APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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

Wednesday, January 6, 2010

Attendance

Members:

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation
	

	Bevill, Rob
	Green Mountain Energy Company
	

	Bivens, Danny
	OPUC
	

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Bruce, Mark
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Cochran, Seth
	Sempra Energy Trading
	

	Comstock, Read
	Direct Energy
	

	Emery, Keith
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Greer, Clayton
	Morgan Stanley
	

	Gresham, Kevin
	E.ON Climate and Renewables
	

	Grubbs, David
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Houston, John
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Jones, Brad
	Luminant Energy
	

	Lenox, Hugh
	Brazos Electric Power Coop.
	

	Lewis, William
	Cirro Group
	

	Madden, Steve
	StarTex Power
	

	McCann, James
	Brownsville PUB
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Oswalt, Vicki
	Residential Consumer
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Ross, Richard
	AEP Service Corporation
	

	Seymour, Cesar
	Suez
	

	Smith, Bill
	Air Liquide
	

	Tessler, Chris
	First Choice Power
	

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

	Wood, Henry
	South Texas Electric Coop.
	

	Zimmerman, Mark
	Chaparral Steel Midlothian
	


The following proxies were assigned:

· Clayton Greer to Seth Cochran (afternoon only)
· Henry Wood to Sandy Morris (afternoon only)

Guests:

	Bell, Wendell
	TPPA
	

	Burke, Tom
	Luminant
	

	Burkhalter, Bob
	ABB
	

	Coleman, Katie
	TIEC
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Durrwachter, Henry
	Luminant
	

	Frederick, Jennifer
	Direct Energy
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Helton, Bob
	IPA
	

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Keetch, Rick
	Reliant
	

	Kimbrough, Todd
	NextEra Energy
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Lange, Cliff
	STEC
	Via Teleconference

	Lee, Jerry
	EPE
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	Reliant Energy
	

	Quinn, Michael
	Oncor Electric Delivery
	

	Rafferty, Jamie
	Invenergy
	

	Reid, Walter
	Wind Coalition
	

	Richard, Naomi
	LCRA
	

	Sandidge, Clint
	Sempra Energy Solutions
	

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Trenary, Michelle
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Troutman, Jennifer
	AEP Energy Partners
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG Texas
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Longhorn Power
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Day, Betty
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Levine, Jonathan
	
	

	Manning, Chuck
	
	

	McMahon, Patrick
	
	


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

2009 TAC Chair Mark Bruce called the meeting to order at 9:33 a.m. and reviewed assigned proxies and Alternate Representatives.  Mr. Bruce reminded Market Participants to identify themselves and the organization they represent when taking the floor.

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 Update (see Key Documents)

Mr. Bruce noted that the December 15, 2009 ERCOT Board meeting was abbreviated due to the ERCOT Annual meeting held earlier the same day, where ERCOT Members approved the 2010 ERCOT Board and voted to amend the ERCOT Bylaws.
Mr. Bruce reported that the ERCOT Board approved the 2010 TAC representatives, as well as Protocol Revision Request (PRR) 824, Primary Frequency Response from WGRs; PRR827, Find Transaction and Find ESI ID Functions on the MIS; PRR839, Revised Resource Category Generic Fuel Costs; PRR840, Update Trading Hub Conversion for 2010 Congestion Zones; and Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 196, Synchronization of Nodal Protocols with PRR827, Find Transaction and Find ESI ID Functions on the MIS.  Mr. Bruce added that the ERCOT Board approved PRR821, Update of Section 21, Process for Protocol Revision, as amended by the ERCOT Board.
Mr. Bruce also reported that the ERCOT Board received regular reports, and noted that Jim Brenton, Director of CIP Standards Development for ERCOT, had been elected to one of four seats on the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Critical Infrastructure Protection (CIP) executive committee.

Election of TAC Chair and Vice-Chair

Mr. Bruce reminded Market Participants that the TAC Procedures were amended in 2009 to specify the method for electing TAC leadership.  Mr. Bruce announced that he would not seek re-election to TAC leadership, and yielded the floor to Kristi Hobbs to conduct the 2010 TAC elections.  Ms. Hobbs thanked Mr. Bruce for his service, reviewed the election process, and opened the floor for nominations for 2010 TAC Chair.

