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Meeting Attendance: 

Voting Attendees:

	Name
	Market Segment
	Representing

	Bailey, Dan
	Municipal
	City of Garland

	Briscoe, Judy
	Independent Power Marketer
	BP Energy (via teleconference)

	Bruce, Mark
	Independent Generator
	FPL Energy

	Fox, Kip
	Investor Owned Utility 
	AEP Corporation

	Greer, Clayton
	Independent Power Marketer
	J. Aron and Company

	Guermouche, Sid
	Municipal
	Austin Energy

	Jackson, James
	Municipal
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Kroskey, Tony
	Cooperative 
	Brazos Electric Power (via teleconference)

	Lovelace, Russell
	Independent Power Marketer
	Shell Energy

	Marsh, Tony
	Independent Power Marketer
	Westar Energy, Inc.

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Independent Power Marketer
	Exelon

	McMurray, Mark
	Independent REP
	Direct Energy

	Reynolds, Jim
	Independent REP
	Power and Gas Consulting 

	Richard, Naomi
	Cooperative
	LCRA

	Spangler, Bob
	Investor Owned Utility
	Luminant 

	Starr, Lee
	Municipal 
	Bryan Texas Utilities

	Trefny, Floyd
	Independent Power Marketer
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Yu, James
	Independent Power Marketer
	Citigroup Energy, Inc. (via teleconference)


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 (via teleconference)

	Atwood, Alan
	Exelon (via teleconference)

	Bailey, Dan
	City of Garland 

	Barrow, Edwin
	CPS Energy San Antonio (via teleconference)

	Blackburn, Don
	Luminant (via teleconference)

	Bogen, David
	Oncor 

	Bradley, Beth
	Aces Power (via teleconference)

	Briscoe, Judy
	BP Energy (via teleconference)

	Brown, Jack
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Castillo, Phyllis
	Reliant Energy, Inc. (via teleconference)

	Chang, Robin
	The Structure Group  (via teleconference)

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading

	Crozier, Richard
	Brownsville Public Utilities

	Dickinson, Ken
	BP Energy (via teleconference)

	Emesih, Valentine
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Erbrick, Michael
	EPIC Merchant Energy L. P. (via teleconference)

	Fehrenbach, Nick
	City of Dallas (via teleconference)

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant Energy, Inc.

	Hoeinghaus, Ronnie
	City of Garland (via teleconference)

	Hudson, Alan
	The Structure Group  (via teleconference)

	Hunter, Amy
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Jeev, Kumar
	DC Energy (via teleconference)

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics

	Krajecki, Jim
	APX

	Lucas, Ross
	Sungard (via teleconference)

	Marchelli, Mario
	Shell Energy (via teleconference)

	Marx, Eddie
	Power Costs, Inc. (via teleconference)

	Milberg, Sadao
	DC Energy

	Morley, Kevin
	CenterPoint Energy (via teleconference)

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA (via teleconference)

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy San Antonio

	Palani, Ananth
	EnergyCo Marketing and Trading (via teleconference)

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

	Rexrode, Caryn
	Customized Energy Solutions (via teleconference)

	Ross, Trina
	AEP

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA 

	Stanfield, Leonard
	CPS Energy San Antonio (via teleconference)

	Sullins, Lia
	Shell Energy (via teleconference)

	Sundhararajan, Srini
	Grenence

	Wallace, Micah
	Sungard (via teleconference)

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy Trading (via teleconference)

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Covington


ERCOT Staff:

	Name

	Anderson, SallyRose 

	Ashbaugh, Jackie (via teleconference)

	Boddeti, Murali (via teleconference)

	Boren, Ann (via teleconference)

	Brenner, Tobi (via teleconference)

	Bridges, Stacy 

	Carmen, Travis (via teleconference)

	Caufield, Dennis (via teleconference)

	Clark, Steven (via teleconference)

	Clarke, Linda (via teleconference)

	Colmenero, Christina (via teleconference)

	Cote, Daryl 

	Day, Betty (via teleconference)

	Decuir, Kim (via teleconference)

	Economides, Brett (via teleconference)

	Garza, Beth 

	Gonzalez, Ino (via teleconference)

	Hensley, Sarah (via teleconference)

	Hilton, Keely (via teleconference)

