APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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

Thursday, March 3, 2011 – 9:30 a.m.
Attendance
Members:

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	Brewster, Chris
	City of Eastland
	

	Burke, Tom
	APM
	Alt. Rep. for H. Lenox

	Clemenhagen, Barbara
	Topaz Power
	

	Comstock, Read
	Direct Energy
	

	Downey, Marty
	TriEagle Energy
	

	Emery, Keith
	Tenaska Power Services
	

	Gedrich, Brian
	NextEra Energy Resources
	

	Greer, Clayton
	Morgan Stanley
	

	Grubbs, David
	Garland Power and Light
	

	Hellinghausen, Bill
	EDF Trading
	

	Houston, John
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Jones, Brad
	Luminant
	

	Lewis, William
	Cirro Group
	

	McCann, James
	Brownsville PUB
	

	Morris, Sandy
	LCRA
	

	Ögelman, Kenan
	CPS Energy
	

	Pieniazek, Adrian
	NRG Texas
	

	Ross, Richard
	AEP Service Corporation
	

	Sims, John
	Nueces Electric Cooperative
	

	Smith, Bill
	Air Liquide
	

	Soutter, Mark
	Invenergy Energy Management
	

	Tessler, Chris
	First Choice Power
	

	Torrent, Gary
	OPUC
	Alt. Rep. for D. Bivens

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Consumer – Residential 
	

	Wood, Henry
	South Texas Electric Cooperative
	

	Zimmerman, Mark
	Chaparral Steel Midlothian
	


The following proxies were assigned:

· Kristy Ashley to Clayton Greer
· Steve Madden to Read Comstock

· Adrian Pieniazek to Brian Gedrich (afternoon only)

· Mark Soutter to Brian Gedrich (afternoon only)
Guests:

	Bevill, Jennifer
	AEP
	

	Bevill, Rob
	Green Mountain Energy Company
	

	Brod, Bill
	AES
	

	Bruce, Mark
	Stratus Energy Group
	

	Burkhalter, Bob
	ABB
	

	Carlson, Trent
	JP Morgan
	

	Cochran, Seth
	DC Energy
	

	Coleman, Katie
	TIEC
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor
	

	Escamilla, José H.
	CPS Energy
	

	Frederick, Jennifer
	Direct Energy
	

	Galvin, Jim
	Luminant
	Via Teleconference

	Grimes, Mike
	Horizon Wind Energy
	

	Helton, Bob
	IP/GDF Suez
	

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Kolodziej, Eddie
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Lange, Nathan
	DC Energy
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	Madrigal, Ivan
	Gexa Energy
	

	Matlock, Michael
	Gexa Energy
	

	McKeever, Deborah
	Oncor
	

	McMurray, Mark
	Direct Energy
	

	Mereness, Matt
	ERCOT
	

	Patrick, Kyle
	Reliant
	

	Peck, Bob
	EnerNOC
	

	Rasberry, Justin
	RYY Consulting
	

	Reedy, Steve
	ERCOT
	

	Rowe, Evan
	PUCT
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Siddiqi, Shams
	LCRA
	

	Starnes, Bill
	Denton Municipal Electric
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Stevenson, Amanda
	Xtreme Power
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Trayers, Barry
	Citigroup Energy Inc.
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	PSEG TX
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Whittington, Pam
	PUCT Staff
	

	Williams, Blake
	CPS Energy
	


ERCOT-ISO Staff:
	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Anderson, Troy
	
	

	Ashbaugh, Jackie
	
	

	Bauld, Mandy
	
	Via Teleconference

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Reedy, Steve
	
	

	Rickerson, Woody
	
	

	Surendran, Resmi
	
	Via Teleconference

	Teixeira, Jay
	
	

	Tucker, Carrie
	
	

	Yager, Cheryl
	
	


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

TAC Chair Brad Jones called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. and thanked TAC Vice Chair Kenan Ögelman and Market Participants for their efforts in his absence.  
Antitrust Admonition
Mr. B. Jones directed attention to the Antitrust Admonition, which was displayed.  A copy of the Antitrust Guidelines was available for review. 
ERCOT Special Board Update (see Key Documents)

Mr. Ögelman reported that ERCOT Board members congratulated ERCOT Operations Staff for their swift and appropriate actions to maintain the grid during the February cold weather events.  Mr. Ögelman noted the ERCOT Board reviewed the chronology of events, actions taken, weather conditions and unique circumstances, and created two committees and a task force to review operations and communications procedures.
February Cold Weather Event – Proposed Creation of TAC Task Force 

