APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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


Thursday, July 9, 2009 – 9:30am – 4:00pm

Attendance
Members:

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation 
	

	Belk, Brad
	LCRA
	

	Bivens, Danny
	OPUC
	

	Boehnemann, Robin
	Exelon Generation
	Alt. Rep. for K. Ashley

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Bruce, Mark
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor
	Alt. Rep for. B. Jones (afternoon only)

	Downey, Marty
	TriEagle Energy
	

	Dreyfus, Mark
	Austin Energy
	

	Helpert, Billy
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	Alt. Rep. for H. Lenox

	Jones, Brad
	Luminant Energy
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	McCann, James
	Brownsville PUB
	Alt. Rep. for F. Saenz

	McClendon, Shannon
	Consumers – Residential 
	

	Moss, Steven
	First Choice Power
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	Alt. Rep. for L. Barrow

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Robinson, Oscar
	Austin While Lime Company
	

	Ross, Richard
	AEP Corporation
	

	Schubert, Eric
	BP Energy
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	Alt. Rep. for J. Houston

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Power
	

	Sims, John
	Nueces Electric Cooperative
	

	Singleton, Gary
	GEUS
	Alt. Rep. for D. McCalla

	Smith, Bill
	Air Liquide
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy Trading
	

	Wood, Henry
	STEC
	Via Teleconference


The following proxies were assigned:
· Danny Bivens to Shannon McClendon (afternoon only)
· Read Comstock to Marty Downey

· Adrian Pieniazek to Marguerite Wagner (morning only)

· Henry Wood to John Sims
· Marcie Zlotnik to Marty Downey

Guests:

	Barry, Victor
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Bevill, Rob
	GMEC
	

	Blackburn, Don
	Luminant
	

	Blakey, Eric
	TXU Energy
	

	Bojorquez, Bill
	Hunt Transmission Services
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brown, Jeff
	Shell Energy
	

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz Power
	

	Davison, Brian
	PUCT
	

	DeLaRosa, Lewis
	PUCT
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Fox, Kip
	AEP
	

	Frederick, Jennifer
	Direct Energy
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Greffe, Richard
	PUCT
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Jackson, Tom
	Austin Energy
	

	Jones, Don
	Reliant Energy
	

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant Energy
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	Marsh, Tony
	QSE Services/MAMO Ent.
	

	Matlock, Michael
	Gexa Energy
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Owens, Frank
	TMPA
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	Reliant Energy
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Richard, Naomi
	LCRA
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	

	Shumate, Walter
	Shumate and Associates
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Power
	

	Son, Peter
	E. ON CR
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Trenary, Michelle
	Tenaska
	

	Troutman, Jennifer
	AEP EP
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	DME
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT
	

	Wybierala, Pete
	NextEra
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Day, Betty
	
	

	Doggett, Trip
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Flores, Isabel
	
	

	Gonzalez, Ino
	
	

	Goodman, Dale
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Manning, Chuck
	
	

	Opheim, Calvin
	
	

	Rajagopal, Raj
	
	

	Woodfin, Dan
	
	

	Zotter, Laura
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
TAC Chair Mark Bruce called the meeting to order at 9:35 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 (ERCOT Board) Update (see Key Documents)

Proposed Revisions to the ERCOT Bylaws

Mr. Bruce reported that a review of the ERCOT Bylaws is underway by the Human Resources and Governance Committee; that Corporate Members of ERCOT are eligible to propose Bylaw revisions and may submit proposals to ERCOT Corporate Secretary Mike Grable or to TAC; and that Market Participants should make proposed changes available for review a full week before TAC meetings.  
Mr. Bruce also reported that TAC will consider Bylaw revisions at the September 2009 TAC meeting; that the ERCOT Board will make a final recommendation at the November 2009 meeting; and that ERCOT Corporate Members will vote at the annual membership meeting.  Mr. Bruce noted that TAC might take particular interest in proposed revisions to the qualifications for and number of TAC representatives.
Texas Renewables Integration Plan (TRIP) Update

Mr. Bruce noted that the ERCOT Board would consider the TRIP at a special working session on July 20, 2009, the day before the regularly scheduled ERCOT Board meeting, with a goal of producing the first final version of the TRIP before the end of the year.

Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 
Randy Jones moved to approve the June 4, 2009 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  Oscar Robinson seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Report (see Key Documents)
Sandy Morris reviewed recent PRS activities and presented revision requests for TAC consideration.  
Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 801, Manual TCR Adjustments

Kristi Hobbs reviewed ERCOT comments noting that in response to the Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG) and Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) decision to not recommend a stand-alone procedure but to rather place the procedure in the Protocols, ERCOT filed comments to remove language regarding a TAC-approved procedure.

Kenan Ögelman moved to recommend approval of PRR801 as amended by ERCOT comments.  Marguerite Wagner seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segment and one abstention from the IOU Market Segment.
PRR787, Add Non-Compliance Language to QSE Performance Standards (formerly “Add Violation Language to QSE Performance Standards”)
Ms. Hobbs noted that PRS language changes to PRR787 initiated a revised Impact Analysis and Chief Executive Officer (CEO) review, and that ERCOT filed additional comments to address typographical errors and administrative edits.  Ms. Hobbs added that a CEO determination of “no opinion” is an effort to not impede the stakeholder process in instances where there is no impact to Nodal implementation and ERCOT does not take a position on the necessity for go-live.  Trip Doggett added that Market Participants need to be aware of minor revisions to the zonal market that might result in large synchronization issues in the Nodal market when recommending approval of a PRR.
Brad Jones moved to recommend approval or PRR787 as amended by the 07/08/09 ERCOT comments.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

PRR810, Remove McCamey Congestion Management

Mr. R. Jones moved to recommend approval of PRR810 as recommended by PRS.  Ms. Wagner seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

PRR812, Wind Generator Forecast for Scheduling Metric
Market Participants discussed that Direct Energy comments were filed after PRS consideration of PRR812; that a mechanism is needed for QSEs to resume the use of their own forecasts should they improve; that PRR812 does not constitute a true performance metric per the ERCOT Board’s direction; the potential for non-uniform application of PRR812; and that while PRR812 provides benefit to ERCOT as a tool to improve forecasting, resources for regular measurement and reporting are lacking.
Mr. B. Jones moved to recommend approval of PRR812 with the word “metric” stricken from the title.  The motion did not receive a second.  Market Participants further discussed the potential for uneven application of PRR812; the possibility that not all bad performers will be directed to convert to the AWS Truewind forecast; and that some Entities might be forced to do business differently than other Entities.
Mr. Singleton moved to remand PRR812 to PRS to address issues identified by TAC and return the item for consideration at the August 2009 TAC meeting.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed that consideration should be given to removing “metric” from the title of the PRR; needed revisions to PRR812’s description; developing a process by which an Entity may resume use of its own forecasts, per comments by Direct Energy; and turbine outage information.  The motion carried unanimously.
PRR815, CSC Process Clarification – Urgent
Ms. Hobbs noted that ERCOT and AEP comments were filed after PRS consideration of PRR815.  Richard Ross expressed concern with the process described in PRR815; that application of the process is unclear; that multiple Commercially Significant Constraints (CSCs) as the overloaded element is not addressed; whether a cut-off would be established where binding elements are more evenly split; and that a CSC’s impact relative to the others would be over-weighted if too many lines are defined.  Isabel Flores noted that Shift Factors would be calculated separately for each contingency, though it would not be possible to use current in-house tools; that ERCOT has clustered along multiple lines before; and that weightings are divided by the number of lines.
Mr. Ross also expressed concern for consistency in applying post contingency analysis across the region; and that clustering should not be done based on the CSC itself, but on the elements that are overloaded when the CSC is out.  Further discussion was given to moveable and nonmoveable elements; and the use of post contingency Real Time Shift Factors and implications for congestion costing.  Mr. Ross thanked Market Participants for the discussion and opined that the likelihood of effecting a large change to the way clustering is done is low; that a level of uncertainty would be introduced to the grid and might pose implementation issues for ERCOT; and that time and resource constraints prevent the development of sufficient revision language.  Brandon Whittle added that the discussion was helpful and suggested that an alternate PRR be formed from the comments, and expressed concern that no alternate PRR language had been filed.
Mr. Bruce noted that the proposed language did not address an ambiguity associated with the CSC approval process, in particular whether the ERCOT Board can consider a CSC recommendation that does not come from WMS.  Market Participants recommended language and punctuation revisions.
Mr. Ögelman moved to recommend approval of PRR815 as revised by TAC.  Marty Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the IOU Market Segment.

Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 158, EILS Self-Provision Formula Correction and Clarifications

NPRR170, Synchronization of PRR806, Re-Registration of Market Participant Due to Mass Transition of ESI IDs

NPRR171, Synchronization of PRR805, Adding POLR Customer Class and AMS Meter Flag to the Database Query Function on the MIS

Mr. Ögelman moved to recommend approval of NPRR158, NPRR170, and NPRR171 as recommended by PRS.  Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR175, Hub Bus List Clarification

Mr. Bruce noted ERCOT Staff’s request to table NPRR175.

Mr. Ögelman moved to table NPRR175.  Mr. Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR176, Resource Status Input to RUC and Ancillary Service Awards from RUC

Shams Siddiqi noted concerns that other sections of the Protocols are not aligned with this NPRR and requested additional review of the language in Sections 3.9, Current Operating Plan (COP) and 4.4.7.4, Ancillary Service Supply Responsibility.  
Mr. Ögelman moved to remand NPRR176 to PRS.  Mr. Belk seconded the motion.  Mr. Bruce encouraged Market Participants to address issues via comments to NPRR176.  The motion carried unanimously.

Unfunded Project List Quarterly Report

Ms. Morris reported that there are no unfunded projects at this time.

Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) Report (see Key Documents)

Ken Donohoo reviewed highlights of the June 2009 ROS meeting, and complimented Market Participant efforts regarding NOGRR025, Monitoring Programs for QSEs, TSPs, and ERCOT.  

NOGRR025, Monitoring Programs for QSEs, TSPs, and ERCOT – Urgent
Market Participants discussed that the NOGRR025 is an effort to capture Market Participants’ position; that the item should be reconsidered if the NPRR workshop scheduled for July 13, 2009 results in a product with different requirements; whether it is advisable to put ERCOT on a path when the related NPRR is not yet approved; and that the NPRR is not a parallel process, and is not intended to be inconsistent with NOGRR025.  
Market Participants asked if the timetable allowed an additional month to await the results of the NPRR workshop.  Mr. Bruce noted TAC’s commitment to finalize its work on NOGRR025 by July 31, 2009 and bring the item to the ERCOT Board in August 2009; that another month for additional review is available; that the synchronizing NPRR will not be available for the July 2009 PRS meeting; that a fully scoped Impact Analysis is not yet available, though it is fair to assume that there will be impacts; and that the item will require ERCOT Board approval due to the project threshold.  
Mr. Brewster moved to table NOGRR025 for one month for TAC to consider the Impact Analysis and CEO determination, and to direct ERCOT to consider comments from ERCOT, Calpine and City of Garland.  Kathy Scott seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed whether comments might be approved as part of the draft, before the entire NOGRR is approved; the procedural implications of approving comments, in that approving comments would effectively finish TAC consideration of NOGRR025; and that a better solution would be to direct ERCOT to consider the comments in developing the Impact Analysis.  Mr. Dumas noted that the draft NPRR to be discussed at the July 13, 2009 workshop leverages language in the NOGRR.  Mr. Bruce noted conflicting language in the ERCOT and City of Garland comments.  The motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Bruce thanked ROS and WMS leadership and Market Participants for their considerable efforts.
Retail Market Subcommittee Report (see Key Documents)
Kyle Patrick reviewed highlights of the June 2009 RMS meeting.
Retail Market Guide Revision Request (RMGRR) 075, Advanced Meter Interval Data File Format and Submission
RMGRR077, Prepay Priority Code 05 - Disconnect for Non-pay and Reconnect after DNP – Urgent 
RMGRR078, Adding Addition Fields to the Customer Billing Contact Information File (formerly "Add E-Mail Field to the Customer Billing Contact Information File") – Urgent  