	Hinsley, Ron

	Hobbs, Kristi (via teleconference)

	Kasparian, Ken (via teleconference)

	Kerr, Stephen (via teleconference)

	Krishnaswamy, Sankara (via teleconference)

	Kunz, Burton (via teleconference)

	Lamoree, Karen 

	Landry, Kelly (via teleconference)

	Levine, John (via teleconference)

	Madden, Terry (via teleconference)

	Martinez, Adam 

	Matlock, Robert (via teleconference)

	Mereness, Matt (via teleconference)

	Mickey, Joel

	Middleton, Scott (via teleconference)

	Moorty, Sainath

	Moseley, John (via teleconference)

	Nixon, Murray (via teleconference)

	Opheim, Calvin (via teleconference)

	Patterson, Mark

	Peljto, Haso (via teleconference)

	Ply, Janet

	Ragsdale, Kenneth

	Raina, Gokal (via teleconference)

	Reedy, Steve

	Rickerson, Woody

	Rose, Erica (via teleconference)

	Shahkar, Alizera (via teleconference)

	Shaw, Pamela (via teleconference)

	Spells, Vanessa

	Surendran, Resmi (via teleconference)

	Tucker, Carrie (via teleconference)

	Wattles, Paul (via teleconference)

	White, Steve (via teleconference)

	Wise, Joan (via teleconference)

	Yan, Kangning (via teleconference)

	Zani, Rachelle (via teleconference)


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

Call to Order

Stacy Bridges called the TPTF meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, September 22, 2008.

Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Bridges 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. Bridges reviewed the agenda for the two-day meeting. Bob Spangler requested that the Quick Response Working Group (QRWG) discussion of issues affecting Quick Start Units be moved to Tuesday.
Confirm Future Meetings

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

· October 13 – 14, 2008

· October 27 – 29, 2008

· November 10 – 11, 2008

· November 24 – 26, 2008

Nodal Status Report

Ron Hinsley discussed the status of the nodal program. 
Mr. Hinsley confirmed that the new integrated program schedule would not be released until the new cost-benefit analysis for the nodal program had been completed as recently requested by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT). 

Mr. Hinsley noted that controlling program scope was integral to the success of the new schedule and that requests for system changes should be curtailed. He noted that TPTF had recently requested changes to the System Implementation Group (SIG) white papers, but ERCOT was planning to move forward with the papers as written unless future testing reveals any of the design components to be unfeasible. He confirmed that ERCOT will keep TPTF informed of any issues that may develop as testing progresses, but the primary focus at this stage in the program is to keep scope under control. 

Market Participants requested that ERCOT clarify its current change process during a future TPTF meeting. 
Mr. Hinsley discussed NPRR131, Ancillary Service (AS) Trades with ERCOT. TPTF previously recognized the essentiality status for NPRR131 to be “Approved Post Go-Live” and requested that ERCOT return with an Impact Analysis (IA) to discuss whether the essentiality status may be changed to “Needed for Go-Live.” Because NPRR131 poses significant impacts for the Market Management System (MMS), conducting the IA will require support from Subject Matter Experts (SMEs) who are unavailable at this time. Mr. Hinsley recommended waiting to conduct the IA at a future time, prior to nodal go-live, when the requisite human resources become available. No one objected to this approach. 
Projects Status Updates (See Key Documents)
Adam Martinez discussed the status of nodal projects, including the Network Model Management System (NMMS), Energy Management System (EMS), MMS, Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR), Commercial Systems (COMS), Integration and Product Testing (INT), and the Enterprise Integration Project (EIP). Nodal Project Managers were in attendance to support the discussion.

