APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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


Thursday, September 3, 2009 – 9:30am – 4:00pm
Attendance
Members:

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation 
	

	Bivens, Danny
	OPUC
	

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Bruce, Mark
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading
	

	Comstock, Read
	Direct Energy
	

	Downey, Marty
	TriEagle Energy
	

	Dreyfus, Mark
	Austin Energy
	

	Fox, Kip
	AEP Corporation
	Alt. Rep. for R. Ross

	Jones, Brad
	Luminant Energy
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Lenox, Hugh
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

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

	McClendon, Shannon
	Residential Consumer
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	Alt. Rep. for B. Belk

	Moss, Steven
	First Choice Power
	

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

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Sims, John
	Nueces Electric Cooperative
	

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

	Smith, Bill
	Air Liquide
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	Alt. Rep. for J. Houston

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy Trading
	

	Wood, Henry
	STEC
	

	Zlotnik, Marcie
	StarTex Power
	


The following proxies were assigned:
· William Lewis to Marcie Zlotnik
· Oscar Robinson to Bill Smith

· Eric Schubert to Brandon Whittle

· Henry Wood to John Sims

Guests:

	Barkley, Jim
	Baker Botts
	

	Barry, Victor
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brown, Jeff
	Shell Energy
	

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz Power
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Davison, Brian
	PUCT
	

	DeLaRosa, Lewis
	PUCT
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Greffe, Richard
	PUCT
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Hellinghausen, Bill
	Eagle
	

	Don, Jones
	Reliant
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Kimbrough, Todd
	NextEra
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Moast, Pat
	Texas Regional Entity
	

	Owens, Frank
	TMPA
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	Reliant Energy
	

	Prentice, Rob
	Topaz
	

	Rexrode, Caryn
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	SUEZ
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Sparks, Kyle
	TRC Engineers
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Trenary, Michelle
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Ward, Jerry
	Luminant
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	DME
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Cleary, Mike
	
	

	Doggett, Trip
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Gates, Vikki
	
	

	Gonzales, Ino
	
	

	Goodman, Dale
	
	

	Grable, Mike
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Iacobucci, Jason
	
	

	Kleckner, Tom
	
	

	Manning, Chuck
	
	

	Nixon, Murray
	
	

	Rajagopal, Raj
	
	

	Roark, Dottie
	
	


Unless otherwise indicated, all Market Segments were present for a vote.
TAC Chair Mark Bruce called the meeting to order at 9:32 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)

Mr. Bruce noted ERCOT Board approval of the Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) parking deck concept and conveyed the ERCOT Board’s request that a systematic approach for loading and removing items from the parking deck be developed.  Mr. Bruce reported ERCOT Board approval of revision requests, including Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 805, Adding POLR Customer Class and AMS Meter Flag to the Database Query Function on the MIS and NPRR171, Synchronization of PRR805, Adding POLR Customer Class and AMS Meter Flag to the Database Query Function on the MIS; expressed appreciation for the Retail community’s and the Public Utility Commission of Texas’ (PUCT) assistance; and noted that the project timelines would still be subject to Nodal implementation concerns.
Proposed Revisions to the ERCOT Bylaws 
Mr. Bruce reported the request that TAC bring any recommendations regarding proposed revisions to the ERCOT Bylaws to the October 2009 Human Resource and Governance Committee meeting, and noted that the ERCOT Board would make its recommendation at the November 2009 ERCOT Board meeting, and that the ERCOT Membership would vote on revisions at the December 2009 Annual Meeting.

Market Participants expressed concern regarding proposed revisions regarding requirements for TAC leadership and discussed that the ERCOT Board certifies the TAC membership and may reject members if they see fit; that the requirement would be problematic for the Consumer Market Segment in that it would require additional Full Time Employees (FTEs); that many TAC members serve as agents of the ERCOT Member, but are employed by a subsidiary; and that as retired employees frequently return as contractors, the requirement would result in a significant drain of expertise. 

