APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

ERCOT Austin – 7620 Metro Center Drive – Austin, Texas 78744

Thursday, November 7, 2008 – 9:30am – 4:00pm

Attendance
Members:

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation
	

	Barrow, Les
	CPS Energy
	

	Belk, Brad
	LCRA
	

	Bivens, Danny
	OPUC
	

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Brown, Jeff
	Shell Energy
	

	Bruce, Mark
	FPL Energy
	

	Comstock, Read
	Direct Energy
	

	Dreyfus, Mark
	Austin Energy
	

	Greer, Clayton
	J Aron & Company
	

	Gurley, Larry
	Luminant Energy
	

	Hendrick, Eric
	Stream Energy
	

	Houston, John
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Johnson, Eddie
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	Alt. Rep. for H. Lenox

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Lewis, William
	Cirro Group
	

	Madden, Steve
	StarTex Power
	Alt. Rep. for M. Zlotnik

	McCalla, David
	GEUS
	

	Moss, Steven
	First Choice Power
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Robinson, Oscar
	Austin White Lime Company
	

	Ross, Richard
	AEP
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	

	Smith, Bill
	Air Liquide
	

	Troutman, Jennifer
	AEP
	Alt. Rep. for R. Ross (afternoon only)

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy Trading
	


The following proxies were assigned:
· William Lewis to Steve Madden

· Shannon McClendon to Danny Bivens 
· John Sims to Eddie Johnson

· Henry Wood to Eddie Johnson

Guests:

	Adib, Parviz
	APX
	

	Barry, Victor
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Bevill, Rob
	GMEC
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz Power
	

	Clay, Ryan
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Crozier, Richard
	Brownsville 
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Downey, Marty
	TriEagle Energy
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Firestone, Joel
	Direct Energy
	

	Fox, Kip
	AEP
	

	Frederick, Jennifer
	Direct Energy
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Jaussaud, Danielle
	PUCT
	

	Jones, Don
	Reliant
	

	Liebmann, Diana
	E.ON
	

	McDonald, Mike
	EMMT
	

	Moore, Chuck
	Direct Energy
	

	Moore, John
	E.ON
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA 
	

	Owens, Frank
	TMPA
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	Reliant Energy
	

	Quinn, Michael
	Oncor
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Robinson, Lane
	Babcock Brown
	

	Rocha, Paul
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Rome, Evan
	PUCT
	

	Rowley, Chris
	TXU
	

	Schubert, Eric
	BPEC
	

	Schwarz, Brad
	EON
	

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate and Associates
	

	Smith, Mark
	Chaparral, CMC, NULR
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Starr, Lee
	Bryan Texas Utilities
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Sundhararajan, Srini
	Grenenle, LLC
	

	Torrent, Gary
	OPC
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental Chemical Corp.
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	DME
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Day, Betty
	
	

	Doggett, Trip
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Goodman, Dale
	
	

	Gonzales, Ino
	
	

	Grable, Mike
	
	Via Teleconference

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Landin, Yvette
	
	

	Patterson, Mark
	
	