Mr. Martinez noted that the new web services recently published in the EIP External Interfaces Specification v1.16 had been deployed to the Nodal Sandbox. He confirmed that the EIP External Interfaces Specification v1.16 had been reviewed by the Application Programming Interface (API) Subgroup and that the document would be circulated to TPTF for final review and approval. He announced that the formal API Subgroup will be dissolved and that the conduit for communicating web-services information will be provided by the Early Delivery Systems (EDS) 3 market calls. Mr. Martinez requested a Market Participant to volunteer to assume moderation of the GoogleTM Group formerly maintained by the API Subgroup so that interested Market Participants may continue to use it as a peer-to-peer network. In the interim, Market Participants should direct any API-related questions to the EDS 3 e-mailbox at eds3@ercot.com. 
Mr. Martinez discussed the EIP metrics, noting that the design metric is 97% compete with one outstanding interface (i.e., NMMS to MMS) and that the construction metric is 85% complete with four outstanding interfaces (i.e., NMMS to MMS, Registration to Settlements and Billing, Outage Scheduler to EMS, and MMS to Credit Monitoring and Management). Stephen Kerr took an action item to provide more information to TPTF regarding the design and construction metrics so that TPTF members may develop a clearer understanding of the work remaining that remains. 
Mr. Martinez announced that the nodal program is planning to roll out a template to help manage project reporting to TPTF. The template is intended to ensure consistency in the project information reported to TPTF and to make it easier for TPTF to track project progress from one reporting cycle to the next. The template is slated to debut at TPTF during the October 13 – 14, 2008 TPTF meeting. 

Outage Scheduler Update

Woody Rickerson discussed the status of Outage Scheduler changes previously requested by Market Participants.

RE: Ability to Enter Cumulative Values for Deratings

Mr. Rickerson noted that Market Participants had previously requested the ability to enter values for deratings on a cumulative basis in the Outage Scheduler so that users will not have to supplant previous entries with new ones each time deratings values change. 

RE: Ability to Enter Outages 

Mr. Rickerson noted that TPTF had previously requested new functionality to allow Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) and Resource Entities (REs) owning transmission equipment to be able to enter their own Outages in the nodal Outage Scheduler. Vendor estimates to incorporate the corresponding system changes placed the initial price tag between $500,000 and $1 million—and the cost is only expected to increase as additional expenditures are made to provide Outage Scheduler training to Market Participants who will need to the acquire the familiarity and experience necessary to reliably engage the Outage-coordination processes. The current Market Participant Identity Management (MPIM) implementation will also need to be adjusted to reflect any new user roles related to the requested changes. Mr. Rickerson noted that although TPTF’s verbal request for the new Outage Scheduler functionality was previously communicated to the ERCOT Change Control Board (CCB), the CCB determined that the current nodal Outage Scheduler is adequate as built and that the new requested functionality is unnecessary for nodal go-live. Mr. Rickerson noted that if TPTF desires to continue vetting its change request for the nodal Outage Scheduler with the CCB, then it will be necessary to document the request in a System Change Request (SCR) to be formally submitted to the CCB for consideration. Mr. Rickerson noted that other Outage Scheduler concerns were still open for discussion pending the outcome of an SCR submittal. Naomi Richard volunteered to work offline with Mr. Rickerson to draft an initial SCR to address TPTF’s requested system changes. 
Market Participants requested that ERCOT clarify the SCR process. Joel Mickey noted that he would confer with Troy Anderson regarding the mechanics of the current SCR process. 
Consider Approval of meeting minutes (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Bridges reviewed comments for the draft August 25 – 27, 2008 and September 8 – 9, 2008 TPTF meeting minutes. 

Market Participants requested that Mr. Bridges inquire with ERCOT Market Rules regarding the status of revisions for Nodal Protocols Section 1, Overview.
Market Participants also requested that Kenneth Ragsdale be asked to review Reliant comments for the September 8 – 9, 2008 TPTF meeting minutes to confirm his agreement with any changes prior to TPTF approval. Mr. Bridges continued the discussion of meeting minutes on Tuesday (see “Approval of Meeting Minutes—Continued” below).

EDS Status Update (See Key Documents)
Daryl Cote discussed the status of EDS, including recent State Estimator convergence statistics, the upcoming Focused Input Testing to support State Estimator and Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED), and recent progress for resolving telemetry issues as indicated on the EDS dashboards. Mr. Cote discussed ERCOT’s plans for the next four months of EDS activities, noting that the only new activity will be the Focused Input Testing for State Estimator and SCED. No other new test initiatives or functionality is planned for the EDS environment over the next four months. Mr. Cote confirmed that the eight-hour Load Frequency Control (LFC) test previously planned for October 2008 has been deferred and will not be performed during the next four months. 
Mr. Cote announced that the Focused Input Test II WebExTM kick-off meeting was scheduled for October 1, 2008 and that a Nodal Resource Registration Data Deep-Dive WebExTM meeting was scheduled for September 25, 2008 to cover registration-related topics, including the ongoing process for closing activities related to the Resource Asset Registration Forms (RARFs). 