Mark Dreyfus noted the ERCOT Board’s discomfort with perceptions of conflict of interest and suggested that TAC offer a substitute to address those perceptions.  Market Participants discussed the definition of Member, that employees of a Member may be presumed to represent the company’s position, but that consultants may have many clients and interests; that TAC leadership makes presentations on behalf of TAC, and while leadership has served admirably, the ERCOT Board wishes to understand the individual’s underlying interests; and that there are a number of implications to requiring the divulgence of a client list. Mr. Bruce noted that what might be clear in a presenter’s mind might not be clear in an audience member’s mind; that he would not object to additional transparency; and that individuals have the right to not stand for election to leadership if disclosure requirements are objectionable to that individual. 

Mr. Bruce added that TAC is not required to take action; that TAC opinion is not part of the formal ERCOT Bylaw review process; that TAC’s role is advisory; and that the ERCOT Board sought TAC input as a courtesy.  Shannon McClendon noted that three ERCOT Board members have expressed concern with representation disclosure; that some client lists are confidential and cannot be required to be disclosed; and suggested that the informal practice of announcing who one is representing when speaking from the gallery might be formalized as a suitable substitute for the proposed language.
Ms. McClendon moved to recommend striking the last sentence of Section 5.1 TAC Representatives (g) requiring the Chair and Vice Chair each be an employee of a Member.  Mr. Whittle seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed the implications of requiring individuals to divulge client lists; that TAC members appropriately police TAC leadership; that the requirement to disclose conflicts of interest is already in effecting the ERCOT Bylaws; and that the Board should be informed of TAC’s robust discussion of the representation issue.  Ms. McClendon and Mr. Whittle accepted Henry Wood’s amendment that TAC would address through the TAC Procedures the issue of representation disclosures at meetings.  Market Participants expressed confidence in Market Segments’ abilities to ensure that their representation at TAC and other meetings serves the Market Segments’ needs; and noted that the motion does not speak to any other sections of the ERCOT Bylaws.  The amended motion carried with four abstentions from the Cooperative, Investor Owned Utility (IOU) (2), and Municipal Market Segments.  
Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 
August 6, 2009 
August 18, 2009 
Ms. McClendon moved to approve the August 6 and August 18, 2009 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  Adrian Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Revisions to TAC Procedures (see Key Documents)

Mr. Bruce reviewed proposed revisions to the TAC Procedures.  Market Participants discussed that the TAC Procedures may require additional revisions to comport with ERCOT Bylaws, which are currently under review; debated the implications of requiring consultants to disclose their client lists; and developed language to clarify TAC Membership requirements.  Ms. Wagner suggested that should an ERCOT Member elect to engage a consultant to represent them at TAC or at TAC subcommittees, the consultant should disclose the Entity or Entities he or she is representing at that particular meeting.  

Ms. Wagner moved to approve the TAC Procedures as amended by TAC.  Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  Market Participants further discussed that proposed revisions are not in conflict with currently approved ERCOT Bylaws.  Ms. Wagner and Ms. McClendon accepted Mr. Wood’s suggestion to use the term “Authorized Representative” regarding Membership.  Mr. Bruce noted that the process to elect leadership is formalized in the revised language; the two-week meeting notice requirement is reduced to one week to comport with ERCOT Bylaws; and that the proposed language also addresses PUCT concerns regarding the timely posting of materials eligible to be considered by TAC.  The motion carried unanimously.
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Report (see Key Documents)
Sandy Morris reviewed PRS activities and presented revision requests for TAC consideration.

PRR817, Cease Late Payment Charges for Defaulted Entities 

Ms. McClendon moved to recommend approval of PRR817 as recommended by PRS in the 8/25/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
PRR818, OOMC for Quick Start Units – Urgent
Marty Downey moved to recommend approval of PRR818 as amended by the 09/01/09 ERCOT comments.  Kenan Ögelman seconded the motion.  Kip Fox questioned whether PRR818 would affect payments for Block Load Transfers (BLTs), and raised a concern from Mexico’s Comisión Federal de Electricidad (CFE) that not all costs for emergency block transfers are being recovered.  ERCOT Staff noted that PRR818 does not affect payment for BLTs; Market Participants requested that the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) review the use of BLTs and associated cost issues.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR165, Synchronizing Section 1 with PRR697

