APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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

Thursday, March 5, 2009 – 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
	

	Bruce, Mark
	FPL Energy
	

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading
	

	Comstock, Read
	Direct Energy
	

	Downey, Marty
	TriEagle Energy
	

	Dreyfus, Mark
	Austin Energy
	

	Houston, John
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Jones, Brad
	Luminant Energy
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Leal, Gustavo
	Brownsville PUB
	Alt. Rep. for F. Saenz

	Lenox, Hugh
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

	Lewis, William
	Cirro Group
	

	McCalla, David
	GEUS
	

	McClendon, Shannon
	Consumers – Residential 
	

	Moss, Steven
	First Choice Power
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Robinson, Oscar
	Austin White Lime Company
	

	Ross, Richard
	AEP Corporation
	

	Schubert, Eric
	BP Energy
	

	Sims, John
	Nueces Electric Coop.
	

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

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy Trading
	

	Wood, Henry
	South Texas Electric Coop.
	

	Zlotnik, Marcie
	StarTex Power
	


The following proxies were assigned:
· William Lewis to Marcie Zlotnik (afternoon only)

· Adrian Pieniazek to Randy Jones

· Bill Smith to Oscar Robinson
· Henry Wood to John Sims

Guests:

	Barry, Victor
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Blakey, Eric
	TXU Energy
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz
	

	Coleman, Katie
	TIEC
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Davison, Brian
	PUCT
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor
	

	Drost, Wendell
	AREVA
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Firestone, Joel
	Direct Energy
	

	Fox, Kip
	AEP
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant Energy
	

	Gresham, Kevin
	Reliant Energy
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Gurley, Larry
	Energy Markets Consulting
	

	Hassink, Paul
	AEPSC
	

	Helton, Bob
	IPA
	

	James, Judith
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Jones, Don
	Reliant
	

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Meyer, John
	STEC
	

	Moore, John
	E.ON
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	RRI
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Rexrode, Caryn
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Reynolds, Jim
	Power & Gas Consulting
	

	Rowe, Evan
	PUCT
	

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	

	Shumate, Walt
	Shumate and Associates
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Consulting
	

	Smolen, Paul
	FSA
	

	Son, Peter
	E.ON
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Trefny, Floyd
	Reliant Energy
	

	Trenary, Michelle
	Tenaska
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT 
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	DME
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Day, Betty
	
	

	Doggett, Trip
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Felton, Trey
	
	

	Flores, Isabel
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Mickey, Joel
	
	

	Ply, Janet
	
	

	Rajagopal, Raj
	
	

	Seely, Chad
	
	

	Woodfin, Dan
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
TAC Chair Mark Bruce called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. and reviewed assigned proxies and Alternate Representatives.  
Antitrust Admonition
Mr. Bruce 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. Bruce noted that a memo regarding the February 17, 2009 Board meeting was posted with the day’s Key Documents.  Mr. Bruce highlighted that the Board did not grant the appeal relating to Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 776, Automatic MCPE Adjustment During Intervals of Non-Spinning Reserve Service Deployment – Urgent; that PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeal Process, was filed to address the “limbo” issue, and that Market Participants are encouraged, as always, to file comments.  Regarding Nodal implementation, Mr. Bruce reported Board approval of the proposed schedule, budget and surcharge, and that the Board expressed support for recent actions of TAC to adjust stakeholder involvement in nodal implementation.
Mr. Bruce also reported that the Board approved revisions to the ERCOT Ancillary Services Procurement Methodology, and directed that TAC review whether the amount of Responsive Reserve Service (RRS) provided by Loads Acting as a Resource (LaaRs) might be raised above the current 50% cap at 2,300 MW total RRS.
Regional Planning Group (RPG) Charter 
Mr. Bruce noted that the Board approved revisions to the ERCOT Planning Charter at the January 20, 2009 Board meeting, but remanded the issue of “neutral projects” to TAC for further consideration.  Dan Woodfin presented the history of the issue, and reviewed the Board language regarding neutral projects and options discussed at the February 13, 2009 PRG meeting.  
Market Participants discussed that a definition of what is inside and outside of ERCOT must be settled upon; that the planning function of RPG is most closely aligned with the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS), but that there are market implications that should be considered by the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS); and that the issues should be resolved in a timely manner, as delaying resolution complicates processes.