	Staples, Robert
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
TAC Chair Mark Dreyfus called the meeting to order at 9:35 a.m., and requested that teleconference attendees employ their mute buttons when not speaking, and refrain from placing the call on hold.  Mr. Dreyfus reviewed assigned proxies and Alternate Representatives.
Antitrust Admonition
Mr. Dreyfus directed attention to the Antitrust Admonition, which was displayed.  A copy of the Antitrust Guidelines was available for review.  
ERCOT Board of Directors (Board) Update (see Key Documents)
Mr. Dreyfus reported that the Board met on October 21, 2008 and approved Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 765, Time Of Use Revisions; and remanded PRR769, EECP Media Appeal Change, to TAC.  Mr. Dreyfus also reported Board approval of Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 102, Implementation of PUC Subst. R. 25.505(f), Publication of Resource and Load Information. with minor changes; NPRR124, Resource Node Updated Definitions, also with minor changes; NPRR113, Load Resource Type Indicator for Ancillary Service (AS) Trades and Self-Arranged AS; NPRR122, Simplify Ancillary Services Settlement Formulas; NPRR129, Section 15, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols; and NPRR144, Five RUC Deployments Needed Before Requiring Verifiable Costs.  Kristi Hobbs noted that ERCOT confirmed that systems are in compliance with the language in Section 15, Customer Registration, questioned in NPRR129.
Mr. Dreyfus also reported that after much discussion, the Board approved the ERCOT-proposed Ancillary Service Procurement methodology, and directed ERCOT to report on additional costs due to the methodology at the February 2009 Board meeting; that the Board approved a simplified appeals process to be incorporated into the Board Policies and Procedures, and that PRR753, PRR Appeals Process, is still at the Board and will likely be remanded to TAC to address some items not in the procedures; and that the Special Nodal Program Committee had been established to oversee nodal implementation.  
PRR769
Mr. Dreyfus reviewed ERCOT comments to PRR769 in response to Board concerns.  
Brad Belk moved to recommend approval of PRR769 as amended by ERCOT comments.  Oscar Robinson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 

October 2, 2008 
Mark Bruce moved to approve the October 2, 2008 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  Clayton Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

October 8, 2008
Mr. Dreyfus reviewed edits proposed by Richard Ross.  Mr. Bruce suggested additional minor edits.  John Houston moved to approve the October 8, 2008 TAC meeting minutes as amended.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Protocol Revision Subcommittee Report (PRS) (see Key Documents)
Kevin Gresham reported on the recent activities of PRS, and presented PRRs and NPRRs for TAC consideration and provided notice of the withdrawal of NPRR137, Synchronization and Update of Section 21.

PRR770, Deletion of UFE Analysis Zone Language

PRR775, Change the Name of Emergency Electric Curtailment Plan (EECP) to Energy Emergency Alert (EEA)

PRR777, WGR QSE Metric Correction – Urgent
NPRR143, Section 9.9.1, Invoice Recipient Payment to ERCOT for the CRR Auction
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of PRR770, PRR775, PRR777 and NPRR143 as recommended by PRS.  Steven Moss seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR128, Combined Cycle Power Blocks with Multiple Voltage Interconnections

NPRR134, Section 7 Cleanup

NPRR136, Interim Solution for 15-Minute Settlement of Advanced Meters

NPRR138, Credit Monitoring and Management Reports

NPRR139, ACL, EAL, FCE Calculation Updates 
Market Participants discussed that TAC should take the advisement of PRS and the Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) into account in recommending approval of NPRRs; that the ERCOT management review for schedule and budget is a separate process; that any conflict regarding the necessity for nodal implementation would be taken immediately to TPTF; and that NPRR136 is in response to a legislative mandate. 
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR128, NPRR134, NPRR136, NPRR138 and NPRR139 as recommended by PRS.  Randy Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

PRR774, Treatment of Financial Information as Confidential

NPRR148, Treatment of Financial Information as Confidential
Mr. Greer explained J. Aron comments to include the Qualified Scheduling Entity’s (QSE’s) form of credit as Protected Information. Mr. Gresham noted that aggregate credit is displayed in monthly reports to the ERCOT Board.
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of PRR774 and NPRR148 as amended by JAron comments.  Mr. Ross. Seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR138, Credit Monitoring and Management Reports

NPRR145, PPAs as Resource-Specific Verifiable Costs Documentation

PRR773, Setting the LSL Requirement for WGRs
Cesar Seymour moved to recommend approval of NPRR138, NPRR145 and PRR773 as recommended by PRS.  Jeff Brown seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR150, Responsive Reserve Service Offer Floor

