COPS Communication Working Group Meeting
June 24, 2008

1. Antitrust Admonition
a. Read by Michelle

2. Welcome/Introductions

a. Introduction of Attendees
i. In Person
1. Michelle Trenary – Tenaska 

2. Jennifer Frederick - Direct 

3. Phyllis Castillo – Reliant

4. Art Deller – ERCOT

5. Jonathan Levine - ERCOT

6. Brittany Smith - Tenaska 

ii. On the Phone

1. None

b. Agenda Overview

i. Michelle reviewed agenda

c. Approve May 20th CCWG Notes

i. Posted to website at:  http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/06/20080624-CCWG.html 
ii. Approved as posted

3. Michelle received an email asking if CCWG would be able to look into whether ERCOT notices can be posted on the ERCOT Website so that individuals do not have to save the notices. 
a. Art stated that all notices sent through the new list serve tool are being archived at the following link:  https://lists.ercot.com 
i. User must login to the list serve tool

ii. Archived emails can be found under the individual distribution lists
1. Emails will archive under any list that was used for distribution of the email
iii. Anything sent before the new tool are not archived on the website but could be provided by ERCOT if necessary.  Market Participants may contact their Client Services Representative to request a copy of a specific market notice.
4. COPMG Outline and Nodal Content

a. COPMG Outline Update

b. Review of draft COPMGRR for Appendix A
i. Will be reviewed at July CCWG Meeting to allow for 21 Day Comment Period

c. Review Section 6 – Commercial System Model (Art and Kyle)

i. This is still under development and will be reviewed at July meeting

d. Review Section 8 – Settlement Statement and Detail (Jennifer and Judy)

i. This is still under development and will be reviewed at July meeting

e. Review Section 10 – CRRs (Michelle)

i. CCWG asked that ERCOT review Section 10 and bring any suggested changes to the July meeting
1. Michelle will update with suggestions from meeting and provide to ERCOT for review

ii. Need to decide whether we want to include calculations where the formulas are already included in Protocol or whether we should just reference the formula in Protocol
1. May be better to suggest that they be better explained in Protocol rather than adding the calculations to the guide
2. Section 8 – Explain the totals seen on the invoices but explanations of calculations will be found in the applicable sections 
f. Other Sections

i. Updated assignment of Sections in Work Plan Document
ii. Following Sections will be brought to the July meeting for review

1. Section 12 – Renewable Energy Credits
a. Brittany 

1. Section 9 – Short Pay and Market Participant Default Process

a. Jennifer 

b. This is strictly from the QSE perspective

c. Look to Section 16 of Protocol for guidance
i. How to get short pay notice

ii. How to calculate load/ration share

iii. How to shadow 

5. Review of COPS Procedures and By-Laws

a. Review Chuck Moore’s edits of the COPS Procedures
i. Reviewed changes as provided to the CCWG list serve

b. Discuss how to clarify confusion around TAC and COPS procedures

i. ERCOT’s best practices for meetings may be reviewed in Ann Boren’s presentation, Technical Advisory Committee Procedures at:  http://www.ercot.com/committees/board/tac/index.html 
ii. Suggestion was made to add language to the COPS Procedures concerning the posting of agendas and agenda voting items as follows:
1. As provided in the ERCOT Bylaws, all meetings of the Commercial Operations Subcommittee shall be called by the Chair and all such meeting notices shall be sent in writing (including email or fax) to each member not less than one (1) week prior to the meeting.  All agenda items materials requiring a vote of COPS, must be provided at least one week prior to the meetings unless an Emergency Condition should suggest otherwise.  Any such Emergency Condition shall be by consent of a majority of the members of COPS.  

iii. Market Rules will review the updated Procedures and provide any necessary comments

6. Review of Nodal Protocols for MIS Posting Requirements

a. Review and discuss any gaps that may exist between the required MIS posting requirements in the Nodal Protocols and the MIS postings desired by Stakeholders
i. Individuals should continue to review these requirements and should pay special attention to Market Notice Requirements because section 12.2.1 prevents ERCOT from posting anything other than what is in the Protocols so there could be areas where things are missed and not noticed to the Market 

1. Prototype of the MIS tool will be brought to the MIS User Group

7. Additional Items
i. See item number 3. of these notes.
8. Next Meeting Preparation

a. Identify Agenda Items

b. Identify to-do items before next meetings
i. ERCOT review Section 10 and provide comments
1. Michelle provide to ERCOT (Jonathan)
ii. Complete Section 6 for review (Kyle Miller)
iii. Complete Section 8 for review (Jennifer Frederick)
iv. Draft Section 12 for review (Brittany Smith)
v. Draft Section 9 for review (Jennifer Frederick)

c. Select Next Meeting Date – Send and email to Sheila Letkeman requesting the meeting

i. July 22nd
ii. August 19th 

iii. September 23rd
iv. October 21st
v. November 18th 

vi. December – conference call if needed

9. Adjourn 