Russell Lovelace noted that many of the reports and extracts identified in the Nodal Data Services Master List (NDSML) did not indicate the file formats in which they will be provided, and he inquired when Market Participants may expect to see the NDSML updated with more details regarding formatting specifications. Mr. Mickey took the action item to talk with Janet Ply and other ERCOT staff to determine when such updates will become available. 
Readiness Update (See Key Documents) 

Karen Lamoree presented an update on the status of ERCOT and Market Participant Readiness Metrics. 

Readiness Metrics Inventory Updates (See Key Documents)
Ms. Lamoree and SallyRose Anderson discussed proposals to revise, close, and remove selected readiness metrics. They also introduced one new readiness metric for EDS 4. 
RE: Proposed Metric Revisions

Ms. Lamoree and Ms. Anderson discussed MP21, Wind Generation Resource (WGR) Inter-Control Center Communication Protocol (ICCP) Telemetry, noting that it was previously remanded to TPTF by the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on September 4, 2008 to clarify ambiguity regarding the manner in which QSEs and WGRs will be reflected in the metric measurements published to the Nodal Readiness Scorecard. Ms. Anderson discussed recent minor revisions to metric MP21 and described the mechanics of reporting it on the scorecard. She noted that when survey results are published to the scorecard, Market Participants will be able to drill down to the WGR level for MP21 to see the corresponding Red-Amber-Green (RAG) status, which will be displayed without a QSE association. She confirmed that QSEs will not be impacted in the roll-up status reflected on the scorecard. Ms. Anderson made additional revisions to the metric as recommended by TPTF, including revisions to clarify that WGRs may submit their meteorological data either directly to ERCOT or through their selected QSE. Mark Bruce moved to endorse ERCOT moving forward with Readiness Metric MP21 as revised by TPTF on September 22, 2008. Mr. Spangler seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the Municipal and Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segments. The Consumer Market Segment was not represented for the vote. 

RE: Proposed Metric Closures

Ms. Lamoree and Ms. Anderson solicited TPTF feedback regarding the approach to be used in recognizing completion for Readiness Metrics, including the types of information and documentation that TPTF will need to review when evaluating completion for metrics. Pending TPTF feedback, Ms. Lamoree proposed that TPTF consider recognizing completion for the following Readiness Metrics:

· CRR2, Develop Transmission Congestion Right (TCR) to CRR Transition Plan 

· CRR3, Operation of Monthly CRR Auction and Allocation 

· CRR5, Operation of Annual CRR Auction and Allocation 

· N1, ERCOT Telemetry Alarm Processing 

· N2, ERCOT Telemetry/ICCP System Failover 

· EMO5, Verify Area Control Error (ACE) Performance 

· EMO6, QSE Response to Dispatch 

· R2, Develop Texas Nodal Market Launch Plan 

Market Participants noted that these metrics will need to be active during future regression testing, so closing them at this time may be premature. TPTF requested that ERCOT schedule a general discussion on the October 13 – 14, 2008 TPTF agenda to consider the best approach to evaluating completion for readiness metrics. It was noted that the CRR team would be available on Tuesday to discuss the CRR metrics in more detail (see “Closure for CRR Metrics” below). 
RE: Proposed Metric Removal

Ms. Lamoree and Ms. Anderson proposed removing metric CO9, Verify Financial Transfer and Processing, from the Active Readiness Metric Inventory. TPTF recommended keeping this metric open and requested that ERCOT Finance be asked to suggest revisions to clarify the financial transfer process that will be performed during the “Penny Test.”
RE: New Readiness Metric for EDS 4

Ms. Lamoree and Ms. Anderson introduced MP23, Outage Scheduler Trials Participation—a new Market Participant metric to measure Outage Scheduler participation during EDS 4. Market Participants suggested that the metric may need to be revised to reflect a 100% participation requirement for TSPs. It was noted that the proposed new metric will be distributed to TPTF Review following the meeting. 
Process Update (See Key Documents)
Mark Patterson discussed the Adjustment Period Supplemental Ancillary Services Market (SASM) Process. 
Regarding other process documents currently in circulation, Mr. Patterson noted that: 