Ms. Scott moved to approve RMGRR075, RMGRR077, and RMGRR078 as recommended by RMS.  Mr. Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Municipal Market Segment regarding RMGRR077, and three abstentions from the Independent Generator Market Segment for all three revisions.  
Ms. Hobbs noted that RMGRR078 will go to the ERCOT Board as it has an ERCOT impact.  Ms. Wagner requested quarterly or semi-annual updates on the installation of Advanced Meters by region.
Commercial Operations Subcommittee Report (see Key Documents)
Michelle Trenary reviewed highlights of the June 2009 COPS meeting, noting that recommendations are being sought regarding analysis of Unaccounted For Energy (UFE).  Asked what comprises the total market cost of $145 million, Calvin Opheim explained that the total energy of UFE in each interval is multiplied by the Market Clearing Price for Energy (MCPE) in each interval, and that positive and negative offsets occur.  Mr. Opheim offered to research if a stated market value was used in determining total market cost.  Mr. Bruce requested that Mr. Opheim follow-up with an e-mail to the TAC listserve.
Commercial Operations Market Guide Revision Request (COPMGRR) 012, Creating Section 11, Disputes and Data Extract Variances
Mr. Bruce noted concerns that the screenshots contained in COPMGRR012 might limit ERCOT’s ability to manage its own website.  
Mr. Downey moved to remand COPMGRR012 to COPS with instructions to strike sections noted by ERCOT staff that contain screen shots and to limit COPMGRR012 to policy language; and to direct that stricken sections be placed into a user’s guide.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
COPMGRR013, Update to Section 3, Organizational Structure 
Mr. Ögelman moved to recommend approval of COPMGRR013 as recommended by COPS.  Ms. Scott seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)

Janet Ply provided a Nodal Program update and reported that ERCOT was able to achieve more favorable terms in recent contract renegotiations; that market connectivity testing will begin in October 2009; and that full end-to-end testing is planned to begin in September 2009.
Betty Day reported on traceability efforts and noted the prioritization of efforts into tiers; that every new NPRR changes the baseline; and that the date against which subsequent reports are baselined will be published.  In response to Market Participant questions, Ms. Day noted that the team is focused only on traceability at this time; that when potential gaps are identified, they will be vetted internally, with reports to TAC and the Nodal Implementation Team (NIT); and that it is not ERCOT’s intent to not inform the market should experts and business owners disagree as to the existence of a gap.

Single-Entry Model (SEM) Go-Live Update
Matt Mereness reviewed current SEM activities and NIT issues brought forward by ERCOT, and reminded Market Participants that SEM Go-Live readiness is to be approved by TAC and the ERCOT Board.  Mr. Mereness noted that ERCOT will finalize analysis on August 20, 2009 and that TAC will have 10 days to grant approval.  Market Participants discussed the options of conditional approval, a special TAC meeting or conference call, or an e-mail vote before the August 2009 ERCOT Board meeting to affirm readiness; that ERCOT should be allowed all available time for analysis; and that Transmission Owners (TOs) might not be able to vet all issues until the end of August.  
NIT Report (see Key Documents)
Don Blackburn provided the NIT update, noted that the process has been collaborative and positive, and that the body’s name would likely change. 

Confirmation of NIT Leadership - Chair: Don Blackburn, Luminant and Vice-Chair: James Jackson, CPS Energy
Shannon McClendon moved to confirm Don Blackburn and James Jackson as Chair and Vice Chair, respectively, of the NIT.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Revised NIT Charter 
Ms. McClendon presented proposed revisions to the NIT charter and noted that a new name is required for the chartered body, as the “Nodal Implementation Team” consists of Mike Cleary and his team members, rather than a subset of Market Participants. 

Market Participants discussed that it would be useful to describe in the charter what the body may do, rather than what they may not do, and that a name – and its resultant abbreviation – should be carefully selected to effectively communicate the mission of the body; and debated whether the body is appropriately responsive and reactive only, or if the body should have a proactive role in any form.  Ms. McClendon contended that the body is to assist, and that if the body is proactive, it will face dissolution, much like the former Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF).  Mr. R. Jones added that the charter should make clear that the body stands ready to assist ERCOT when called.  Further discussion was given to the position that Market Participants are able to identify flaws and should bring those concerns to ERCOT’s attention; and that if judicious, the body need not have any impact to the Nodal Project.

Market Participants also discussed that additional revisions are needed to Protocol Section 21, Process for Protocol Revision, various transition documents, and the ERCOT Bylaws to remove references to TPTF; that to the extent that the ERCOT Board wishes to remove Market Participants from some approvals and endorsements, that consideration might be given to removing Market Participants from other validation processes; and that some of the proposed revisions to the charter are substantive, absolve Market Participants of certain responsibilities, and eviscerate the mission of the body.