Adrianne Brandt nominated Brad Jones for 2010 TAC Chair; William Lewis offered a second.  Mr. Jones accepted the nomination.  No other nominations were offered.  Mr. B. Jones was named 2010 TAC Chair by acclamation.
Read Comstock thanked Mr. Bruce for his leadership and nominated Kenan Ögelman for 2010 TAC Vice Chair.  Mr. Ögelman accepted the nomination.  No other nominations were offered.  Mr. Ögelman was named 2010 TAC Vice Chair by acclamation.
Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents) 
December 3, 2009
Market Participants recommended correction to a typographical error and the addition of Danny Bivens to the attendee list.

Adrian Pieniazek moved to approve the December 3, 2009 TAC meeting minutes as amended.  Mr. Bruce seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Municipal Market Segment.  

Texas Nodal Implementation (see Key Documents)

ERCOT Program Update
Jason Iacobucci provided a Nodal program update, noting that readiness and testing will unite in the coming one to three months.  Reviewing the integrated Nodal timeline, Mr. Iacobucci stated that, based on testing activities, it is believed that ERCOT has sufficiently mitigated the two-week slip in schedule, but retains a “red” status for phase four.

Mr. Iacobucci reviewed high priority Nodal defect trends and items that must be corrected prior to the Texas Nodal Market Implementation Date (TNMID), and stated that ERCOT’s focus is on stability and ensuring that once a certain functionality is made available, that it is as stable as possible in order to instill market confidence, though loading and usage pattern issues continue to be encountered.  Mr. Iacobucci added that ERCOT continues to manage vendors and patches according to priorities.

John Houston asked Mr. Iacobucci to review any concerns ERCOT has regarding the Market Management System (MMS).  Mr. Iacobucci noted that concerns are not technical at this time, but center around certain business processes; and that ERCOT needs to reach a comfort level that sufficient analysis may be conducted in a timely manner to each change to the model to ensure that market solutions are not adversely affected.
Marguerite Wagner expressed concern with the frequency of data loading to the Network Model Management System (NMMS); and asserted that ERCOT’s characterization that other Independent System Operators (ISOs) only do quarterly updates is not a fair comparison.  Mike Cleary stated that ERCOT is not being arbitrary in its debates of data load frequency; and that the stakeholders will continue to be apprised as ERCOT identifies issues.  Mr. Houston expressed concern for far-reaching implications of a more contrived model; and for decisions made outside of a Market Participant forum.  Mr. Iacobucci reiterated that internal discussions continue; that no conclusions have yet to be reached; and that similar conversations are expected as application difficulties continue to come to light, citing credit management as an example.  
Market Trials Overview

Matt Mereness provided a detailed overview of market trial activities in 2010.
Market Participant Readiness

Mr. Mereness reviewed participant readiness training opportunities; completed outreach site visits; and engaged metrics.  Mr. Mereness noted that ERCOT will reach out to Entities and make all efforts at resolution before designating an Entity “red” for a metric, but that should Entities not respond to contact efforts, the ERCOT Board will be notified.  Market Participants discussed their support of the process and the need for all Market Participants to be ready for TNMID.  
Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF) Report (see Key Documents)

Don Blackburn reported that NATF met on January 5, 2010 and noted NATF interest in the January 11, 2010 joint Credit Work Group (CWG) and Market Credit Working Group (MCWG) meeting; Network Data Support Working Group (NDSWG) discussions regarding the frequency of Network Model loading; and efforts to develop several processes, including a system impact-free process to indicate changes in High Sustainable Limit (HSL), a process in Hourly Reliability Unit Commitment (HRUC) to commit units that are off-line, and how to offer mitigation in Real-Time.