NPRR168, Change the Definition of "Start-up" and Include the Fuel from Breaker Close to LSL in Startup Costs (formerly titled "Verifiable Costs General Corrections")
NPRR183, Synchronization of PRR790, Load Profile ID Annual Validation Change Request

NPRR184, Section 2, Addition of Definitions and Acronyms from Zonal Protocols and Clarifications

NPRR185, Cancellations of RUC-Committed Resources

Mr. Fox moved to recommend approval of NPRR165, NPRR168, NPRR183, NPRR184, and NPRR185 as recommended by PRS in their respective 08/25/09 PRS Recommendation Reports.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR186, Naming Convention Clarification
Mr. Downey moved to recommend approval of NPRR186 as recommended by PRS in the 08/25/09 PRS Recommendation Report and as revised by TAC.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR188, MVA for SCED Input

DeAnn Walker moved to recommend approval of NPRR188 as recommended by PRS in the 08/25/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  Randy Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  
NPRR192, QSE Energy and Ancillary Service Compliance Criteria

Kristi Hobbs recommended a correction to a variable in paragraph (9) of Section 8.1.1.4.1.
Brad Jones moved to recommend approval of NPRR192 as recommended by PRS in the 08/25/09 PRS Recommendation Report and as revised by TAC; with initial values of X=5%, Y=5MW, and Z=10% to be reevaluated and modified as necessary by TAC and the Texas Regional Entity (TRE) beginning two months prior to the Texas Nodal Implementation Date (TNMID), and as necessary after the TNMID.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion.  Market Participants recommended that that revised values be posted to the MIS no later than three Business Days following a TAC decision.  The motion carried unanimously.
Other Binding Documents

Ms. Walker reported that ERCOT Legal is drafting an NPRR to bring the current Nodal Protocols into compliance with PUCT Substantive Rules.
Notice of Rejected Revision Request

Ms. Morris noted rejection of PRR825, Distributed Energy Resource Participation in Responsive Reserve Service Markets.
Revision Requests Tabled at TAC (see Key Documents)

NPRR174, FIP Modifications in Verifiable Startup and Minimum Energy Cost and Recovery of Exceptional Fuel Costs During RUC Intervals
Ms. Hobbs noted that should the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) approach be endorsed, the posting requirements for the variable would require additional review.  Chris Brewster reviewed NRG Texas Power and City of Eastland joint comments to NPRR174, recommended a fixed adder of 50 cents rather than a variable adder and dead band, and noted that due to software requirements, ERCOT would have to convert the fixed adder to a percentage of gas prices every two weeks.  Mr. Pieniazek added that the fixed adder methodology comports with the way gas contracts are negotiated.

Market Participants expressed concerns that Fuel Oil Prices (FOP) issues have not been addressed; and that Entities which carry oil inventories may not be able to recover actual costs for oil units committed in the Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC).  Market Participants debated the merits of a fixed adder to the Fuel Index Price (FIP); that there is no perfect number that may be determined for either a percentage or fixed adder; and that a separate NPRR may be required to adequately address FOP issues.
Ms. Ashley moved to table NPRR174 for one month.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion. Ino Gonzalez clarified that ERCOT is not increasing the price of gas, but is rather increasing the amount of fuel rate by 10% to avoid a system change, and that the increased fuel rate is used to calculate the offer cap which applies to both FIP and FOP.  Market Participants discussed that 10% will not adequately address the volatility of oil prices; that some Entities might be driven to bankruptcy; and that the issues associated with FOP should be addressed at the WMS Verifiable Cost Working Group (VCWG), rather than at TAC.  Gary Singleton requested the ability to dispute and recover fuel oil costs.  Ms. McClendon invited Mr. Singleton to submit an NPRR for FOP, and expressed encouragement in seeing the Market Segments work with Consumers to develop solutions to cost recovery issues.  The motion carried unanimously.
NOGRR025, Monitoring Programs for QSEs, TSPs, and ERCOT - Urgent
Barbara Clemenhagen presented the WMS recommendation regarding NOGRR025 for TAC consideration, and noted that there were additional non-substantive revisions for the sake of clarity.  ERCOT Staff addressed stakeholder concerns that some reports would be generated at the request of the IMM, TRE, or PUCT, but not shared with other Market Participants, noting that ERCOT would deliver raw data for a specific timeframe; that to share that unfiltered data with Market Participants would create some confidentiality issues; and that filtering would require automation.  