Market Participants discussed that the revised RPG Charter is in effect, and that TAC is to suggest possible improvements to the outstanding question; and that TAC should have the benefit of hearing concerns regarding projects “outside ERCOT”.  John Meyer expressed concern that there should be an economic benefit for Texas rate payers, who pay for lines that extend beyond ERCOT to connect to generators outside of ERCOT.  Mr. Meyer stated that existing generators that are already interconnected and are seeking to modify should be reviewed as an economic project; that added capacity should be renegotiated with the delta MW as new generation; and suggested that projects between $15 and $50 million be in the RPG process for review if requested.  
Eric Schubert cautioned that policy issues such as the ERCOT footprint is for determination by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT), and not for TAC, despite cost concerns.  Jo Campbell stated that the PUCT has delegated the process to ERCOT, and that it is not unreasonable discrimination to protect rate payers from paying for outsiders’ projects.  John Houston added that there is a certification process in place at the PUCT, and that the RPG does not have the ability to deny generators, even if a project is not economical, as RPG does not have the force of law.  
Shannon McClendon moved that the RPG Charter be referred to ROS.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  Mr. Houston suggested that comments might be customized to not delay entries, and that some compromise might be reached wherein studies might be conducted by a limited group in order to not burden the RPG.  Ms. McClendon amended her motion to refer the RPG Charter to both ROS and WMS, and accepted Mr. Bruce’s friendly amendment that revised language be returned to the May 2009 TAC meeting.  Mr. Houston accepted the amended motion.  The amended motion carried unanimously.

Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 
Randy Jones moved to approve the February 5, 2009 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  William Lewis seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
2009 TAC Goals (see Key Documents)
Mr. Bruce noted that a memo regarding proposed 2009 TAC goals was posted with the day’s Key Documents, and invited Market Participant comments.  Market Participants discussed additional items for consideration, including current and future congestion issues and the development of Congestion Zones for 2010; and whether TAC current engagement at and communication with RPG is adequate.  Due to time constraints, further discussion of this item was deferred to the April 2009 TAC meeting.
Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)
ERCOT Program Update
Trip Doggett presented Nodal program highlights, and noted that a complete review of contracts by a third-party negotiator is planned for completion by June 30, 2009.  Mr. Doggett reviewed key risks, and for transparency noted the addition of new risk Information Transmission Over External Web Services, adding that a suitable compromise is being developed.  Regarding budget activities, Mr. Doggett noted that, each month, projects will be reforecast for the next three months, and that much smaller variances are anticipated.
Market Participants discussed the $43 million contingency.  Ms. McClendon noted that the Board did not initially favor the contingency, but granted it after extensive discussion and the promise of either no further increases, or project cancellation.  Mark Dreyfus expressed appreciation for improved communication regarding the Nodal project, and brief and understandable reports.
Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF) Report
Joel Mickey reported on the February 23-24, 2009 meetings of TPTF, and the disposition of remaining Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) before TPTF.  Mr. Mickey reported that at the February 24, 2009 meeting, TPTF approved the TPTF Final Report to TAC and requested that the report be forwarded to TAC for consideration.
TPTF Final Report to TAC

Mr. R. Jones presented the TPTF Final Report to TAC on behalf of TPTF.  Ms. McClendon expressed appreciation for the work of the TPTF and for the succinct final report.  
Market Participants discussed appropriate forums for future stakeholder engagement in the Nodal project; that determination of the stakeholder forum or forums need not be determined immediately; that TPTF proposed new working groups; and that TAC should give consideration to various proposals, work to resolve transparency issues, and define a new process at a the May 2009 TAC meeting.
Market Participants further discussed that future stakeholder groups engaged in the Nodal project should be small and agile, and should provide experience and knowledge for maximum value engineering; that an emphasis should be given to communication, transparency, and addressing specific design dilemmas, rather than scope, policy or market reformation; and that the TPTF list serve should be utilized for information dissemination and gathering.  

Market Participants further discussed the need for a voting structure and representation; the necessity for thorough discussion and decisions on issues identified by ERCOT; the potential hazards of delaying action until the monthly meeting of TAC; and the risk of inundating Market Participants with e-mails.
Henry Wood moved that, as the interim solution for stakeholder engagement in the Nodal project, TAC membership be used as the voting representation for design issues raised by ERCOT, that information be sent to the TPTF list serve, and that gathered responses be framed by the TAC chair for an e-mail vote.  Mr. B. Jones seconded the motion.  Market Participants expressed concern regarding the potential lack of expertise on the gamut of issues; the potential for confusing e-mail trails; that ERCOT should completely frame the issue and outline the implications of not making a decision; and that WebEx conferences should be utilized for particularly complex issues.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Consumer Market Segment.  
Stakeholder Engagement in Nodal Project / Retirement of TPTF 
Mr. R. Jones moved to dissolve TPTF and maintain the TPTF list serve.  Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  
Mr. Bruce directed that TPTF meeting dates and room reservations for March 2009 be released, and noted that other dates would be released as appropriate.  Mr. R. Jones requested that the body of TPTF work be archived for future reference and convenient retrieval.  Kristi Hobbs noted that documents of stakeholder groups moved to inactive status remain available on the ERCOT website.