Ms. McClendon moved to approve the revised charter absent a name for the chartered body.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  Mr. B. Jones offered a friendly amendment that the body be named the Nodal Advisory Team (NAT).  Ms. McClendon did not accept the friendly amendment and called the question.  The motion carried with one objection from the Municipal Market Segment, and two abstentions from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

Ms. McClendon presented names for the chartered body for TAC consideration.  

Mr. Brewster moved to rename the NIT the Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF).  Kristy Ashley seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Renewable Technologies Working Group (RTWG) Report (see Key Documents)
Henry Durrwachter reviewed recent RTWG activities and future work for the RTWG.
PUCT Quarterly Report
Mr. Downey moved to forward the quarterly report to the PUCT.  Mr. Sims seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Competitive Renewable Energy Zone (CREZ) Outage Scheduling

Mr. Durrwachter reported that the first CREZ-related outage has been entered in the outage scheduler and reviewed associated issues, and proposed that TAC either direct the Regional Planning Group (RPG) to host a discussion and report to TAC, or assign the issue to WMS or ROS.  Market Participants discussed that all proposals have winners and losers; and that performance criteria and penalties for nonperformance are needed if economics are considered.  Kent Saathoff offered to draft an approach for presentation to the RPG, and added that drafting an approach would take some time.

Mr. Bruce requested that the ERCOT Staff-developed process for CREZ-related outages be presented to RPG, and that RPG subsequently consult with ROS and WMS.  
RPG Charter Revisions (see Key Documents)
Mr. Bruce reviewed the recent history of the RPG Charger revisions.

Ms. Scott moved to approve Option B: 
· Revert to RPG/TAC language.  No other changes to the Planning Charter (no economic analysis unless requested by PUCT)

· Require in Generation Interconnection (GI) Procedure that the Lead TSP for the FIS communicates to other TSPs when the FIS indicates that the direct interconnection facilities will cost >$50 million so that the other TSPs will know to look (pursuant to existing GI Procedure requirements) particularly at this FIS 

· The Lead TSP for GI FIS will communicate direct generation interconnection projects >$50 million out to full RPG (no review by RPG) once generation Interconnection Agreement is signed

Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  Henry Wood expressed appreciation for the time given to vet the issues, and stated his favor for Option A with a lower threshold.  Mr. R. Jones also offered his support for Option A with a $20 million threshold.  The motion failed on roll call.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Ross moved to approve Option A with a $25 million threshold and inclusion of both procedural changes common to both options, wherein $50 million is also changed to $25 million:

· Revert to RPG/TAC language.  Add language to Section 1.3.4 of the Planning Charter to say: ERCOT performs economic analysis of direct generation interconnection facilities >$25 million (as a part of the Full Interconnection Study (FIS)) for info purposes only (no recommendation by ERCOT)

· Require in Generation Interconnection (GI) Procedure that the Lead TSP for the FIS communicates to other TSPs when the FIS indicates that the direct interconnection facilities will cost >$25 million so that the other TSPs will know to look (pursuant to existing GI Procedure requirements) particularly at this FIS 

· The Lead TSP for GI FIS will communicate direct generation interconnection projects >$25 million out to full RPG (no review by RPG) once generation Interconnection Agreement is signed

Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed the potential number of studies that would be undertaken.  Ms. McClendon called the question.  Mr. Bruce asked that speakers already recognized be given the floor.  
Eric Schubert opined that it is important to distinguish between things in and out of the EROCT footprint and offered a friendly amendment that language be added to address generation interconnection facilities outside of the ERCOT footprint.  Mr. Schubert offered that the added language would reduce the number of studies and would not hamper activity within ERCOT.  Mr. Ross did not accept the friendly amendment, opining that it is debatable what defines the ERCOT footprint.  The motion carried on roll call.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Ross opined that many studies will be done that prove pointless, and offered that the RPG would not be admonished for bringing additional revisions to the charter, should they determine a need.
WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Mr. Ögelman presented highlights of the June 2009 WMS meeting.  
Texas Regional Entity (TRE) Report (see Key Documents)
Victor Barry reviewed the TRE report, and noted that the registration of Load Serving Entities (LSEs) is approaching some resolved Joint Registration Organization (JRO) language; that the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) is requiring that all Entities complete Critical Infrastructure Protection (CIP) self-certification even if being audited this year; that a workshop would be held on July 13, 2009 to seek stakeholder input on a jointly authored NPRR related to metrics before submitting the product into the customary stakeholder vetting process; and that it is highly likely that there will be a full separation of the TRE from ERCOT in the near future.
Mr. Barry offered recommendations for elements that should be included in Protocols and Operating Guides to assist the TRE in violation monitoring.  Mr. Bruce requested that Ms. Morris present the information to PRS, and encouraged PRS to ensure that revisions address the issues identified by Mr. Barry.