Market Participants proposed that non-confidential information be shared, as resource constraints allow, at the request of TAC, and not on the basis of a request from an individual Market Participant, and inquired as to the sufficiency of the reports.  Ms. Whittington confirmed that the PUCT has mapped the reports in NOGRR025 to the related NPRR192 and other performance criteria already in ERCOT Protocol, and is satisfied that the required information is available in the 18 reports that ERCOT will provide to them upon request.
Ms. Walker moved to recommend approval of NOGRR025 as amended by the 08/25/09 WMS comments and as revised by TAC, with the understanding that ERCOT and stakeholders will continue to work on implementation issues and report availability.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Bruce expressed his appreciation for the efforts of ERCOT, TRE, and PUCT Staffs, as well as ROS and WMS in developing NOGRR025.

WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Ms. Clemenhagen noted that the August 2009 WMS report was posted with the day’s Key Documents and invited questions. 
SMOGRR0007, Synchronization of Settlement Metering Operating Guide with PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeal Process
Mr. Wood moved to approve SMOGRR007 as recommended by WMS in the 08/19/09 WMS Recommendation Report.  Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

2010 Commercially Significant Constraint (CSC) Recommendation
Ms. Clemenhagen reviewed Scenario WN2-4Z as recommended by ERCOT and endorsed by WMS.
Mr. Whittle moved to recommend approval of the ERCOT and WMS recommendation for the 2010 CSCs and Congestion Zones.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  Mr. Downey commented that he would support the recommendation because it is the right technical answer, but expressed concern that Consumers who were moved from West to North (W-N) last year and would move back from North to West (N-W) under this recommendation will not understand why prices that previously went up will now go back down.  Mr. Bruce asked what ERCOT will be posting for the Day Ahead and Operating Day stability limit calculations on the W-N interface; Isabel Flores noted that the matrix for W-N stability limit and a thermal calculation would be posted the Day Ahead, and that the total across the six lines would be posted in Real Time.  
Mr. Dreyfus asked Ms. Flores to validate the Austin Energy assessment that due to the change in shift factors that the Transmission Congestion Right (TCR) coverage under this alignment would be about half of current coverage.  Ms. Flores noted that ERCOT calculated a preliminary TCR amount for 2010 but it is an estimate, as the Closely Related Elements (CREs) are not yet defined, and that the TCR amounts would be comparable.  Market Participants discussed that system changes would be required to designate whether the thermal or stability limit is binding.  Ms. Flores confirmed that ERCOT will continue providing market messages when it is controlling to the stability limit.  The motion carried with one abstention from the IOU Market Segment.
CRE Request – Waco West to Waco Woodway (see Key Documents) 

Mr. Bruce reminded Market Participants that TAC has seven days to object to an ERCOT CRE request or the request will be implemented.  Ms. Flores presented the CRE request for TAC consideration and noted that ERCOT has used both local and zonal methods to solve the Congestion in the Waco area, and that zonal methods work best in this instance.  Ms. Flores provided the CRE test results using the criteria defined by PRR816, CRE Determination Criteria, and noted that since the Waco West to Waco Woodway line is dynamically rated, ERCOT’s analysis was done by taking an average of the line ratings.  Mr. Whittle added that the averaging of dynamic ratings was not addressed in PRR816, and opined that WMS might want to take up consideration of codifying in the Protocols how dynamic ratings should be addressed in the future.

Mr. Whittle moved to approve ERCOT’s CRE request for Waco West to Waco Woodway.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  Ms. Flores noted that had the dynamic ratings not been averaged, the segment would have failed the CRE test at 115 degrees, and suggested that provision of a range on high and low temperatures might be an alternative to another PRR.  Mr. Bruce suggested that Mr. Whittle initiate a discussion of dynamic line rating issues at the Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG).  The motion carried unanimously.

