timeline from five days to 15 days, thereby establishing consistency with the Zonal Protocols and providing sufficient time for Outage analyses to be conducted based on existing staffing levels. Ms. Garza confirmed that NPRR111 would not impact ERCOT’s ability to include all 90-day Outages in the CRR Network Model. TPTF recommended no further changes. Manny Munoz moved to endorse NPRR111 as submitted. Sid Guermouche seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and one abstention from the IPM Market Segment. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. Mr. Doggett noted that the QRWG could help vet future discussion, if needed, regarding the coordination of CRR Outages included in the CRR Network Model. 
CRR Update (See Key Documents)
Ms. Garza invited TPTF feedback regarding the format envisioned for the one-line diagram of the CRR Network Model required by Nodal Protocols Section 3.10.3, CRR Network Model, (3)(a). Market Participants noted that a geographical representation is not needed and that the one-line diagram provided by ERCOT should include navigable one-lines reflecting the Settlement Points and substation-level schematics comprising the ERCOT system. Ms. Garza noted that neither the CRR system nor the NMMS system was currently capable of providing the protocol requirement of a one-line diagram and that more work would be needed in this area. 
Infrastructure Project Update (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Floyd discussed two additional system requirements proposed for Phase II of the MPIM system to incorporate CCA training and risk assessments per NERC Reliability Standard CIP 004-1. He noted that the two system requirements would allow Market Participant User Security Administrators (USAs) to run reports of NERC roles and attest that CIP 004-1 requirements have been satisfied for each authorized user. Mr. Floyd noted that the NERC compliance schedule requires ERCOT comply by July 1, 2008. It was also ERCOT’s opinion that Market Participants to the extent they interface with ERCOT systems also be ready by such date.  Market Participants opined that ERCOT should have raised awareness of the compliance issues earlier in the year, noting that many Market Participants would not have sufficient time prior to July 1, 2008 to make the arrangements necessary to conduct training and risk assessments. It was requested that the CIP 004-1 compliance issues would be raised to TAC, that ERCOT would consider providing CCA training to Market Participants if necessary and that ERCOT would benchmark against other RTOs when preparing to satisfy the requirements for CIP 004-1, Requirements R2 and R3. ERCOT would produce more information to support its decision to identify certain systems as CCAs. Mr. Floyd took the action to verify whether ERCOT could provide the CCA training for Market Participants and would return to TPTF with more information on why Market Participants fall under CIP 004-1, Requirements R2 and R3, at this time.
Meeting Recess and Resumption
Mr. Doggett recessed the meeting at 5:12 p.m. on Tuesday, May 6, 2008. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Wednesday, May 7, 2008.  

Commercial Systems Update (See Key Documents)
John Bieltz discussed revisions for NPRR120, Corrections and Clarifications for Real-Time Settlements. He noted that no comments had been received during the review. TPTF recommended no further changes. Mr. Spangler moved to endorse NPRR120 as submitted. Mr. Guermouche seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the Cooperative (1) and IPM (1) Market Segments. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. 

Mr. Bieltz discussed revisions for NPRR122, Simplify Ancillary Services (AS) Settlement Formulas. He noted that no comments had been received during the review. TPTF recommended no further changes. Mr. Guermouche moved to endorse NPRR122 as submitted. Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion. The motion carried by unanimous roll-call vote. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. 

Ms. Bauld discussed the draft NPRR for CRR Settlements Revenue equalization, noting that it introduced billing determinants to keep ERCOT revenue neutral by assigning shortfall charges for CRRs settled in Real-Time to Day-Ahead CRR Owners via DAM settlement, holding the money in the CRR Balancing Account, and then refunding the shortfall amount back to those DAM CRR Account Holders after the shortfall charges are appropriately charged via Real-Time settlement. Ms. Bauld noted that no comments were received during the review period ending April 4, 2008. Mr. Spangler moved to approve submitting the draft NPRR for CRR Settlements Revenue Equalization to PRS as discussed by TPTF on May 7, 2008. Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote, with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the Municipal (1) and IOU (1) Market Segments. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. 

EDS Update (See Key Documents)
Mr. Cote discussed the status of EDS testing, the EDS TNM Go-Live Procedure, and the EDS Emergency Operations Test Plan. 
RE: EDS TNM Go-Live Procedure v0.04

Mr. Cote reviewed selected market comments from the recent review and noted that a second review would be conducted prior to the next TPTF meeting. Market Participants discussed concerns regarding the 7x24 operations requirement, the use of constant frequency control in contingency planning, and the approach to managing change control for nodal systems prior to the TNMID. 