Mr. B. Jones noted that many of the post-February 2011 cold weather event discussions focused on whether the current Nodal Protocols limit response capabilities, and whether there are sufficient communication plans in place; proposed a TAC task force to address identified issues and evaluate existing Protocols and Guides; and reviewed a draft charter.  Mr. B. Jones added that ERCOT Board leadership is supportive of a TAC task force; that the ERCOT Board is building its own issues list via its task forces; and that the ERCOT Board would like a centralized location to assign issue review.  Mr. B. Jones proposed that Mr. Ögelman chair the task force.
Market Participants discussed that Option A of the draft charter is strictly responsive to ERCOT Board direction, while Option B would grant the task force review capabilities broader than specific direction from the ERCOT Board; that the ERCOT Board already has TAC to which it can refer issues, and TAC has subcommittees in place.  Market Participants expressed concern for a task force with too broad a scope; for the possibility that the task force would be a redundant effort; and that opening the task force to any interested party might not bring the level of expertise required to be responsive to the ERCOT Board, but that limiting membership would result in exclusion.  Mr. B. Jones noted that the ERCOT Board leadership would like to have a single body to refer identified issues that would then coordinate a review effort.
Market Participants also discussed that the task force should not have a voting structure; should be responsive to specific assignment from the ERCOT Board; and that if formed, consideration should be given to a vice chair from the southern part of Texas with hurricane experience.  Bob Wittmeyer offered to serve as vice chair of a task force in the absence of another candidate, and supported the concept of a vice chair with hurricane experience.  John Houston observed that ERCOT and its member Entities are under investigation by most regulatory agencies as a result of the event; and opined that the creation of an additional stakeholder body would dilute Entities’ capability to be responsive to requests for information, that the event proved that the current Protocols worked well in preventing a major crisis, and that Protocol improvements would result of the usual stakeholder process.  
Market Participants suggested that if formed, the task force be strictly a responsive body.  It was also discussed that the task force would have the ability to meet via WebEx or teleconference and serve as a clearing house for issues.  Barbara Clemenhagen opined that the ERCOT Board should be encouraged to assign issues to TAC for delegation to the subcommittees, and that a task force would dilute efforts.  Mr. B. Jones reiterated his concern that TAC meeting requirements might limit response time, and requested that a straw poll vote be taken regarding the formation of a responsive task force.  Twenty one TAC members favored formation of a task force; four objections were received from the Independent Generator, Independent Power Marketer (IPM), Investor Owned Utility (IOU), and Municipal Market Segments.
Mr. B. Jones named Mr. Ögelman as Chair, and Mr. Wittmeyer as Vice Chair.  It was noted that as currently envisioned, the task force would be responsive to ERCOT Board instruction; would finalize the drafting of the charter at its first meeting, including how to address additional identified issues; and that Mr. Ögelman should send notice when the task force is mobilized by the ERCOT Board.  Mr. B. Jones added that he would communicate the structure of the task force at the March 21, 2011 ERCOT Board meeting and seek any additional guidance.

Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents)
February 3, 2011
Clayton Greer moved to approve the February 3, 2011 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Report (see Key Documents)

Ms. Morris presented revision requests for TAC consideration.
Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 298, New Definitions Related to Black Start

NPRR301, Correct Energy Trade Language for Adjustment Period 

NPRR304, Removal of Frequency Bias Methodology Approval Requirement

NPRR325, Price Correction During SCED Process Failure – Urgent
Barbara Clemenhagen moved to recommend approval of NPRR298, NPRR301, NPRR304, and NPRR325 as recommended in the respective 2/17/11 PRS Reports.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR290, ERCOT Publication of DAM PSS/E Files

ERCOT Staff offered administrative revisions to Section 4.5.3, Communicating DAM Results.
Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR290 as recommended by PRS in the 2/17/11 PRS Report as revised by TAC.  Adrian Pieniazek seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. 

NPRR294, Texas SET 4.0 Including: Acquisition and Transfer of Customers From One REP to Another; Meter Tampering Transactional Solution

Mr. Houston moved to recommend approval of NPRR294 as recommended by PRS in the 2/17/11 PRS Report.  Henry Wood seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. 
NPRR303, Requirement to Post PTP Options Cleared in DAM or Taken to Real-Time – Urgent

Mr. Greer moved to recommend approval of NPRR303 as recommended by PRS in the 2/17/11 PRS Report.  Marty Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the Cooperative Market Segment, and four abstentions from the Cooperative (3) and Municipal Market Segments.