· A discussion of market comments for the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) Process will be scheduled during a future TPTF meeting
· The Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC) Procedure, as updated to reflect TPTF feedback from the previous meeting, was at TPTF Review through October 10, 2008
· The Real-Time Process Flow and Business Procedure will be distributed to TPTF Review and will be scheduled for discussion during the October 13 – 14, 2008 TPTF agenda

SIG White Papers (See Key Documents)
Kenneth Ragsdale discussed the SIG0002 Private Use Networks (PUNs) white paper, noting that Market Participants previously expressed concern that the approach for submitting Ramp Rates as described in the white paper would require many Market Participants to make changes to their systems and to re-submit their RARFs to reflect additional Ramp-Rate information. To address these concerns, Mr. Ragsdale presented some options for submitting Ramp Rates to ERCOT. TPTF discussed the options and Mr. Ragsdale revised the options as recommended by TPTF, as follows:
· Option #1 (as currently in the SIG paper)
· All Resources submit Ramp Rates as a function of gross output

· Need to clarify in the RARF that Ramp Rates should be provided as a function of gross output; many Resources will need to resubmit
· All ramp rates for all units in ERCOT would be submitted consistently (as a function of gross output)

· No change to the structure of the RARF

· No change to NMMS, MMS, or EIP

· Proceed with change to EMS already identified and expected
· Option #2 (including revisions recommended by TPTF) 
· The Ramp Rates submitted for PUN units shall be a function of gross; all other units shall be submitted as a function of net; the PUN flag is used as the indicator

· RARF clarification is required; some Resources may need to resubmit

· Submittals throughout ERCOT would NOT be consistent

· No change required to NMMS since the existing PUN flag on generating resources will be used

· Change required to EMS
· EMS would need to be configured to use the PUN flag and perform differently based on the PUN flag; requires change request

· Option #3  
· Have PUNs send the telemetered net ramp rate to calculate the High-Dispatch Limit (HDL) and Low-Dispatch Limit (LDL) from the QSE for each generator

· Performance criteria for the telemetered values needs to be developed and implemented

· There may be Independent Market Monitor (IMM) archiving issues

· Verify calculations of HDL, LDL, and SCED-Up/Down Ramp Rates

Mr. Ragsdale agreed to distribute the revised options for Market Participants to review overnight in preparation for additional discussion on Tuesday afternoon (see “SIG White Papers—Continued” below).

Meeting Recess and Resumption

Mr. Mickey recessed the meeting at 5:55 p.m. on Monday, September 22, 2008. The meeting resumed and was called to order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, September 23, 2008.

Approval of Meeting Minutes—Continued (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Bridges resumed discussion of market comments for the draft August 25 – 27, 2008 and September 8 – 9, 2008 TPTF meeting minutes. Mr. Bridges confirmed that Mr. Ragsdale had reviewed Reliant comments as requested by TPTF and had suggested minor edits, but he confirmed the comments were acceptable as submitted. Mr. Trefny moved to approve the minutes from the August 25 – 27, 2008 and September 8 – 9, 2008 TPTF meetings as amended by market comments. James Jackson seconded the motion. The motion carried by unanimous voice vote. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented for the vote.  
NPRR152, References to Section 22 Attachments 

John Levine discussed NPRR152. No market comments were received during the TPTF Review ending September 18, 2008. TPTF did not recommend any additional changes to the NPRR. Mr. Trefny inquired when TPTF could expect to see the remaining synchronizing changes for Nodal Protocols Section 1, Overview. Mr. Levine noted that a draft NPRR was in process and should be available in the October 2008 timeframe. Tony Marsh moved to endorse NPRR152 as posted by Market Rules and submitted to TPTF on September 23, 2008 and to recognize it as “Needed for Go-Live.” Mark McMurray seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and three abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) (1) and IPM (2) Market Segments. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented for the vote. 