RE: EDS Emergency Operations Test Plan v0.01

Mr. Cote reviewed comments for the EDS Emergency Operations Test Plan v0.01 and made additional revisions to the document as recommended by TPTF. Mr. Cote noted that he would update the document based upon TPTF feedback and submit it for additional discussion and possible vote during the next TPTF meeting. 

Wind Power Forecasting Issues (Part Two) (See Key Documents)
Bill Blevins discussed concerns raised by Nick Fehrenbach regarding future forecasting and settlement issues that may develop for WGRs capable of switching between ERCOT and adjoining Control Areas. He described processes to account for future switching activities, noting that such activities were not currently expected to pose any reliability or settlement concerns. 
Outages in CIM Format (See Key Documents) 

Curtis Crews discussed technical limitations for CIM format, noting that no CIM standard currently existed to incorporate classes and attributes for Outages. Mr. Crews noted that until a CIM standard was developed, ERCOT would need to use other file formats to exchange Outage information for the NOM, the CRR Network Model, and the Annual Planning Model. Mr. Crews proposed NPRR language to account for the other file formats in the Nodal Protocols. No one objected to the NPRR language.    
NPRR124, Resource Node Updated Definitions (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Crews discussed NPRR124, noting its purpose clarify the definition of Resource Node in Nodal Protocols Section 2.1, Definitions, by specifying the types of Resource Nodes to be used in calculating Settlement Point Prices (SPPs). While some Market Participants supported the clarifications, others expressed concern that the clarifications could potentially break the many settlement formulae already referencing Resource Node as currently defined by Nodal Protocols. Mr. Spangler suggested that a document other than the Nodal Protocols, such as a white paper or procedural document, might provide a more suitable location to document the clarifications. Mr. Trefny recommended communicating to PRS that NPRR124 should be withdrawn or at least tabled until sufficient details were provided to warrant changing the current Nodal Protocol definition of Resource Node. Mr. R. Jones recommended withholding any such communication to PRS until a TPTF consensus either approved NPRR124 or identified an alternative location to document its contents. Kenneth Ragsdale noted that the content of NPRR124 would need to be documented somewhere, if not Nodal Protocols, and he offered to work with the QRWG to discuss alternatives. Mr. R. Jones moved to approve NPRR124 as submitted. Brandon Whittle seconded the motion. Mr. Trefny requested that Mr. R. Jones withdraw his motion to approve NPRR124. Mr. R. Jones withdrew the motion contingent upon further TPTF discussion of the topic. He requested that anyone opposing approval for NPRR124 provide examples to TPTF of how the Resource Node clarifications might break Nodal Protocols Mr. Whittle withdrew the second. Mr. Doggett noted that NPRR124 would be scheduled for further discussion during the May 22 – 23, 2008 TPTF meeting.   
Adjournment of meeting
Mr. Doggett adjourned the meeting at 3:20 p.m. on Wednesday, May 7, 2008. 

Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	Update the EDS TNM Go-Live Procedure based upon TPTF feedback and distribute for a final round of review prior to TPTF vote.
	D. Cote and Team, TPTF Review

	Share the integrated schedule with TPTF after incorporating changes to reflect the new dates for the SEM Milestone.
	R. Chudgar Team 

	Schedule an MIS Update to discuss the EDS release schedule during a future TPTF meeting.
	S. Bridges

	Find out if the consolidated procedures for ERCOT’s Treasury and Credit Administration department may be shared with TPTF.
	K. Lamoree and Team

	Distribute a FGR settlement example and a clean version of the draft NPRR for Section 7.
	A. Bauld and Team, TPTF Review

	Verify whether ERCOT will be able to provide CCA training for Market Participants. 
	J. Floyd and Team

	Draft NPRRs to reflect other file formats needed to communicate Outage information for the NOM, CRR Network Model, and Annual Planning Model. 
	C. Crews


� The Meeting Attendance covers all days of the TPTF meeting, although some attendees may not have been present for the entire meeting.  


� The Agenda, Key Documents, and Roll-Call Votes for the May 5 – 7, 2008 TPTF meeting may be found at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/05/20080505-TPTF.html" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/05/20080505-TPTF.html�.
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