Protocol Revisions Subcommittee (PRS) Report (see Key Documents)
Sandy Morris presented revision requests for TAC consideration, noted accomplishment of 2009 PRS goals, and reviewed 2010 PRR approval cycle timelines, noting that a “pens down” date for PRRs would not be a PRS decision.  Mr. Bruce suggested that TAC consider discussing a “pens down” date at a future TAC meeting, adding that discussion with the ERCOT Nodal implementation team would be useful, and opined that a recommendation regarding “pens down” would be well-received by the ERCOT Board.  Mr. B. Jones suggested that a criticality threshold be used to determine a point beyond which PRRs would not be considered.
PRR842, Addition of Generic Startup Cost and Minimum Energy Cost for Diesel – Urgent
Chris Brewster questioned how diesel Generation Resources would be compensated without approval of PRR842, and how the values proposed in PRR842 were derived.  Henry Wood noted that diesel Generation Resources would not be compensated without approval of PRR842, and that values were derived by reviewing heat rates and simple cycle generic values from the ERCOT Protocols, as well as long-term service agreements to anticipate start-up costs.
Mr. Wood added that the specific diesel unit has a 200MW capacity and is a peaking unit; is in an area that ERCOT has called for constraints; that the units were not placed for ERCOT market opportunity; and that PRR842 is only an effort to recover costs.  Asked how PRR842 might reduce Uplift costs, Mr. Wood noted that the unit is located in an area void of generation, and is there to serve Load and support voltage in peak cases, but that should a transmission Outage occur in the area, ERCOT may call on the unit.

Clayton Greer moved to recommend approval of PRR842 as recommended by PRS in the 12/17/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  Richard Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR194, Synchronization of Zonal Unannounced Generation Capacity Testing Process

NPRR197, Section 21, Synchronization of Zonal Protocols

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR194 and NPRR197 as recommended in the respective 12/17/09 PRS Recommendation Reports.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR202, Clarification of Network Operations Model and State Estimator Postings

ERCOT Staff reviewed a revised Chief Executive Officer (CEO) determination and Impact Analysis for NPRR202.  Troy Anderson stated that ERCOT has now applied the work required by NPRR202 across all resources and does not believe that a redacted Network Operations Model (NOM) for non-Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) will be available for phase four of market trials and will recommend gray boxing the language if it cannot be delivered by TNMID.  Mr. Cleary added that the market should continue to debate the item, as it is wanted but not needed for market trials.  Mr. Anderson noted that there are components that might be available in time, but that the redacted NOM is the significant portion of the work, and that ERCOT might need additional guidance as to the value of proceeding with some components and not others.  Mr. B. Jones requested that Mr. Anderson return to the February 4, 2010 TAC meeting with additional information.

Mr. Pieniazek stated his intention to oppose NPRR202 as presented, adding that NRG finds clear violation of Public Utility Regulatory Act (PURA), §25.505, Resource Adequacy in the Electric Reliability Council of Texas Power Region, in that hourly State Estimator postings allow the calculation of a Resources actual output in almost Real-Time.
Bill Smith moved to recommend approval of NPRR202 as recommended in the 12/17/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  Mr. Brewster seconded the motion. Market Participants discussed the possibility that the hourly posting of State Estimator data containing Resource-specific information to the full market might create gaming opportunities; and that NRG comments to NPRR202 would eliminate the release of State Estimator data for 60 days.  Katie Coleman opined that the removal of State Estimator data is particularly contentious; that considerable effort has been made to address a majority of concerns with NPRR202; and that TAC should advance the language that can be agreed upon.  Mr. Bruce asked if not posting the State Estimator data would complicate the work of the Nodal implementation team; ERCOT staff answered that there would be no effect to the work load.   
Mr. Ögelman stated that disclosure of the State Estimator data is critical to understanding events in the market; that without the information, Locational Marginal Prices (LMPs) are inscrutable; and that transparency will be lost.  Kristy Ashley expressed concern for conflicts with disclosure rules, adding that the Independent Market Monitor (IMM) would address transparency issues if any are found.  Mr. Bruce expressed his preference for guidance from the PUCT regarding potential rule conflicts.
Mr. Pieniazek moved to amend the motion to include revisions by TAC.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed whether delaying action regarding NPRR202 would result in the posting of the full NOM for phase four of market trials or at TNMID; that under current Nodal Protocols, data provided during the market trials will be in conflict with current zonal Protocols; that an additional revision request may be authored to address further redactions; and that to hold the agreed upon items creates more uncertainty for the market. 
Mr. Greer noted that the market lacks the particular transparency today and functions and expressed discomfort with making the State Estimator data available in Real-Time.  Ms. Brandt requested time to review revised language to ensure that TSPs continue to receive all necessary data.
Ms. Brandt moved to table the motion to amend the motion until after the lunch recess.  Mr. Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Mereness reviewed the revised PRS Recommendation Report, including administrative changes; redaction of the model to Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) and all Market Participants, will the full model available to TSPs; and the hourly posting of Private Use Networks (PUNs) and the State Estimator to TSPs only.  The motion to amend the motion failed via roll call vote. (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. B. Smith and Mr. Brewster accepted administrative revisions by TAC to NPRR202 as recommended by PRS in the 12/07/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  The motion carried on roll call vote.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
NPRR131, Ancillary Service Trades with ERCOT