Trip Doggett highlighted ERCOT comments that prior to NPRR150, the Nodal Protocols were silent on offer floors for Ancillary Services.  However, with the specification of NPRR150 to set Responsive Reserve Service to a minimum of $0, ERCOT will configure the floor to be $0 for all Ancillary Services, as this is a single value in the Market Management System for all Ancillary Services.  He noted that different Impact Analyses would need to be conducted for setting a different floor for separate Ancillary Services, and that the least expensive system change is to apply the minimum to all Ancillary Services. Bill Smith moved to recommend approval of NPRR150 as amended by ERCOT comments.  Mr. Robinson seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two abstentions in the Independent Generator and the Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segment.
PRR771, Ramp Rate Limitation of 10% per minute of On-Line Capacity for Wind-powered Generation Resources

Paul Rocha reviewed ROS discussion of PRR771and expressed concern that the PRR before TAC was not consistent with the September 2008 ROS decision, and that the current language was provided the day of the October 2008 PRS meeting.  Mr. Bruce expressed appreciation for the work of ROS on PRR771; reviewed FPL Energy comments brought to the October 2008 PRS meeting; stated that the wind community understands the legitimate operational concern raised by ERCOT; and that a prospective requirement is needed.  Mr. Bruce expressed dismay that instantaneous compliance would be placed on any Market Participant with no transition period, and added that the Wind-powered Generation Resource (WGR) community has promised to bring forward additional PRRs to capture existing units in a compliance regime. 

Mr. Bruce moved to recommend approval of PRR771 as recommended by PRS.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that 5% was the originally proposed limitation, but was revised to 10% to address potential unintended market consequences; that the wind community is concerned that limits may not be achievable with manual efforts, and that not all units have the necessary technology at this time for automated ramping; and that efforts are already underway for voluntary compliance among WGRs.  
Market Participants stated further that the issue is more complicated than originally thought; that there must be a commitment to address incumbent Generation; that PRR771 represents only one piece of the solution, and that the wind community is committed to providing additional PRRs to bring older units into compliance.  Mr. Houston noted that the ROS version of PRR771 came out of the February 2008 wind event; that that type of event is likely to repeat; and that ERCOT has a reliability issue in the immediacy, and does not have the luxury of time for compliance.

Mr. Bruce stated that several WGR owners have already brought existing units into compliance with the PRR771 ramp rate standard, and that WGR owners have committed to voluntarily bring additional units into compliance with the new standard, and are developing language needed to address the existing units in the Protocols.  Mr. Bruce added that WGRs are competing for the same materials and labor to install compliant equipment; and that the appropriate action is to define rules for future units, and address existing units as best capable.  The motion carried with one objection from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segment.  

PRR776, Automatic MCPE Adjustment During Intervals of Non-Spinning Reserve Service Deployment – Urgent
Mr. B. Smith moved to recommend approval of PRR776 as amended by Potomac Economics comments of October 31, 2008.  Chris Brewster seconded the motion.  Larry Gurley opined that PRR776 is bad for the market; that ex ante pricing still needs to be addressed; and that the item should be deferred for one month to allow time for more agreement on a resolution.  Market Participants discussed if a motion to table was out of order; if the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) could be directed to review issues for further consensus; and that PRR776 should not be sent to the Board if a better solution might be available with additional work.  Phillip Oldham stated that ex post price adjustments make it difficult for Load to respond to price signals and drive Load participation out of the ERCOT market; that pricing signals must reflect scarcity conditions; and that a vote on PRR776 is urgently needed.
Eric Schubert presented on behalf of BP Energy Company “PRR776 in the Context of the ERCOT Market Design.”  Market Participants discussed that each proposal has some flaw; that further work would produce a solution that would address price signals without subverting the ERCOT market design; that correct and timely price signals are essential in a volatile market; and that fine-tuning could be done at a later time.  Market Participants complained that some comments allege that Market Participants are in violation of the law, and that TAC was an inappropriate body for bringing of such allegations.  
Mr. Dreyfus expressed concern at the loss of passive Load response in the market; and stated that he would be amenable to delaying action for one month to seek clarity on what might be done to achieve valid pricing in Real-Time.  Market Participants discussed that PRR650, Balancing Energy Price Adjustment Due to Non-Spinning Reserve Service Energy Deployment, is flawed and not appropriate; that a delay of one month to determine PRR650’s appropriate replacement would be preferable to repercussions similar to those of PRR650; and that TAC should take action at the December 2008 meeting, even if Market Participants cannot reach consensus.
Mr. B, Smith and Mr. Brewster withdrew the motion and second to recommend approval of PRR776.