Regarding the pending PRR from the TRE to remove access to restricted systems and facilities, Market Participants expressed concern for double jeopardy risks by incorporating CIP Standards into the ERCOT Protocols; and that NERC and FERC Standards should stand alone.  Mr. Barry added that efforts were made to use ERCOT Protocol language and disassociate the product from NERC Standards; that the intent is to add value for the stakeholders; that the PRR will be vetted by the customary stakeholder process; and that the TRE Board is eager to see the revision move through the process.  Mr. Bruce recommended that an invitation be extended to the CIPWG or Jim Brenton to speak to the item at the July 2009 PRS meeting.
Operations and Planning Reports (see Key Documents)
Generation Re-interconnection Issues

In response to a previous TAC questions, Dan Woodfin noted that since 1999, approximately 21.4% of requested interconnections move forward to completion; that 77.1% result in a signed Interconnect Agreement; and that some project cancellations are due to time limits or cancelled Interconnect Agreements.  Mr. Woodfin then reviewed general procedure considerations associated with generation re-interconnection requests.

Clayton Greer noted that a number of market-related issues were raised at RPG, specifically the now-public NextEra project that connects two zones is unprecedented, and asked whether policies should be developed to limit activity of a Private Use Network (PUN) that could have looped flows.  Mr. Bruce stated that he was not yet authorized to comment on the project except to say that one of the issues raised at RPG could significantly alter how the market views CSCs, and that NextEra shared the appropriate information with ERCOT Planning even before the project was made public so that the proper analysis could be in place for the 2010 CSC selection process.  
Market Participants discussed that it is increasingly difficult to plan, since the foundation of the plan can be changed; that the RPG process does not contain a test for societal benefit; that there are a number of policy issues to be addressed by the TAC, ERCOT Board, PUCT, and Texas Legislature; and that the ROS and the WMS should name all policy, market and operational issues, not just the issues requiring stakeholder vetting.  Market Participants discussed that consideration should be given to operational issues such as moving units back and forth, modeling assumptions, and the array of key documents requiring review; and that a spreadsheet of issue ownership should be developed.

Mr. Bruce requested that Mr. Woodfin work with ROS and WMS to develop the charge and establish, by the beginning of 2010, a list of issues to address, and that ROS and WMS leadership keep TAC apprised of the progress.
Mr. Woodfin added that the Generation Interconnection procedures have been under revision for some time, and that should the ERCOT Board approve the RPG charter revisions, that the procedure revisions would then be brought forward for approval.  Mr. Bruce noted that the procedures are not a stakeholder document, but that the transparency is appreciated and TAC will provide assistance if possible.
June IT Incident
Mr. Doggett introduced Richard Morgan, acting Chief Information Officer (CIO), and reported that Mr. Morgan had been named Vice President and CIO, subject to ERCOT Board approval.  Mr. Morgan reported that a reconfiguration to a processor caused a loss of storage connectivity, and required a reboot of several servers.  Mr. Morgan noted the incident duration of approximately 43 minutes; affirmed ERCOT’s commitment to providing reliable and stable systems, and offered that the incident was both a vendor and internal issue.  Mr. Morgan added that though the reconfiguration was successfully tested in the maintenance window and considered a routine action, it has now been reassessed and must now follow the change control process.
Other Business

Ms. McClendon suggested that a TAC consent agenda be considered at the August 2009 TAC meeting, and that elements of Robert’s Rules of Order be reviewed at the next TAC meeting.
Adjournment
Mr. Bruce adjourned the meeting at 4:25 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/07/20090709-TAC" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/07/20090709-TAC� 
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