PRS Report (see Key Documents)
Kevin Gresham reviewed recent PRS activities and presented revision requests for TAC consideration.  
PRR789, Removal of Grey Box Language Related to Lagged Dynamics Load Profiling Due to Unfunded Projects

PRR790, Load Profile ID Annual Validation Change Request

Mr. Lewis moved to recommend approval of PRR789 and PRR790 as recommended by PRS.  Marcie Zlotnik seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR146, ICCP Telemetry Information Submittals

Mr. Wood moved to recommend approval of NPRR146.  Richard Ross seconded the motion.  Market Participants expressed concern regarding system impacts, potential non-compliance risks; whether only a certain subset of data points pose system impacts; and whether implementation could go forward with only data points posing no system impacts.  Market Participants also expressed concern that a “parking deck” procedure has yet to be defined.  Mr. Wood withdrew his motion.
Mr. Houston moved to table NPRR146 pending a recommendation from PRS on the “parking deck” procedure for post-Nodal Go-Live NPRRs, and to reevaluate the projected system impacts of NPRR146.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion.  Market Participants further discussed that should NPRR146 be forwarded to the Board and subsequently approved, the Board would place the item in an undefined “parking deck”; and that Market Participants have an opportunity to define the procedure.  Mr. Houston and Mr. Wood accepted Mr. B. Jones’ friendly amendment that while NPRR146 is tabled, ERCOT and interested Market Participants consider whether the projected system impacts are due to a subset of data points only, and if so, whether the essentiality status might be reevaluated as to the remaining data points.  The amended motion carried unanimously.
Other Activity/Updates

Mr. Gresham reviewed recent PRS discussions regarding a holistic review of metrics and the post-nodal implementation revision request parking deck.  TAC members did not offer additional input; Mr. Bruce directed PRS to proceed.
Tabled NPRRs/PRRs (see Key Documents)
NPRR091, Scarcity Pricing and Mitigated Offer Cap During the Period Commencing on the Nodal Market Implementation Date and Continuing for a Total of 45 Days

Mr. Bruce reviewed the history of NPRR091, and noted the expectations that when the PUCT approves a revised Nodal implementation date, the item will return to the agenda, but remains tabled otherwise.  Market Participants discussed that NPRR091 is already factored into the Nodal schedule and budget; that consideration of the market cap should be made closer to Go-Live, as two extremes in market pricing have been experienced in the past year; and that as the parameter is configurable, there is no system impact and further delaying consideration of NPRR091 will not have adverse affects.

NPRR135, Deletion of UFE Analysis Zone Language

NPRR161, Clarification of Establishing Decision-Making Authority of Managed Capacity

Mr. Gresham noted that TPTF endorsed both NPRR165 and NPRR161 with a preliminary essentiality status of “Needed for Go-Live” and that the ERCOT CEO agreed with the designation.

Ms. McClendon moved to recommend approval of NPRR135 and NPRR161 as recommended by PRS.  Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segment.
PRR776, Automatic MCPE Adjustment During Intervals of Non-Spinning Reserve Service Deployment – Urgent
PRR791, Shortage Pricing Mechanism – Urgent
Larry Gurley reviewed recent work of the PRR776 Discussion Group.  Market Participants discussed whether the analysis of the impacts of PRR776 was complete; that those opposing PRR791 maintain that it cannot go forward without a full understanding of the impacts, and that PRR776 has had less analysis; and whether anything is preventing Entities from participating in the Balancing Energy Service (BES) market, or if there is a market decision by some Entities not to participate.
Mr. Robinson moved to recommend approval of PRR776 as amended by the 02/20/09 TIEC comments and as revised by TAC.  Chris Brewster seconded the motion.  The motion failed on roll call vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. R. Jones moved to recommend approval of PRR776 as amended by the 02/24/09 PRR776 Discussion Group comments and to assign the variables “X”, “Y”, and “Z” in Section 6.5.2.2, Shortage Pricing Mechanism, values for the first sixty (60) Operating Days after implementation (“X”=20, “Y”=500, and “Z”=$1,500) after which the value for “Z” shall be set to the then effective system-wide offer cap.  Mr. Schubert seconded the motion.  The motion failed on roll call vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Bruce noted that a status report would be provided to the Board, and that the language of the motions and the ballots would be provided in the Board materials.  Chad Seely added that, procedurally, PRR776 and PRR791 would be before the Board at the March 2009 meeting, as the Board instruction was for TAC to consider the items and record any votes.  Mr. Seely noted that Market Participants may file position statements by Monday, March 9, 2009 for inclusion in the Board packet, and that further comment may be provided through Thursday, March 12, 2009 for electronic distribution.

