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7620 Metro Center Drive

Austin, TX 78744

September 7, 2010
Meeting Attendance: 


Segment Representatives in Attendance:

	Name
	affiliation
	Market Segment

	Blackburn, Don
	Luminant
	Investor Owned Utility (IOU)

	Fox, Kip
	AEP Service Corporation
	IOU (Alt.)

	Jackson, James
	CPS Energy
	Municipal (Via Teleconference)

	Lovelace, Russell
	Shell Energy
	Independent Power Marketer (IPM) 

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

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	Municipal (Alt.)

	Reynolds, Jim
	StarTex Power 
	IREP

	Richard, Naomi
	LCRA
	Cooperative 

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON
	Independent Generator

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	Consumers – Residential (Alt.)

	Wardle, Scott
	Occidental Chemical
	Consumer – Industrial (Via Teleconference)


Non-voting Attendees:

	Name
	Affiliation
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brown, Jack
	Garland Power and Light
	Via Teleconference

	Carpenter, Jeremy
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Carter, Kevin
	Duke Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Coffing, Timothy
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	De La Rosa, Lewis
	PUCT
	

	Detelich, David
	CPS Energy
	

	Fahey, Matt
	ANP/IPA
	Via Teleconference

	Farrell, Jim
	Constellation
	Via Teleconference

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon
	

	Hampton, Brenda
	Luminant
	

	Hancock, Tom
	GPL
	

	Hassouni, Daniel
	DC Energy
	Via Teleconference

	Hess, Stephen
	Edison Mission
	Via Teleconference

	Jackson, Tom
	Austin Energy
	

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Looney, Sherry
	Luminant
	

	Moast, Pat
	Texas Reliability Entity
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG
	

	Samsel, Matt
	Int’l Power America
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	Crescent Power
	Via Teleconference

	Sidlak, Sonia
	Constellation
	Via Teleconference

	Simpson, Lori
	Constellation
	Via Teleconference

	Starr, Lee
	Bryan Texas Utilities
	Via Teleconference

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Varnell, John
	TENASKA
	Via Teleconference

	Watson, Markham
	Platts Oilgram
	Via Teleconference

	Wheeler, Ron
	Optim Energy
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Consumer
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Name
	

	Dumas, John
	Via Teleconference

	Landin, Yvette
	

	Landry, Kelly
	

	Maggio, Dave
	

	Middleton, Scott
	

	Ragsdale, Ken
	

	Rickerson, Woody
	

	Roark, Dottie
	Via Teleconference

	Spangler, Bob
	

	Surendran, Resmi
	

	Yager, Cheryl
	Via Teleconference


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

Don Blackburn called the meeting to order 9:34 a.m.  

Antitrust Admonition

Mr. Blackburn reviewed 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.
NATF Distribution List and Email
Kelly Landry reviewed procedures for sending and receiving mail through the NATF distribution list and observed that it is necessary to be a member of the distribution list in order to be able to send messages to it.  He noted that Market Participants can sign up for the distribution list at http://lists.ercot.com.  
NPRR256, Synchronize Nodal Protocols with PRR787, Add Non-Compliance Language to QSE Performance Standards 

NATF did not consider NPRR256, but noted it for possible discussion at the next NATF meeting.  
NPRR267, Allow ERCOT to Manage Operations Model Pseudo Devices
Kip Fox reviewed NPRR267 and explained that it provides that ERCOT would be the designated entity to enter “pseudo switches” to the Network Operations Model when such devices were necessary.  Mr. Fox opined that having ERCOT enter the switches would provide the most consistency with regard to their application because Transmission Service Providers (TSPs) model their respective equipment differently than one another, and that ERCOT should continue to model these switches as it does currently.  Woody Rickerson stated that the terms “pseudo switch” and “incremental switch” are synonymous, and opined that NPRR267 is inconsistent with the intent of the Nodal Market with respect to Network Modeling.  He stated that, while ERCOT currently enters incremental switches, under zonal Protocols, ERCOT enters all changes to the Network Model.  He observed that after Nodal Market Implementation TSPs will enter changes to the Network Model through the Network Operations Model Change Request (NOMCR) process.  Mr. Rickerson remarked that the responsibility for entering incremental switches should transition to TSPs along with the responsibility for entering NOMCRs at Nodal Market implementation.           
Draft NPRR, Clarify Publishing Source and Sink Pairs of Point to Point Options Carried in Real-Time

Mr. Blackburn reviewed Nodal Protocols describing publications to be made by ERCOT regarding the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and opined that Nodal Protocol Section 4.5.3, Communicating DAM Results, suggests that Point to Point (PTP) Options data should be included in the DAM energy Bought and Sold Report.  Mr. Blackburn suggested that ERCOT commence publishing this information beginning with the 168-Hour Full System Market and Reliability test.  Market Participants discussed the appropriateness of including the PTP Options information in the report before full implementation of the Nodal Protocols.  Chad Seely commented that Nodal Protocols are not clear on this issue, and that NATF could provide comments to assist in understanding the Protocol language.      

Mr. Blackburn moved to endorse the concept to include PTP Obligations and PTP Options data with the DAM energy Bought and Sold Report beginning with the 168-Hour test, and for NATF to work towards an NPRR to clarify this report and the timing of this report for post Go-Live treatment.  Brad Schwarz seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one opposing vote from the Cooperative Market Segment, and four abstentions from the Consumer (3) and Municipal Market Segments.     
Update on Ancillary Services Capacity Monitor
ERCOT Nodal Change Request (NCR)

Bob Spangler provided a follow up to the issue of what information will be published by ERCOT regarding Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED) reserve capacity and the Ancillary Service Capacity Monitor.  Mr. Spangler reviewed ERCOT internal and external discussions of this issue and stated that ERCOT has determined that both the High Ancillary Services Limit (HASL) Net Generation, known as SCED Up Reserve, and the Low Ancillary Services Limit (LASL) Net Generation, known as SCED Down Reserve, will be published.  Mr. Spangler noted that as a result of this determination the previously discussed NCR is no longer necessary.             
Update on Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) List of Nodal Issues/Critical Items 
NATF did not consider the QSE List of Nodal Issues, but noted it for possible discussion at the next NATF meeting.
ERCOT Business Practice- Market Participant Comments
Setting the Shadow Price Caps and Power Balance Penalties in Security Constrained Economic Dispatch
NATF did not consider the ERCOT Business Practice, Setting the Shadow Price Caps and Power Balance Penalties in Security Constrained Economic Dispatch, but noted it for possible discussion at the next NATF meeting.
ERCOT and QSE Operations Practices During the Operating Hour 

David Maggio reviewed the ERCOT Business Practice, ERCOT and QSE Operations Practices During the Operating Hour, and stated that this document should be followed during the 168-Hour test.  Market Participants discussed various procedures within the document and expressed concerns regarding the settings for Low Sustained Limit (LSL) and High Sustained Limit (HSL) during ramp periods.  Mr. Maggio stated that ERCOT will continue to evaluate this Business Practice for possible revisions.        
Adjournment
Mr. Blackburn adjourned the meeting at 4:38 p.m.
� Some attendees may not have been present for the entire meeting.  
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