NPRR140, Revision to CRR Obligation Margin Adder (See Key Documents)
Beth Garza noted that TPTF had previously requested that ERCOT SMEs address market comments for NPRR140 so as to align them with the current CRR system implementation. Ms. Garza discussed the resulting ERCOT comments as recently posted. Ms. Garza revised the comments to incorporate TPTF feedback, including the request that the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS), or another subcommittee deemed to be appropriate, be asked to determine the initial values for the equation variables identified in NPRR140 (i.e., the adder and multiplier variables (A and M) for calculating the additional credit requirement for awarded Point-To-Point (PTP) Obligations and the parameters (X and Y) that will be used to determine Auction Clearing Price Exposure (ACPE)). Ms. Richard moved to endorse forwarding formal TPTF comments for NPRR140 to the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) as discussed by TPTF on September 23, 2008 and to recognize NPRR140 as "Needed for Go-Live." Lee Star seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and four abstentions from the Municipal (1), IOU (1) and IPM (2) Market Segment. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented for the vote. 

TPTF discussed additional market comments for NPRR140 as submitted by DC Energy and recommended that the comments be submitted independently for consideration by PRS.

Discuss recent updates for the CRR Conceptual System Design (See Key Documents)  

Ms. Garza discussed recent updates to synchronize the CRR Conceptual System Design (CSD) with the current CRR system implementation. She noted that the need for the documentation synchronizations had surfaced during discussions for NPRR140, and she confirmed that the updated CRR CSD will be distributed to TPTF Review. She noted that the Business Requirements, which were also updated with synchronizing changes, will be distributed along with the CSD. Steven Reedy provided a presentation detailing changes in the budget-constraint equations affecting CRR Account Holders and Counter Parties. TPTF requested that the CRR team put together a review package including the CRR Business Requirements, the CRR CSD, and Mr. Reedy’s presentation slides and then distribute that package to TPTF Review once PRS considers and acts upon NPRR140. 

TCR to CRR Transition Plan (See Key Documents) 

Ms. Garza discussed recent revisions to synchronize the TCR to CRR Transition Plan with PRR743, TCR Transition to CRR, as recently approved by the ERCOT Board of Directors (hereafter, The Board). No comments for the document were received during the TPTF Review ending September 12, 2008. Ms. Garza noted that the TCR to CRR Transition Plan would be distributed to TPTF Review for a second round of review following the meeting and noticed for possible vote by both TPTF and WMS in October 2008 en route to the November 2008 TAC meeting. 
Closure for CRR Metrics 
Ms. Garza invited feedback from TPTF regarding the types of information and documentation that TPTF may desire to review when evaluating completion for the following CRR metrics:

· CRR2, Develop TCR to CRR Transition Plan

· CRR3, Operation of Monthly CRR Auction and Allocation

· CRR5, Operation of Annual CRR Auction and Allocation

Market Participants noted that it may be premature to recognize closure for CRR metrics at this time and requested that the approach to closing CRR metrics be included as part of the general metrics discussion to be scheduled on the October 13 – 14, 2008 TPTF agenda. 

QRWG Update

Shams Siddiqi provided an update to TPTF regarding the QRWG conference call held on September 19, 2008 to discuss RUC-dispatch issues affecting Quick-Start Resources. Mr. Siddiqi summarized the conclusions from the conference call, noting that the topic of RUC-dispatch issues had been expanded to include all Generation Resources, not just Quick-Start Resources, and that the QRWG was recommending that the issues be addressed through Business Processes rather than through system changes. It was noted that the QRWG will continue discussing this topic during a QRWG meeting in October and then report the results back to TPTF (meeting details to be determined). It was requested that following the meeting ERCOT redistribute the ERCOT RUC Procedure through TPTF Review for a second round of review to allow Market Participants to comment specifically upon how the ERCOT RUC Procedure might be updated to address RUC-commitment issues for all Resources.

Mr. Siddiqi noted that the following additional issues related to RUC dispatch had been identified for inclusion on the QRWG list of active issues:

· The current Nodal Protocols do not require Hourly-RUC (HRUC) processes to consider the availability of Non-Spin Reserve Service (Non-Spin) capacity that could be used to address short-term capacity needs 

· The current Nodal Protocols do not address the potential need to cancel a RUC dispatch instruction

Mr. Spangler noted that one other active issue still remained from the original QRWG list as distributed in May 2008:

· Potential for reduced AS Offers into a SASM given the AS Offer re-submittal rules for un-struck DAM AS Offers linked to a Three -Part Offer

The above active issues will be scheduled for future discussion at TPTF in coordination with the QRWG.

SIG White Papers—Continued (See Key Documents) 

Mr. Ragsdale continued the discussion of SIG white papers.

