Yvette’s Informal Notes

OWG 2/18/09

1. Phone attendants

Dennis
Jeremy Carpenter with Tenaska

Wood with Steck

Robbie Staples – ERCOT

2. Admonition

3. Review agenda

4. Reviewed deliverables.  Emphasized at ROS that there would be a high level review of the items.  Only work on what was assigned.  Results will be taken to ROS and ROS will decide what to do.  Need to identify what is Nodal only, Zonal or common to both.  Spreadsheet will be used as a starting point.  Look at it and decide who will write or recommend who will develop the language (WG, TF or SC). If OWG is decided on the assigned party and cut it into to smaller groups, once approved by ROS, and work on the language development.  Indicate the amount of work needed to complete this assignments.
Discussed timeline and when NOGRR can be tabled.

Jerry items in NOGRR are not in zonal and does not see the need to add it to zonal.  This may be applicable in zonal.  

Walter – in zonal column – whether it’s yes or no then indicate that it could apply to zonal.  Could it be that things are being done now.

Jack – referred to first bullet of TAC memo, last sentence.  

Jerry – a lot of things that can/will apply to zonal and if it’s possible then we will assign.
Isabel – spreadsheet was already sorted.  Stated that there may be some information that is not applicable in zonal and stated she identified some areas of the nodal Protocols that need to be revised and there may need to be some alignment.

Jack – spreadsheet from Isabel will be used.  Asked how it should be handled.

Jerry – review each then decide on answers.
Item 1 is not done for hydro only in zonal. 

Rick, if a PRR needs to be developed then we bring ERCOT SMEs into meeting and determine ERCOT needs.  QMWG would be interested in revieweing this section.  Decided for zonal, hydro only, Nodal, yes but need clarification possibly through a PRR, Data purpose, would need to establish HSL, Man Power, all would be the same for all until they deep dive.  Any assignments to any other groups need to be requested by ROS and that specific assignments be clear and all changes to the language be done so through comments. some portions might be finished by the end of the summer.  And some may be done at the end of the year.  Until details are furthered reviewed then not sure.  
NDSML Report ID # is not an actual report.

Can ERCOT staff and contractors draft this language?

Isabel states that 

When the Protocols and metrics were 

Puc – when puc is asking for plan. Any changes that are there needed, it doesn’t matter.  Need to be sure that nothing files through the cracks when nodal goes live.  

Market Part. – 

Currenty in the nodal protocols there is not definition (passing or failing) and needs something to measure to make sure there is compliance but needs something to measure and needs ercot and TRE to weigh-in.
Puc – brian davidsion. ERCOT has established on their website a protocol specific requirement. TDSPs, TOs, 24x7, black start, eecp, so.  If you drill down in that information you can find what stands out.

Estimated time of complete - 10/1 effective date with final determination by the group to which it is assigned. 

Assignee should return with completion date on first review.  
Target Completion Date is the date that ERCOT would like to have the requirements so that the reports can be developed.  

When the groups get together, if a PRR is identified then that group can submit the PRR.
Target Date will be what ERCOT needs 7/31 and allow the assigned group to determine a change.  
OWG should not decide when these are due.  Should note to ROS that ERCOT has expected due date.  OWG will develop comments and plan and send to OWG list for review by OWG members.

OWG assigned reports to WGroups. There are no place holders  in the Guides and need to know who will fill in the blanks.  It will be the working group will be responsible for adding information to the Guides

Item 25 – Does not identify TSP staffing requirement.
Item 80 – Does ERCOT currently provide this info?  Get with ERCOT
Some of the reason this Protocol was written was so the data that the operator should have about the market participants pre audit versus post audit

ERCOT should assign the priority on the spreadsheet
Nodal Page>Readiness Center>Nodal Reports>

Is it okay to post the TAC memo along with the NOGRR documents?