ROS Report (see Key Documents)
Ken Donohoo noted that ROS had not formed a task force but would review issues related to Generation reinterconnection and refer findings to the WMS Multiple Interconnection for Generators Task Force (MIGTF).  Mr. Donohoo reviewed items for consideration at the September 2009 ROS meeting, and presented Operating Guide Revision Requests (OGRRs) for TAC consideration.  Mr. Bruce encouraged Market Participants to continue progress finalizing PRR822, Removing Access to Restricted Computer Systems, Control Systems and Facilities, as it is a high-priority issue for the TRE Board.  He further requested that committees be in communication with Troy Anderson regarding an orderly loading of the Nodal parking deck. 
OGRR217, Relay Misoperation Report Format Change
OGRR224, Special Protection System (SPS) Operations Under No Contingency
OGRR229, OGRR229, Synchronization of Operating Guides with PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeal Process
OGRR234, EEA Media Appeal Correction - Urgent
Mr. Fox moved to approve OGRR217, OGRR224, OGRR229, and OGRR234 as recommended by ROS in the respective 08/13/09 ROS Recommendation Reports.  Mr. R. Jones seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Kyle Patrick noted that the August 2009 RMS report was posted with the day’s Key Documents and invited questions.  Mr. Patrick reported Advanced Meter System (AMS) roll-out totals for Oncor and CenterPoint Energy at 249,000 and 47,000 meters respectively and presented a Competitive Metering Guide Revision Request (CMGRR) for TAC consideration.  

CMGRR009, Clarification of the Standards for Competitive Meters

Ms. Zlotnik moved to approve CMGRR009 as recommended by RMS in the 08/12/09 RMS Recommendation Report.  Ms. McClendon seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) Report (see Key Documents)
Michelle Trenary noted that the August 2009 COPS report was posted with the day’s Key Documents and invited questions, and  presented revision requests for TAC consideration.
Commercial Operations Market Guide Revision Request (COPMGRR) 014, Synchronization of Commercial Operations Market Guide with PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeal Process 
Load Profiling Guide Revision Request (LPGRR) 033, Synchronization of Load Profiling Guide with PRR804, Revisions to Section 21 Appeal Process 

Mr. Moss moved to approve COPMGRR014 and LPGRR033 as recommended by COPS in the respective 08/11/09 COPS Recommendation Reports.  Ms. Walker seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Renewable Technologies Working Group (RTWG) Report (see Key Documents)
Henry Durrwachter reviewed highlights of the August 2009 RTWG meeting, and noted that the issues list was reviewed and updated; that the RTWG would be shifting focus to address solar and flywheel storage technologies; and would be taking input from the ERCOT Board on the draft Texas Renewables Integration Plan (TRIP) document.
Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF) Report
Mr. Bruce noted that there were no NATF recommendations for TAC consideration.  Market Participants noted that an ERCOT Board member is seated as an alternate representative to the NATF, and discussed whether NATF meetings therefore require broadcasting under recently effective legislation; that the PUCT will rule shortly as to which ERCOT meetings must be broadcast; that the broadcast requirement might extend to meetings where an ERCOT Board member is in attendance, but that the current understanding is that broadcast requirements extend only to meetings of the ERCOT Board, the Finance and Audit Committee, the Human Resources and Governance Committee, and the Special Nodal Program Committee.

Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)
Mike Cleary provided a Nodal implementation update and invited Market Participant feedback on Single Entry Model (SEM) Go-Live.  Jason Iacobucci reported that resources are being coordinated and prioritized in the transition from the delivery of applications to the delivery of business systems.  Mr. Iacobucci reviewed early SEM Go-Live results, noting that most HelpDesk tickets were access rather than function related; that a patch was issued and that downtime was less then one hour; and that ERCOT will formally check-in with Transmission Owners (TOs) on a monthly basis.  Mr. Iacobucci expressed confidence that the week of October 5, 2009 would bring the market trials kickoff meeting and requested that Market Participants bring questions to the market trials workshop.
Market Participants noted that there were some surprise issues with SEM, such as validation rules, certificates, and naming conventions; that ERCOT is working through the issues with affected Market Participants; that there are controls in place to mitigate such issues; and that stakeholders are now being confronted with differences in Nodal Protocol interpretation.  Mr. Cleary acknowledged that traceability was a known risk. Howard Daniels expressed concern that feedback is not provided regarding Network Operations Model Change Request (NOMCR) submissions; that the submitter does not know if the NOMCR is truly integrated; and that even the zonal model continues to have timeout problems. 