Mr. Gurley moved to table PRR776 until the December 4, 2008 TAC meeting.  Ms. Ashley seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that ERCOT would need time to provide updated estimates, if required; that a task force would be able to meet in time to present something for WMS consideration; and that both pricing and transparency should be addressed.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP) Market Segment.  
Commercial Operations Subcommittee  (COPS)Report (see Key Documents)

Lee Starr reviewed recent COPS activities and presented Commercial Operations Market Guide Revision Requests (COPMGRR) and a Load Profiling Guide Revision Request (LPGRR) for TAC consideration.
COPMGRR007, Creating Section 3, Organizational Structure 
COPMGRR008, Alignment of Appendix A with Data Extracts and Reports Service Level Agreement (SLA) 
LPGRR031, Profile Decision Tree Changes for Distributed Renewable Generation – Urgent 
David McCalla moved to approve COPMGRR007 and COPMGRR008 as recommended by COPS and LPGRR031 with an effective date of January 1, 2009.  Mr. Robinson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  

Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Kyle Patrick reviewed recent RMS activities and presented Retail Market Guide Revision Requests (RMGRRs) for TAC consideration.  

RMGRR066, Safety-Net Move-In Process Updates 
RMGRR068, Out-Flow Power from Distributed Renewable Generation Facilities – Urgent 
Mr. R. Jones moved to approve RMGRR066 as recommended by RMS and RMGRR068 with an effective date of January 1, 2009.  Mr. Bruce seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

David Forfia reviewed the ERCOT October 31, 2008 retail transaction processing issue, and noted that substantial number of duplicate and old transactions went out to the market, due to the accidental enabling of the disaster recovery system.  Mr. Forfia noted that the enabling was not the product of a single action, that forensics continue, and that updates would be provided through RMS.  
Renewable Technologies Work Group (RTWG) Report (see Key Documents)
Henry Durrwachter reviewed RTWG meeting highlights and presented for TAC consideration recommended changes to the RTWG charter based on the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) Final Order in Docket No. 33672, Commission Staff’s Petition for Designation of Competitive Renewable Energy Zones.
RTWG Charter
Adrian Pieniazek moved to approve the RTWG charter as revised by RTWG.  Cesar Seymour seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that the PUCT did not request review of integration issues, but only reliability issues; that integration issues contribute to reliability issues; that the TAC should not duplicate the work of ROS, but instead relay ROS’ findings to the PUCT; and that the word “integration” is important to the holistic view of system issues and the thoroughness of the report that TAC will provide to the PUCT.  The motion carried unanimously.
Confirm RTWG Chair and Vice-Chair
Mr. Gurley moved to confirm Henry Durrwachter as chair and Ron Praeter as vice chair of the RTWG.  Mr. Bruce seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Dreyfus noted pressure from the Board to develop alternatives to wind-only QSEs, and options to allocate additional Ancillary Services costs due to wind portfolios.  Mr. Dreyfus requested that the RTWG work on these issues.  
Operating Guide Revision Request (OGRR)208, Voltage Ride-Through (VRT) Requirement (see Key Documents)