NPRR181, FIP Definition Revision

Mr. Bruce moved to recommend approval of NPRR131 and NPRR181 as recommended by PRS in the respective 12/17/09 PRS Recommendation Reports.  Mr. Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one abstention from the Independent Power Marketer (IPM) Market Segment regarding NPRR131.

Revision Requests Tabled at TAC (see Key Documents)

NPRR153, Generation Resource Fixed Quantity Block

NPRR164, Resubmitting Ancillary Service Offers in SASM

NPRR169, Clarify the Calculation and Posting of LMPs for the Load Zone and LMPs for each Hub

Market Participants discussed the December 16, 2009 PRS decision to no longer recommend a rank for parking deck items.

Mr. Bruce moved to recommend approval of NPRR153 as recommended by PRS in the 11/19/09 PRS Recommendation Report and with a priority of Medium; NPRR164 as recommended by PRS in the 11/19/09 PRS Recommendation Repot and with a priority of Medium; and NPRR169 as recommended by PRS in the 11/19/09 PRS Recommendation Report and with a priority of High.  Cesar Seymour seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
PRR833, Primary Frequency Response Requirement from Existing WGRs

Mr. Bruce reminded Market Participants that TAC tabled PRR833 at the December 3, 2009 TAC meeting and expressed appreciation for the additional time discussion issues and identify solutions with vendors.  Mr. Bruce reported that NextEra completed discussions with all of its manufacturers and discovered that Next Era has in its fleet one type of turbine by one manufacturer for which there is a “plug-and-play” control system that would provide the responsiveness required by PRR833; that with enough time and money similar control software could be created for newer systems; and that Next Era would define “technically feasible” as a commercially available upgrade to an existing system.  Mr. Bruce added that the commercially available option addresses approximately 50 percent of the Next Era fleet, and noted that E.ON has comments suggesting something less than an automated response that might address all machines on the ground today.
Mr. Bruce moved to table PRR833 with instructions for the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) to review the 01/05/10 Next Era comments and for the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) to review the 01/05/10 E.ON comments.  Mr. Wood seconded the motion.  Kevin Gresham suggested that over frequency relays might be installed on units that are not equipped to provide primary frequency response.  Mr. Greer expressed discomfort with delaying PRR833 further.  Mr. Ögelman echoed Mr. Greer’s concerns, but offered that it has not been suggested that the deadline of December 2011 be altered, and that allowing a little more time for more technical discussions might yield solutions for almost all Wind-powered Generation Resources (WGRs). 
Market Participants discussed that Entities should not be forced to choose between upgrading at extreme costs or ceasing operation; and that the Performance, Disturbance, Compliance Working Group (PDCWG) and the QSE Managers Working Group (QMWG) should assess technical concerns for an automated control system and tiered frequency responses.  Mr. Bruce argued that as the units in question do not have governors, the NERC requirements cannot apply; that to approximate governors is a novel concept; that should a DCS event occur, ERCOT and its stakeholders must be able to demonstrate due diligence regarding the provision of primary frequency response.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the IPM Market Segment.

