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MINUTES OF THE ERCOT

Nodal advisory task force (NATF) MEETING

ERCOT Austin Office

7620 Metro Center Drive

Austin, TX 78744

July 29, 2010
Meeting Attendance: 


Segment Representatives in Attendance:

	Name
	affiliation
	Market Segment

	Blackburn, Don
	Luminant
	Investor Owned Utility (IOU)

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	Consumer - Commercial

	Fox, Kip
	AEP Service Corporation
	IOU (Alt.)

	Jackson, James
	CPS Energy
	Municipal

	Kroskey, Tony
	Brazos Electric
	Cooperative (Alt.)  (Via Teleconference)

	Lovelace, Russell
	Shell Energy
	Independent Power Marketer (IPM)

	McEvoy, Kevin
	Exelon Generation
	IPM (Alt.) (Via Teleconference)

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

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	Municipal (Alt.)

	Reynolds, Jim
	StarTex Power 
	IREP

	Richard, Naomi
	LCRA
	Cooperative (Via Teleconference)

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON
	Independent Generator

	Seymour, Cesar
	Suez
	Independent Generator (Alt.)

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental Chemical
	Consumer - Industrial


Non-voting Attendees:

	Name
	Affiliation
	

	Ahuja, Manan
	Barclays Capital
	Via Teleconference

	Allen, Thresa
	Iberdola USA
	Via Teleconference

	Anderson, Clinton
	Sungard
	Via Teleconference

	Bailey, Dan
	Garland Power and Light
	Via Teleconference

	Barnes, Bill
	J Aron
	Via Teleconference

	Basaran, Harika
	Austin Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Belk, Brad
	LCRA
	Via Teleconference

	Bogen, David
	Oncor
	Via Teleconference

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brown, Jack
	Garland Power and Light
	Via Teleconference

	Bruns, Scott
	Direct Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Buckelew, Lee
	CPS Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Cannon, Maribeth
	Edison Mission
	Via Teleconference

	Caraway, Shannon
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	Carter, Kevin
	Duke Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Chudgar, Rajan
	Sungard
	Via Teleconference

	Clevenger, Josh
	Brazos Electric
	Via Teleconference

	Dietz, Karen
	GDF Suez
	Via Teleconference

	Eddleman, Neil
	Cirro Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Escamilla, Jose
	CPS Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Fahey, Matt
	ANP/IPA
	Via Teleconference

	Galliquez, Percy
	Brazos Electric
	Via Teleconference

	Garrett, Mark
	Direct Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hall, Michael
	CenterPoint Energy 
	Via Teleconference

	Hampton, Brenda
	Luminant
	

	Harini, Shah
	DTE Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Harrell, Patty
	DC Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hassouni, Daniel
	DC Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hebert, Jason
	PCI
	Via Teleconference

	Hess, Stephen
	Edison Mission
	Via Teleconference

	Hughes, Darren
	Optim Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Huynh, Thuy
	Potomac Economics
	Via Teleconference

	Jacoby, Jim
	AEP Texas
	Via Teleconference

	Jones, Mike
	Infinite Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Kee, David
	CPS Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Kennedy, Tim
	Direct Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Krishnaswamy, Vikram
	Constellation
	Via Teleconference

	Kunkel, Dennis
	AEP Texas
	Via Teleconference

	Lange, Clif
	STEC
	Via Teleconference

	Leckey, Sean
	Edison Mission
	Via Teleconference

	Lewis, W.
	Cirro Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Li, Y
	Potomac Economics
	Via Teleconference

	Looney, Sherry
	Luminant
	

	Lucas, Ross
	Sungard
	Via Teleconference

	Marchelli, Mario
	The Structure Group
	Via Teleconference

	Meitner, James
	Westar Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Melgoza, Moises
	APX
	Via Teleconference

	Mishra, Shailesh
	PCI
	

	Moast, Pat
	Texas Regional Entity
	Via Teleconference

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Munoz, Manuel
	CenterPoint Energy 
	Via Teleconference

	Oliver, Todd
	Brazos Electric
	Via Teleconference

	Olson, Sara
	Optim Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Orbe, John
	Barclays Capital
	Via Teleconference

	Palani, Ananth
	Optim Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Roach, Temujin
	PUCT
	Via Teleconference

	Rodriguez, Linda
	AEP Texas
	Via Teleconference

	Ryan, Martin
	NRG Texas
	Via Teleconference

	Sack, Brandon
	Westar Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Sandidge, Clint
	Sempra Solutions
	Via Teleconference