Mr. Dreyfus reported that Mike Grable requested that OGRR208 be placed on the day’s agenda to afford TAC the opportunity to consider draft comments to OGRR208, currently being appealed before the Board.  Mr. Grable added that the appeal would be heard at the November 17, 2008 Board meeting, and that the draft comments were developed by appellant parties and ERCOT staff.  Steve Baron reviewed the proposed language.
Market Participants discussed which Competitive Renewable Energy Zone (CREZ) projects would fall into various categories; that some projects will not come into service in 2008 due to financial conditions; and that blanket retroactive application of new technological requirements on existing resources without thorough study is poor policy; and that the proposed language does not preclude the possibility of retroactive application.
Mr. Pieniazek moved that TAC recommend that the Board adopt this language as a resolution of the appeal of OGRR208.  Brandon Whittle seconded the motion.  Market Participants expressed disappointment that a solution to retroactive application of requirements was developed outside of the stakeholder process; that the solution is suitable for WGRs but exposes traditional Generation to expensive equipment upgrades; and that a grandfather date would have been preferable to a study and potential requirement that all equipment would require upgrades.  
Market Participants also discussed that studies should be required by a certain date; and that language should obligate sites to control to their fullest ability. Mr. Rocha expressed concern that language had been brought forward the day before TAC was expected to comment; that grandfathering was remanded for further consideration by ROS; and that the January 1, 2009 date chastised by WGRs was originally brought by WGRs.  Victory Barry added that OGRR208 is a paradigm shift for the region that would have been unnecessary with better foresight, but that efforts are now underway to allow the region to catch up; that if the study shows that substantial amounts of money should be spent retroactively, so be it; and that units that cannot be compliant should not be allowed to run.
Mr. Pieniazek revised his motion to be that TAC recommends that the Board adopt this language as a resolution of the appeal of OGRR208 with the TAC amendment that there be a date certain for the proposed study.  Mr. Whittle accepted the revised motion.
Mr. Grable opined that the comment process was a good-faith effort by all parties to improve unusually trying circumstances, and that while ERCOT does not usually take a position on appeals before the Board, ERCOT cannot refrain from exercising professional judgment.  Mr. Bruce noted that the proposed language was not up for TAC debate and action, but was a courtesy call by ERCOT staff and appellants.  Mr. Bruce expressed disappointment at what he characterized as the market’s inability to effectively manage the political and operational challenges presented by an open access process and technological advances; that studies should have been conducted all along; and that money should be spent to address identified problems, which requires that problems first be identified.  
Mr. Houston expressed appreciation for the dialogue and stated that standards are set in order to prevent Generation from creating a cascade event; that studies are not conducted by the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC); and that a study for a specific region is illogical.
The motion carried on roll call vote, with four objections from the IOU (2) and Municipal (2) Market Segments, and nine abstentions from the Consumer, Independent Generator (2), IOU, IPM, and IREP (4) Market Segments. (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Greer suggested that further consideration should be given to bringing OGRRs to the Board, rather than stopping the process at TAC.
Texas Regional Entity (TRE) Report (see Key Documents)
Mr. Barry reported on the TRE plan to address Load Serving Entity (LSE) issues; Section 800 of the NERC ROP regarding TRE; and TRE’s view of involvement with the ERCOT stakeholder process.  Mr. Barry noted that the TRE reports to the TRE Board of Directors, and to NERC and FERC, though reporting has not been formalized; and added that when the TRE is in an ERCOT stakeholder forum, its goal is to communicate potential risks.  Mr. Barry highlighted that comments regarding LSEs are due at NERC by December 2008, and that meetings are being held each Friday to gather stakeholder input.
Mr. Dreyfus expressed concern that other Regional Entities and System Operators are said to have contentious relationships; that work should continue in developing good communication and working relationship with the TRE; and that informal processes and ad hoc groups are disconcerting and confusing.  Market Participants suggested that a formal standing member committee, parallel to the NERC committee, would be useful for Standards review and revisions. 