Regarding the immediate risk of reconciling Protocols, systems and market expectations, Mr. Cleary clarified that the market trials will reveal deltas between build and intent; and that the deltas will be communicated via the NATF.  Mr. Cleary also expressed dismay that he and Nodal implementation team members have recently spent considerable time and effort quelling rumors regarding the Day Ahead Market (DAM); assured Market Participants that the Nodal market would have a viable DAM; and advised stakeholders that the risk arises from the required two data centers, which are so critical that they will remain on the risk list until completion in Fall 2010.  Mr. Cleary added that there were no surprises on the Market Participant survey, and that it was conducted to gage transaction volume and where to direct performance testing; that transaction volume bandwidth sufficiency will be made a regular reporting item, per stakeholder request.

Mr. Cleary noted that defects in relation to applications is a different item, that a list is being prepared for the September 2009 Special Nodal Program Committee; and that the list could be made available for the October 2009 TAC meeting.
Vikki Gates reviewed Market Participant Readiness and provided a four month preview of activity volumes and interaction opportunities.  Ms. Gates noted that training courses are open to any Market Participant, even if offered at another Market Participant site; that the Outreach Coordinator will begin site visits the week of September 28, 2009; and that the date for the technical workshop will soon be confirmed for either the week of October 5 or October 12, 2009.  Ms. Gates added that site visits will be full-day; that the availability of half-day visits has not been determined; that ERCOT is interested in conducting as many site visits as possible; and invited Market Participant questions and requests.
Betty Day provided a Protocol traceability effort update, noting the target completion date of December 15, 2009; that there are no significant issues to report to date; and that identified gaps will be reported through the NATF.  

TRE Report

Mr. Bruce conveyed Victor Barry’s notice that no TRE report was filed; that TAC should expect a TRE report in October 2009; and that Mr. Barry invites Market Participant calls and e-mails.

ERCOT Operations, Planning, and IT Reports

There were no ERCOT Operations, Planning or IT reports.

Other Business

Future Agenda Items

Mr. Bruce noted that the ERCOT Board will seek an update on the implementation of PRR776, Automatic MCPE Adjustment During Intervals of Non-Spinning Reserve Service Deployment, and PRR763, Use of WGRPP as Planned Operating Level in Day-Ahead Resource Plan for WGRs, at the October 2009 ERCOT Board meeting.  Mr. Doggett offered to apprise TAC in advance of the presentation.

Ms. McClendon requested that review be given to any remaining items containing references to the Transition Plan Task Force (TPTF).  Ms. Wagner requested that October 2009 TAC agenda time be reserved for ERCOT business processes and bandwidth for DAM.
PUC 08/20/09 Wind Generation Capacity Workshop Follow-Up

Mr. Bruce noted that the PUCT Wind Generation Capacity Workshop was attended by all three PUCT commissioners; that more direction for ERCOT may come at a later date; and that some discussion was given to ERCOT System Operations and Day Ahead Planning in that some workshop participants suggested that overly-conservative operation of the system truncates scarcity pricing and damages the market as designed.  Mr. Doggett noted that John Dumas and Mandy Bauld have been asked to give consideration to the development of a PRR to facilitate decommittment of Replacement Reserve Service (RPRS) units; and that Mr. Dumas is gathering data on forecast accuracy across peak Load hours.
Market Participants discussed issues associated with conservative forecasting, such as over-commitment of Resources; the possibility of procuring market-based reserves rather than relying on conservative wind and Load forecasts; and that the Ancillary Services Procurement Methodology should be reviewed by ROS and WMS sooner rather than later.   Mr. Bruce requested that ROS and WMS take up consideration of the Ancillary Services procurement document; Load forecast accuracy; and a decommitment process for RPRS units.

Adjournment
Mr. Bruce adjourned the meeting at 2:58 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/09/20090903-TAC" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/09/20090903-TAC� 
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