	Satkowski, Ned
	PSEG Texas
	Via Teleconference

	Scher, Eric
	CenterPoint Energy 
	Via Teleconference

	Starr, Lee
	Bryan Texas Utilities
	Via Teleconference

	Stewart, Wendy
	EDF Trading
	Via Teleconference

	Sucherland, Dave
	LCRA
	Via Teleconference

	Toussaint, Margaret
	BP Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Trayers, Barry
	Citigroup
	Via Teleconference

	Trout, Seth
	Customized Energy Solutions
	Via Teleconference

	Wallin, Shane
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	Watson, Mark
	Platts Oilgram
	Via Teleconference

	Whittle, Brandon
	DB Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Longhorn Power
	Via Teleconference

	Worley, Eli
	Tenaska
	Via Teleconference

	Zang, Hailing
	Potomac Economics
	Via Teleconference

	Zehani, Madjid
	Austin Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Zhang, Bryan
	Potomac Economics
	Via Teleconference


ERCOT Staff:

	Name
	

	Adams, John
	Via Teleconference

	Bohart, Jim
	

	Boren, Ann
	

	Bridges, Stacy
	Via Teleconference

	Cleary, Mike
	

	Coon, Patrick
	Via Teleconference

	Decuir, Kim
	Via Teleconference

	DiPastena, Phil
	Via Teleconference

	Geer, Ed
	Via Teleconference

	Gonzalez, Ino
	

	Huang, Fred
	Via Teleconference

	Iacobucci, Jason
	Via Teleconference

	Kasparian, Ken
	Via Teleconference

	Landry, Kelly
	

	Matlock, Robert
	Via Teleconference

	Mereness, Matt
	

	Middleton, Scott
	

	Natoli, Anthony
	Via Teleconference

	Nowikcki, Len
	Via Teleconference

	Ragsdale, Ken
	

	Rasberry, Justin
	

	Shaw, Pamela
	Via Teleconference

	Surendran, Resmi
	

	Teixeira, Jay
	Via Teleconference

	Tomlin, Dale
	Via Teleconference

	White, Steve
	Via Teleconference

	Wise, Joan
	Via Teleconference


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

Don Blackburn called the meeting to order at 9:29 a.m. 

Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Blackburn read the Antitrust Admonition, which was displayed.  He asked those who had not yet reviewed the Antitrust Guidelines to do so.  Copies of the Antitrust Guidelines were available.
Outage Scheduler Readiness Criteria
Ken Ragsdale outlined key dates and activities regarding network operations modeling, Outage scheduling, and Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR), requiring Market Participant support.  He observed that there are 12 defects with the Outage Scheduler and the Outage Scheduler User Interface, and noted that one defect has been resolved, one defect is being retested, seven defects have an estimated fix date of 07/30/2010, and four have been traced to data issues and have an estimated fix date of 08/13/2010.  NATF made no changes to its 07/08/2010 recommendation to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) that the Outage Scheduling Market Readiness Criteria had been met.     

Mr. Ragsdale reiterated that ERCOT will run a zonal to Nodal transfer of Outages on 08/13/2010, and that this action will transfer 80% to 85% of all Outages in the system, but that Resource Outages will not be included in the transfer and will need to be reentered by Market Participants.  Mr. Ragsdale stated that Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) and Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) are responsible for ensuring that Outages are correctly entered into the Nodal Outage Scheduler, and that a list of Outages that will not be transferred by ERCOT may be obtained by sending an E-Mail request to MarketTrials@ercot.com.  
Congestion Revenue Rights (CRR) Auction Readiness Criteria
Mr. Ragsdale stated that ERCOT continues to evaluate Nodal Market readiness by examining system, process, and people readiness, and reviewed the approval schedule for the CRR readiness criteria.  He noted that ERCOT continues to work with Siemens on defects with the Topology Processor, and stated that if Siemens is unable to provide a software patch, then a workaround would be instituted.  Market Participants inquired into the details of the Siemens patch and the alternative workaround.  Consensus among Market Participants was that a recommendation regarding CRR readiness criteria was not appropriate until the issue with the Topology Processor had been resolved.  Mr. Blackburn stated that a Special NATF meeting would be called for 08/03/2010 to consider a recommendation on CRR readiness criteria.  Marguerite Wagner noted discussions regarding the posting of CRR procedures and inquired as to whether they would be posted to the ERCOT website.  Matt Mereness noted that discussions continue regarding which procedures are appropriate to post, but that once that is determined they would be posted.        
Nodal Protocol Revision Requests (NPRRs) referred to NATF from the Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS)