Market Participants questioned which version of PRR776 and PRR791 would be taken up by the Board, and discussed that TAC has not made a recommendation on a version; that a record number of comments have been filed; and expressed concerns for process.  Market Participants further discussed that the Board did not express interest in ERCOT Legal’s opinion of an action of TAC; and that a report of TAC’s deliberations combined with the vote record would satisfy the Board’s request for information.  Mr. R. Jones requested that the Board be informed that an independent vote on PRR791 was not taken, and that the latest version of PRR791 is in the comments to add it to PRR776.

ROS Reports (see Key Documents) 

Ken Donohoo presented highlights of the February 2009 ROS meeting,

OGRR219, Time Error Correction – URGENT  
Marty Downey moved to approve OGRR219 as recommended by ROS.  Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

OGRR220, Synchronization with PRR799, ERCOT CEO Approval of NPRRs and SCRs Prior to Posting on MIS – URGENT  

Ms. Hobbs noted that the ERCOT comments to OGRR220 were delivered after ROS endorsement of OGRR220 to synchronize the OGRR with final Board approved language for PRR799.

Mr. Downey moved to approve OGRR220 as amended by ERCOT comments.  Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NOGRR023, Hotline Changes for QSEs Representing Multiple Entities
Mr. Brewster moved to approve NOGRR023 as recommended by ROS.  Mr. Schubert seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NOGRR025, Monitoring Programs for QSEs, TSPs, and ERCOT – TAC Response to PUCT and TRE 
Mr. Bruce noted that a draft memo to the PUCT and the Texas Regional Entity (TRE) regarding NOGRR025 was posted with the day’s Key Documents, and invited Market Participant comments.  Mr. R. Jones noted that development of the necessary metrics is a very large task requiring the effort of the entire market. 
Mr. R. Jones moved to endorse the response memo.  Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Renewable Technologies Working Group (RTWG) (see Key Documents)

PUCT Quarterly Report

Henry Durrwachter reviewed recent activities of the RTWG and the PUCT Quarterly Report, and reported that dates and topics for Wind Workshop III are being finalized.  Market Participants discussed that an outline of a plan to integrate wind and other renewable technologies would be discussed at the March 6, 2009 TAC leadership retreat and upcoming RTWG meetings; that the Board requested that TAC bring an initial plan to the April 2009 Board meeting; that elements such as technologies, studies, priorities, training, communication, and standards are necessary plan elements, and that the PUCT has iterated a long-term vision for a fundamentally different system.  
Mr. B. Jones moved to endorse and forward the Quarterly Report to the PUCT.  Mr. Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Closely Related Element (CRE) Additions Discussion (see Key Documents)
Menard-SAPS

Flewellen-Peters

Hockley-Tomball

Mr. Bruce noted that ERCOT retracted the request for Menard-SAPS, and that Flewellen-Peters and Hockley-Tomball were not voting items due to notice requirements, but invited discussion of the latter two items, as it was his intent to call for an e-mail vote on the requested additions. 

Isabel Flores reviewed Protocol Section 7.2.3, and the Menard-SAPS addition request, noting that the request for the addition has been withdrawn at this time.  Market Participants discussed that local Congestion is not easily solved with system Out of Merit (OOM) instructions, as wind units are being OOMed, and that manual processes have found to be better for local management; that the situation is dynamic and that the market needs to be apprised of changes.  Mr. Bruce requested that the Menard-SAPS item be added to the WMS and Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG) agendas.
Dan Jones noted that should TAC not reject the request, the CRE additions go into effect, and expressed concern regarding Flewellen-Peters in that the number of units in the South moving up is potentially harmful.  Asked if the two CREs would pass the effectiveness test, Ms. Flores answered only with an Outage, and that the CREs are proposed for use only with an Outage.  Market Participants discussed that ERCOT is permitted to have temporary CREs; that the Protocol language is intended to give ERCOT flexibility to modify the CRE list without an action of TAC; and that the challenge for ERCOT is to have the right elements in place as the system configuration is modified multiple times.