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

Ms. Ashley moved to table NPRR091 for one month.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Ms. Ashley stated her preference for a longer mitigation period and, as proposed, mitigation would conclude before the beginning of the 2011 legislative session, given the December 1, 2010 TNMID.  Mr. Bruce suggested that it would be useful to request discussion of NPRR091 at WMS while keeping the item tabled at TAC.  Market Participants discussed that the functionality is available and that only variables need be defined, requiring only a configuration change and not a system change; and that other stakeholder groups are not precluded from discussing NPRR091 while it is tabled at TAC.
The motion carried with one objection from the Independent Retail Electric Provider (IREP) Market Segment.

NPRR146, ICCP Telemetry Information Submittals

Mr. Anderson noted that the ERCOT CEO is reevaluating the original determination that NPRR146 is not needed before the TNMID, as it has now been determined that, as written, NPRR146 would pose a small business process impact.  Mr. Anderson added that the frequency of the NOM loading is a new issue related to NPRR146.  Mr. B. Jones recommended that NPRR146 be tabled and requested that ERCOT Staff provide an issue update at the February 4, 2010 TAC meeting.

Mr. Bruce moved to tabled NPRR146 for one month.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

ROS Report (see Key Documents)
Rick Keetch provided a brief review of ROS activities and presented a revision request for TAC consideration.
Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 029, Synchronization of OGRR224, Special Protection System (SPS) Operations Under No Contingency
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NOGRR029 as recommended by ROS in the 12/10/09 ROS Recommendation Report.  Mr. Seymour seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Barbara Clemenhagen reviewed recent WMS activities, presented draft 2010 WMS goals, and requested that Market Participants comment as to the viability of verifiable costs or a preference for generic costs.

PRR811, Real-Time Production Potential  

Operating Guide Revision Request (OGRR) 223, Real-Time Production Potential  

Ms. Hobbs called attention to an administrative correction to populate the table in OGRR223.
Mr. Bruce moved to recommend approval of PRR811 as recommended by TAC in the 10/01/09 TAC Recommendation Report as revised by the 12/22/09 WMS comments; and to recommend approval of OGRR223 as recommended by ROS in the 10/15/09 ROS Recommendation Report  and as revised by TAC.  Ms. Troutman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Multiple Interconnected Generators (MIG) Task Force Report 

Bob Wittmeyer presented the MIG white paper for TAC consideration.  Mr. B. Smith opined that there is general support for Generators being able to switch quickly, but proposed that more time be given for consideration of which party pays for additional interconnections.  Mr. Wittmeyer noted that the PUCT has oversight of payment for interconnections.  Mr. Bruce congratulated the task force for identifying the issues; suggested that additional time be granted to synthesize the opinions of ROS and WMS, and that additional issues might be identified in the process; and opined that more work may be done to optimize the switching timeline.   
Market Participants debated whether switching would result in higher or lower prices, and whether switching would result in market efficiencies or would create gaming opportunities; and discussed that the IMM has sufficient insight to the project to ensure efficiency and fairness.  Mr. Houston suggested that the identified issues might need to be considered in phases; that more issues might come to light upon further consideration; that switching effects other Entities’ machines; and that stabilization should also be a consideration.

Mr. B. Smith moved to table consideration of the MIG white paper for one month.  Hugh Lenox seconded the motion.  Mr. B. Jones requested that Bill Blevins present at the February 4, 2010 TAC meeting and that all Market Participants come prepared for the discussion.  Howard Daniels requested that ERCOT assure the market that they have the operational tools to evaluate the effects on SPS systems or if any Power System Stabilizers (PSS) have to be changed, that the necessary evaluation can be made in that timeframe.  Mr. Wittmeyer cautioned Market Participants to consider this as impacting five percent of units, or 25 units, and noted that the ability to predict becomes quite challenging.  The motion carried unanimously.
Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) Report (see Key Documents)

Michelle Trenary briefly reviewed COPS activities and presented revision requests for TAC consideration.
Commercial Operations Market Guide Revision Request (COPMGRR) 015, Creating Section 8, ERCOT Settlement and Invoice Process 

Mr. Seymour moved to approve COPMGRR015 as recommended by COPS in the 12/08/09 COPS Recommendation Report.  Keith Emery seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

COPMGRR016, Update to Section 12, Renewable Energy Credits Due to PRR808, Clean-up and Alignment of RECs Trading Program Language with PUCT Rules
Ms. Hobbs recommended that a contact phone number be removed from the language, as the number is assigned to an individual.  Market Participants discussed whether the proposed update accurately reflects the allocation of the requirements to Retail Entities as required by P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.173, Goal for Renewable Energy.and that COPS might provide clarification regarding the P.U.C. Subst. R. 25.173, Goal for Renewable Energy.

