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MINUTES OF THE ERCOT

Nodal advisory task force (NATF) MEETING

ERCOT Austin Office

7620 Metro Center Drive
Austin, TX 78744
October 13, 2009
Meeting Attendance: 


Segment Representatives in Attendance:

	Name
	affiliation
	Market Segment

	Blackburn, Don
	Luminant
	Investor Owned Utility (IOU)

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	Consumer- Commercial

	Jackson, James
	CPS Energy San Antonio
	Municipal (Via Teleconference)

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine Corp.
	Independent Generators 

	Lovelace, Russell
	Shell Energy North America
	Independent Power Marketer (IPM)
(Via Teleconference)

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Exelon Generation
	IPM (Via Teleconference)

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP)

	Reynolds, Jim
	StarTex Power 
	IREP (Via Teleconference)

	Richard, Naomi
	LCRA
	Cooperative

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	Consumer – Residential

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	Independent Generator


Non-voting Attendees:

	Name
	Affiliation
	

	Crews, Curtis
	Austin Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Dixit, Kris
	LCRA
	

	Fahey, Matt
	ANP/IPA
	Via Teleconference

	Freeland, Joe
	NRG Energy
	

	Galliguez, Percy
	Brazos Electric
	Via Teleconference

	Garrett, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant Energy
	

	Joshi, Rahul
	PowerCosts
	Via Teleconference

	Kronman, J
	Fulcrum
	Via Teleconference

	Krosky, Tony
	Brazos Electric
	Via Teleconference

	McNeill, Steve
	Centerpoint Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Molnar, Trina
	AEP
	Via Teleconference

	Ottmer, Pat
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Pawlik, Caryn
	Customized Energy Solutions
	Via Teleconference

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA
	

	Stanfield, Hugo
	CPS Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Thompson, Bobby
	Luminant
	

	Trenary, Michelle
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Worley, Eli
	Tenaska Power Services
	Via Teleconference


ERCOT Staff:

	Name
	

	Gates, Vikki
	

	Geer, Ed
	Via Teleconference

	Hernandez, Ron
	Via Teleconference

	Landry, Kelly
	

	Matlock, Robert
	Via Teleconference

	Mereness, Matt
	

	Middleton, Scott
	

	Moast, Pat
	

	Moorty, Sainath
	Via Teleconference

	Moseley, John
	

	Patterson, Mark
	Via Teleconference

	Rickerson, Woody
	

	Tucker, Carrie
	

	Wise, Joan
	Via Teleconfernce


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.

Don Blackburn called the meeting to order at 11:46 am.
Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Blackburn read the antitrust admonition as displayed. Mr. Blackburn asked those who had not yet reviewed the Antitrust Guidelines to do so. Copies of the Antitrust Guidelines were available.
Clarification regarding NOGRR025 postings in relation to Existing Protocol Requirements
Mark Patterson explained to Market Participants that ERCOT was seeking clarification regarding the requirements created under the following market rules:

· item (3)(r) of Nodal Protocol Section, 8.1, QSE and Resource Performance Monitoring,
· item (2) of Nodal Protocol Section 8.1.2, Current Operating Plan (COP) Performance Requirements, and 
· Nodal Operating Guide Section, 9.1.10, Current Operating Plan Metrics for QSEs.  
Mr. Patterson remarked that ERCOT was seeking input from Market Participants in determining whether the requirement of ERCOT to review a Qualified Scheduling Entity’s (QSE’s) COP in determining whether the QSE has satisfied their Ancillary Service Responsibility in the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and the Day-Ahead Reliability Unit Commitment (DRUC) also includes a review of other sources of information other than the particular QSE’s COP.  Consensus among Market Participants was that the requirements under the Nodal Protocols and the Nodal Operating Guide create the necessity for ERCOT to review not only the COP, but alternative resources, including Ancillary Service supply responsibility failure information.        
Network Model Posting and Resource Asset Registration Form (RARF) Confidentiality Issues
Matt Mereness provided background for the discussion of this issue.  He noted that the Nodal Protocols call for posting of a “test version of the Network Operations Model,”  “Network Operations Model Change Requests (NOMCR)” and the “Network Operations Model topology.”  Mr. Mereness reviewed Nodal Protocol sections requiring the protection of certain confidential data.  He noted that ERCOT would appreciate Market Participant input into the appropriate content of the posting required under the Nodal Protocols and posited 3 options as follows:

· Option 1:  Post the entire Network Model Management System (NMMS) Common Information Model (CIM) file as is done for Transmission Service Providers (TSPs).
· Option 2:  Post a topology-only version of the model with wires ratings and connectivity, but no resource specific characteristics.
· Option 3:  Filter out certain RARF data from NMMS CIM file as specified by Market Participants.
Mr. Mereness noted the assumptions that TSPs would continue to receive the entire NMMS CIM and that the NMMS CIM does not give the next day Load and Resource plans for a power flow.  Market Participants observed that publication of the Network Operations Model to all Market Participants would provide necessary transparency to the market, but also expressed concern that full disclosure of Resource specific data could allow for collusion between Market Participants thereby canceling some value of having a market.
Randy Jones stated that Calpine Corporation would be in favor of Option 2, and the protection of all Resource specific data.  He noted the importance of maintaining protection of commercial information about specific unit characteristics and the need for continuity between Zonal and Nodal Protocols in the protection of such information.                           
Scott Wardle observed that prior to preparation for the Nodal Market, ERCOT did not have information regarding Private Use Network (PUN) topology.  He noted that in preparation for Nodal Market Implementation owners of PUNs have provided ERCOT with detailed Network topology such as breaker status.  He commented that it was not anticipated that this information would be disclosed to other Market Participants and expressed the concern that such information could be used to discern sensitive commercial information such as the production rates of owners of PUNs.                

John Moseley provided Market Participants with a schema of the Network Operations Model describing the various categories and type of data currently in the model.  Mr. Moseley described for Market Participants ERCOT’s capability to build profiles to filter out specific data from the Network Operations Model.  Mr. Moseley identified RARF data in the Network Operations Model that is updated on a Real-Time basis and therefore sensitive to disclosure.  He noted that such Real-Time data substitutes generic data provided by Market Participants at registration.  
Mr. Blackburn requested Mr. Moseley return to the next meeting of NATF on October 27, 2009, and provide an impact analysis of the removal of such Real-Time data.  Mr. Blackburn also requested Market Participants provide ERCOT with comments regarding what subsets of Real-Time data, or other RARF information, they wished to have removed from the Network Operations Model to be posted for Market Participant consumption.  Mr. Blackburn stated that NATF members should be prepared to provide a recommendation to the Technical Advisory Committed (TAC) regarding which option NATF endorses regarding the posting of the Network Operations Model at the next meeting of NATF.                  

Future Meetings of NATF
Mr. Blackburn noted that the next meeting of NATF will be October 27, 2009.    

Adjournment
Mr. Blackburn adjourned the meeting at 2:19 pm.  






� Some attendees may not have been present for the entire meeting.  
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