Market Participants further discussed that ERCOT should move quickly should it be determined that the additions were the wrong approach, and that if local management is not possible, an emergency condition should be called; that timely and effective communication is needed to know when the CREs are being used in studies, and that a Market Notice is the current best option; and what abilities ERCOT has to manage with market solutions versus uplift. 
Mr. Bruce requested that additional analysis be provided by ERCOT, and that corrections be made to the presented spreadsheet; and suggested that an eventual motion be phrased to reject the CRE requests in order to allow for a meaningful action by TAC.  
Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Kathy Scott presented highlights of the February 2009 RMS meeting.
WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Brandon Whittle presented highlights of the February 2009 WMS meeting.  Regarding Outage tracking, Market Participants discussed that long discussions lead to the decision to focus reporting on Transmission Outages; that additional information would be helpful and appreciated; and that ERCOT intends to report on Outages on a quarterly basis and the additional information will be available in multiple locations.
Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) Report (see Key Documents)

Michelle Trenary presented highlights of the February 2009 COPS meeting, and noted that COPS has requested that the Uplift process be documented.
Standards Development Overview (see Key Documents)

Judith James reviewed common questions regarding Regional Reliability Standards Development, and provided a Load Serving Entity (LSE) update.  Market Participants discussed misalignment of terminology related to LSEs, and requested additional information as to which Entities in ERCOT will be considered an LSE, noting concerns for risk management.
TRE Report (see Key Documents)

Victor Barry provided an update of recent TRE activities.  Market Participants discussed that the goal of metric tracking is to identify and change behaviors; that past performance is not an indication of future performance; and expressed displeasure that both entity codes and entity names are being reported in association with not only first-time violations, but also conversations about potential violations.  
Market Participants also discussed that there is no Market Participant access to the TRE Board, and that perhaps the TAC chair might communicate concerns regarding the use of entity names; that the Protocols might need revision, as they currently state that ERCOT is to address Entities regarding failures, rather than the TRE; that erroneous reports damage Market Participants before policy makers, markets, and the public; and that while the TRE should be frank, communication and reporting needs further improvement.
Mr. Barry stated that there is value to public reporting, and that he presents at TAC the report previously provided to the Board, but that he does not continually update the presentation as issues are resolved.  Ms. McClendon expressed displeasure with Mr. Barry’s suggestion that Market Participants that do not want to face public embarrassment should not commit a violation.  Mr. Bruce added that while he appreciates the burden of updating presentations, that seemingly small issues such as verb tense on a presentation that appears to be made specifically for a certain meeting compound the consequence of an error, and have far-reaching implications. 
Mr. Schubert noted that Entities must be comfortable discussing issues with the TRE, and suggested that if a distinction is not made between one-off issues and patterns, that the TRE’s ability to positively affect the situation is damaged.  Market Participants discussed that the metrics have value; that recoding without entity names for future reporting purposes should be considered; that Mr. Barry favored much of what Market Participants are suggesting regarding reporting, but that he was required to do otherwise; and that the TRE must remain frank.  Mr. Barry added that the TRE seeks only to preserve reliability and prevent compliance issues, and wants to help Entities manage their regulatory risk.  Mr. Barry invited Market Participants to contact him directly with any concerns.
Operations and Planning Reports (see Key Documents)
Getting to Know ERCOT System Planning

Due to time constraints, this item was not taken up.

Congestion Report

Ms. Flores reviewed local congestion costs for 2008, trends in Market Clearing Price for Energy (MCPE) for 2006-2008, top congested elements in 2008, projects for congestion relief, and System Planning activities. Mr. D. Jones noted that Market Participants may contact the Independent Market Monitor directly, even anonymously, with any concerns regarding Market Participant behavior or rules.
Other Business

Future Agenda Items

Mr. Bruce reminded Market Participants that annual antitrust training would be conducted at the March 2009 TAC subcommittee meetings, and at the April 2009 TAC meeting.
Adjournment
Mr. Bruce adjourned the meeting at 4:47 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/03/20090305-TAC" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/03/20090305-TAC� 
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