RE: SIG0020 Rounding of Megawatt (MW) Values White Paper 

Mr. Ragsdale discussed updates to the SIG0020 Rounding of MW Values white paper to reflect recent vendor discussions regarding the approach to rounding and truncating MW values. No additional revisions were recommended by TPTF. Mr. Trefny moved to endorse the white paper SIG0020 Rounding of MW Values v5.3 as submitted to TPTF on September 23, 2008. Mr. McMurray seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 80% in favor, no abstentions, and one opposing vote from Municipal Market Segment. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented for the vote. 

RE: SIG0002 PUNs White Paper 

Mr. Ragsdale continued the discussion of options for submitting Ramp Rates to ERCOT as described in the revised presentation slides that were distributed for overnight review. Mr. Mickey reminded TPTF that The Board had previously instructed the nodal program to avoid scope changes unless they were necessary to avoid Nodal Protocol compliance or technical feasibility issues. Ms. Ply noted that implementing Option #2 (including revisions recommended by TPTF as described in the presentation slides) will affect data collection efforts on the critical path identified in the new schedule, will cause significant impacts to EMS, and will affect the approach to collecting Ramp-Rate data for the RARF, which might in turn impede ERCOT moving forward with the Nodal Resource Registration Data Deep-Dive Review scheduled for September 25, 2008. TPTF discussed the options further and recommended ERCOT moving forward with Option #2 (including revisions recommended by TPTF as described in the presentation slides) and its corresponding IA. Ms. Richard moved to endorse SIG0002 PUNs v0.26, except to reflect the following:

· The net Ramp Rates submitted for PUN units shall be a function of gross MW output 

· All other units shall be submitted as a function of net MW output

· The PUN flag from Common Information Model (CIM) is used as the indicator. 

Mr. Spangler requested a friendly amendment Me. Richard’s motion to indicate that in addition to evaluating impacts to implement the PUN flag described in Option #2, ERCOT evaluate the impacts to implement a generic flag applicable to all Resources, not just PUNs. Ms. Richard declined the amendment, noting that the additional time needed to analyze impacts for implementing the generic flag might unnecessarily delay Option #2. Mr. Trefny seconded the motion. The motion carried by roll-call vote with 100% in favor and two abstentions from the IOU and IPM Market Segments. The Independent Generator and Consumer Market Segments were not represented for the vote. 

It was noted that the IA for and corresponding white-paper updates reflecting the TPTF-endorsed option described above will be discussed further during a future TPTF meeting

Adjournment of Meeting

Mr. Mickey adjourned the TPTF meeting at 2:10 p.m. on Tuesday, September 23, 2008.
Action Items:

	New Action Items Identified
	Responsible Party

	· Confer with Mr. Anderson regarding the mechanics of the current SCR process and schedule a clarifying discussion during a future TPTF meeting

· Confer with Ms. Ply and other ERCOT staff to determine when the NDSML will be updated with additional formatting specifications
	J. Mickey,
S. Bridges



	· Distribute the following documents to TPTF Review:

· EIP External Interface Specification v1.16 
· CRR review package (pending PRS action on NPRR140):

· CRR Business Requirements
· CRR CSD
· Presentation slides detailing updates to the CRR CSD
· TCR to CRR Transition Plan v1.01

· ERCOT RUC Procedure (second round of review to follow the October QRWG meeting)

· Inquire with ERCOT Market Rules regarding the timeframe for posting synchronizing changes for Nodal Protocols Section 1
· Schedule general discussion on the October 13 – 14, 2008 TPTF agenda to consider the best approach to evaluating completion for nodal Readiness Metrics
	S. Bridges,

TPTF Review



	Provide TPTF with more information regarding the design and development work remaining for interfaces reflected in the EIP design and construction metrics
	S. Kerr

	Ask ERCOT Finance to suggest revisions for metric CO9 to clarify the financial transfer process that will be performed during the “Penny Test”
	K. Lamoree,
S. Anderson

	Discuss the IA and white-paper updates for the SIG0002 PUNs white paper during a future TPTF meeting
	TBD


� The Meeting Attendance covers both 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 September 22 – 23, 2008 TPTF meeting may be found at:  


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/09/20080922-TPTF" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/09/20080922-TPTF�.
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