Vicki Oswalt moved to remand COPMGRR016 to COPS.  Mr. Gresham seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

System Change Request (SCR) 755, ERCOT.com Website Enhancements
Ms. Morris moved to recommend approval of SCR755 as recommended by PRS in the 12/17/09 PRS Recommendation Report.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Kyle Patrick briefly reviewed recent RMS activities.
Revised RMS Procedures

Mr. Patrick noted that consideration of revised RMS Procedures was noticed for a vote, but that the revised document was not posted timely.

Ms. Ashley moved to waive notice in order to consider the revised RMS Procedures.  Mr. Lewis seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Ms. Ashley moved to approve the RMS Procedures as revised.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

ERCOT Operations, Planning, and IT Reports

Updated Generation Interconnection Procedure (Vote)

Dan Woodfin reminded Market Participants that the procedure document was developed in 2004 and was intended to be more of an explanatory document to assist new merchant Generators; that the proposed language brings the document to current Protocol requirements for confidentiality and formatting; removes technical requirements now housed elsewhere, as well as the collection of study deposits; and includes the $25 million study threshold.  Mr. Woodfin added that the basic procedural steps are unchanged, as is the timeline; and that language revisions improve the process for how technical models and data are completed.
Ms. Ashley moved to approve the Generation Interconnection Procedures as revised by the 01/05/09 CenterPoint Energy comments, v2.1.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  Mr. Gresham expressed appreciation for efforts to clarify the procedure, but asked if it is appropriate to put the clarified language into place given that the requirements for reactive capability of units might change, and how changes would be accommodated in the procedure.  Mr. Woodfin noted that the technical requirement would reside in the Protocols, and that the intent is that the stakeholders would be able to make incremental changes to the procedural document on a quicker basis.

Asked by Mr. Bruce if the related models and documents referenced in the procedures had been updated, Mr. Woodfin answered that ERCOT Staff will have to change the models on an administrative basis as additional models become available; and that the requirement is still on the Generator to provide the correct model.  Mr. Bruce asked for clarification as to the document’s ownership; Mr. Woodfin noted that change process language directs that comment be sought from the Regional Planning Group (RPG) and TAC and then approval by the ERCOT CEO. 
Liz Jones noted the ongoing stakeholder dialogue regarding Other Binding Documents; that Oncor has repeatedly commented that any Other Binding Document should contain a change procedure and include a Market Participant approval component; and that the document’s change process might require revision in the future.  Mr. Woodfin noted that stakeholder input regarding the change process was sought but that none was received.  Mr. Bruce announced that he would abstain from any vote to endorse the documents as he was unsure of its relation to the appeal current before the PUCT; encouraged ERCOT management to include the ERCOT Board in review of the document; opined that the document should be organized into the Other Binding Document discussion; and expressed deep concern that the process for such a fundamental document ends with one individual.

The motion carried with four abstentions from the Consumer, Independent Generator (2) and Municipal Market Segments.
Renewable Technology Working Group (RTWG) Report
Henry Durrwachter reviewed recent RTWG activities and noted the development of a draft 2010 RTWG work plan.  Mr. Ögelman thanked Mr. Durrwachter and the RTWG for their efforts and echoed Market Participant comments that solar and storage will be important issues to address in the near future as they pertain to integration and reliability.

Texas Regional Entity (TRE) Report

Mr. Bruce noted that a TRE report would not be provided at the day’s meeting.

Other Business (see Key Documents)

2009 Accomplishments and 2010 Goals

Mr. B. Jones requested that subcommittee chairs provide him their respective 2010 goals prior to the February 4, 2010 TAC meeting, and invited Market Participants to also suggest 2010 TAC goals.

Adjournment
Mr. Jones adjourned the TAC meting at 2:50 p.m.

� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/12/20091203-TAC" ��http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2009/12/20091203-TAC� 
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