TAC and Subcommittee Organizational Review Task Force (TASOR TF) Report (see Key Documents)
Market Credit Work Group (MCWG) Formation
Mr. Bruce reviewed recent TASOR TF activities, and presented the TASOR TF recommendation for the formation of the MCWG for TAC consideration.  Market Participants discussed that the Credit Work Group will continue to report directly to the Board; that Market Participants need regular input from credit professionals; that entities would have to send credit specialists to additional meetings; and that the WMS will form the MCWG only with the clear direction of TAC.
Mr. R. Jones moved that the TAC chair direct WMS to establish the MCWG according to the TASOR TF recommendation.  Mr. Belk seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the IOU Market Segment, and seven abstentions from the Cooperative (4), IOU, and Municipal (2) Market Segments.  
Mr. Bruce reviewed the Critical Infrastructure Protection Working Group (CIPWG) recommendation, noting that current CIP representatives do not meet the rules for ERCOT representation, but are filing comments on behalf of the ERCOT region; and that the Critical Infrastructure Protection Advisory Group (CIPAG) has been invited to reorganize under ROS, and should be able to develop closed-meeting procedures along the same lines as the Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG), for those instances when sensitive and protected data will be reviewed.

Mr. Dreyfus expressed concern that individuals are purporting to represent stakeholders without being part of the stakeholder process, and that the group should be drawn in to the formal vetting structure.  Market Participants discussed whether a CIPWG would duplicate the work of the TRE, and whether current confidentiality classifications for materials are sufficient.  Mr. Doggett offered to provide input at the December 2008 TAC meeting regarding representations and Bylaws issues.  Mr. Dreyfus requested that the formation of a CIPWG be considered and voted upon at the December 2008 TAC meeting.
WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Mr. Belk provided an update on recent WMS activities and reviewed highlights of the October 22, 2008 WMS meeting.  
Initial Nodal Shadow Price Cap and Power Balance Penalty Factor Values
Market Participants discussed the PUCT directive.  Mr. Whittle moved to approve the Initial Nodal Shadow Price Cap and Power Balance Penalty Factor Values.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the IOU Market Segment.
Mr. Belk and Mr. Rocha noted that the QSE Managers Working Group (QMWG) will be reviewing cost allocation for incremental Ancillary Service resulting from revised Ancillary Service methodology, and reviewing options for optimizing incremental Ancillary Service requirements, and that ROS would be reviewing reliability concerns.  Mr. Belk added that WMS would report to TAC at the January 2009 meeting as directed.

Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)

TPTF Report
Joel Mickey reported on recent TPTF activities, and highlighted that a solution acceptable to the market to Net Ramp Rates versus Gross Ramp Rates had been found, and that no system changes would be required;  that the definition of Output Breaker in the Outage Scheduler is now under review at the Quick Response Work Group (QRWG); and that a draft System Change Request (SCR) to allow QSEs to enter their own transmission-level Outages is in development.

Nodal Program Update
Ron Hinsley provided a nodal program update, noting that should an NPRR be deemed required for nodal implementation, TAC would be informed as to impacts to the nodal schedule; and that the Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) is underway, with presentation currently planned for the December 18, 2008 PUCT Open Meeting.

Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) Report (see Key Documents)
Due to time constraints, Mr. Rocha requested that Market Participants review the ROS report posted with the Key Documents, and noted that ROS would bring a final Hurricane Ike report to the January 2009 TAC meeting.
Revised 2009 Project Priority List (PPL) (see Key Documents)

Troy Anderson presented the revised 2009 PPL, and noted that the item would likely be up for TAC consideration at the December 2008 meeting;  and that strategies to accommodate hardware replacement are being reviewed.  Howard Daniels opined that the Outage Schedule Enhancement is mischaracterized as an enhancement, as the original deliverable was not functional for users.
Operations and Planning Reports (see Key Documents)

Getting to Know ERCOT: Market Operations Support Division

Due to time constraints, this item was not taken up.
Other Business
Mr. Dumas reported that on November 1, 2008, ERCOT began purchasing additional on-peak Non-Spinning Reserve Service (NSRS); that NSRS was deployed at approximately 1400 hours on November 6, 2008, due to a large unit trip and running out of Balancing Energy.  Mr. Dumas added that NSRS has not yet been deployed in off-peak hours.

Adjournment
Mr. Dreyfus adjourned the meeting at 4:50 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/11/20081106-TAC" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2008/11/20081106-TAC� 
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