NPRR255, Resolution of Alignment Item A81 - DRUC Timing and Execution when DAM is Delayed or Aborted
Ann Boren noted that NPRR255 was referred to NATF by PRS to review the timeline in the event that the Day Ahead Market (DAM) is delayed but still executes or if the DAM is aborted and ERCOT still needs to procure Ancillary Services to meet the needs of the Ancillary Services Plan.  Mr. Mereness explained that NPRR255 codifies the procedures for a Supplementary Ancillary Services Market (SASM) in the event the DAM fails to run, and Ancillary Services have not been procured.  Market Participants discussed the details of NPRR255, but took no action regarding it.   
Protocol Transition Plan Matrix

Ms. Boren noted that Protocol Transition Plan Matrix provides Market Participants with the effective dates of the varying sections of the Nodal Protocols, and stated that ERCOT will distribute a Market Notice 30 days and 10 days prior to the effective date of each Protocol requirement.  The Protocol Transition Plan Matrix is available at http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2010/07/20100729-NATF.    
Current Operating Plan (COP) Expectations

Mr. Ragsdale noted that ERCOT incorporated Market Participant comments into the Business Practices for the COP, and stated that an important change was the addition of a section for Reliability Must-Run (RMR) Units.  Market Participants discussed the impact of forecasting requirements on Wind-powered Generation Resources (WGRs).  Mr. Blackburn noted that NATF could provide feedback to TAC regarding this issue, but that NATF had no directive to do so.  Mr. Ragsdale observed that ERCOT expects Generation Resources to indicate in the COP their best estimation of the status of their respective Generation Units for the preceding seven days.  Mr. Blackburn stated that he would highlight this issue at the next TAC meeting.             
Market Trials Update

Mr. Middleton reviewed issues observed during the 07/21/2010 5-Hour Full System Reliability Test and requested that Market Participants review these issues prior to the next Full System Reliability Test.  He stated that an important issue to examine is Ramp Rates.  Mr. Middleton observed that Ramp Rates are validated against the reasonability limits and noted that it would be beneficial for Market Participants to verify that they are set correctly.  Market Participants discussed Low Reasonability Ramp Rate Limit (LRRL) and High Reasonability Ramp Rate Limit (HRRL) updates to the Resource Asset Registration Form (RARF).  Mr. Middleton noted that these limits set boundaries on how high and how low a QSE may adjust a Resources Ramp capability.  Mr. Ragsdale noted that updates not received at least 90 days in advance will be evaluated as an interim update.  
168-Hour Full System Reliability Test

Mr. Middleton noted the importance of determining the length and content of the 168-Hour Full System Reliability Test.  He observed three options for testing.  He noted that options one and two both include full system market and reliability tests, but that option one would be less than seven days, and option two would be seven days.  Mr. Middleton stated that option three would encompass all the testing in options one and two, but would also include the dispatch of Resources through Nodal systems.  Mr. Middleton noted that the use of option three would create Settlement issues, and would require revisions to current zonal Protocols.  Market Participants noted that it is important to define the objectives of the test and set a testing design that reaches those objectives.  Randy Jones noted the need for quality metrics and suggested the use of the Control Performance Standard (CPS) 1 score utilized by the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) as a means for measuring performance during the 168-Hour test.  Russell Lovelace stated that the 168-Hour test represents a full dress-rehearsal of Nodal Market Systems and expressed support for option three using generic costs for Settlement.  Mr. Ragsdale expressed the concern that the use of test data to dispatch Generation Resources, and different data for Settlements, could cause both reliability and Settlement problems.  

Market Participants discussed separating the 168-Hour test into different testing periods.  Ms. Wagner observed consensus around the value of dividing the test into separate periods and noted that this would allow time for retooling of Market Participant systems and the opportunity to later see corrections to systems in action.  Mr. Blackburn noted that the third option would require a type of hybrid Settlement system, and that the creation of such a system is unlikely.                                       
Adjournment
Mr. Blackburn adjourned the meeting at 2:43 p.m. 
� Some attendees may not have been present for the entire meeting.  
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