NPRR307, Change SASM Offer Procedures - Urgent
Bill Smith moved to recommend approval of NPRR307 as recommended by PRS in the 2/17/11 PRS Report.  Mark Zimmerman seconded the motion.  Randa Stephenson reviewed the 03/02/11 Luminant Energy comments and expressed concern that limits imposed on On-Line Resources would reduce the number of offers into the Supplemental Ancillary Services Market (SASM), and that units would continue to be activated for Reliability Unit Commitment (RUC).  The Independent Market Monitor (IMM) noted that the SASM clearing mechanism is different from that of the Day-Ahead Market (DAM) and is not co-optimized with energy; and expressed concern that offer behaviors will be altered, and that Entities attempting to procure in the SASM will incur significant start-up costs.
It was discussed that the cost of an On-Line Resource may be a more economical alternative to offers requiring the startup of additional Off-Live Resources.  Mr. Pieniazek opined that the SASM is not functioning properly due to limitations, and that NPRR307 removes problematic limits that adversely affect the number of bids in the SASM; that Resources should be allowed to alter bids in response to changing conditions; and that the IMM is positioned to monitor for manipulation.  

Ms. Clemenhagen requested that the Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) review the market impacts of ERCOT’s procedure for compensating Non-Spinning Reserve (Non-Spin) units that are activated for RUC and brought on-line.  Chris Tessler expressed concern that the market is moving from one of limited structure to one with no constraints.  IMM and ERCOT Staff expressed surprise at the current frequency of a need for a SASM; ERCOT Staff opined that the frequency of SASM runs point to underlying issues, and that it is right to consider whether the correct rules are in place.
Mr. B. Smith accepted Keith Emery’s suggestion to amend the motion to recommend approval of NPRR307 as amended by the 3/2/11 Luminant Energy comments and as revised by TAC with a recommended priority of High and a rank of 9.5.  Mr. Zimmerman seconded the amended motion.  Mr. B. Smith stated that his concerns for the potential for gaming persist, despite his motion.  The amended motion carried with two abstentions from the Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segment.
NPRR320, Minimum PTP Options Bids and CRR Auction Fees - Urgent
Kristi Hobbs reviewed recent comments to NPRR320.  Mr. B. Jones suggested that, given the number of revisions, the item might be tabled for another month, if there is no impact to ERCOT processes, in order to review proposed language revisions.  

Mr. Wood moved to table NPRR320 for one month.  John Dumas offered that a number of tuning and hardware changes had been made to improve execution time; that a one month table would not adversely affect the CRR balance of year auction; and that time is needed to evaluate the fee structure.  
Read Comstock expressed support for actions taken by ERCOT Staff to improve auction clearing times and asked if there are concerns that future auctions will not clear timely, or if the engine limit will be reached.  Mr. Dumas noted the quantity of Resource Node-to-Resource Node bids and expressed concern that the 200,000 bid limit would be reached; Steve Reedy added that, without a fee, it would be reasonable to see the limit reached, given the increasing number of Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Account Holders.
Ms. Brandt requested that the Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) advise as to the use of an Invoice rather than a Miscellaneous Invoice.  Market Participants discussed that WMS, as well as COPS, should consider NPRR320.  Mr. Greer expressed concern for NPRR320’s structure and clarity; Mr. Emery added his concern for the number of issues being addressed in the language, and potential impacts to the balance of year auction, and suggested that consideration be given to multiple NPRRs to address issues according to criticality.  Bill Hellinghausen suggested that the problems be clearly stated and solved individually, and opined that the market should be given time to work.  William Lewis expressed disappointment that a project costing more than one half-billion dollars did not deliver sufficient computing power, and opined that any fee collected should be assigned to increased computing power.

Mr. Wood amended the motion to remand NPRR320 to PRS and to request that COPS and WMS review NPRR320 and provide comment.  Ms. Brandt seconded the amended motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR323, Correct DAM Credit Exposure Language and Enable Qualified Expiring CRRs to Offset PTP Bid Exposure - Urgent
Ms. Hobbs reported that a preliminary Impact Analysis for NPRR323 had been filed, and that based on questions received, ERCOT filed the 3/2/11 ERCOT comments.  Matt Mereness explained the proposed language is intentionally loose to permit ERCOT to contact a Market Participant and request a change to the submission methodology; that the 0700 hour submission deadline is tied to an existing timeline, and is designed to protect other Market Participants from performance impacts due to credit optimization.

Market Participants expressed concern that the 0700 hour versus the 1000 hour would negatively affect Market Participants’ ability to perform analysis before bidding.  Mr. Pieniazek added that should an Entity negatively impact ERCOT performance, ERCOT should provide as specific information as possible.
Ms. Clemenhagen moved to table NPRR323 until after the lunch recess.  Mr. Emery seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Mereness reviewed proposed language revisions.  
Mr. Emery moved to recommend approval of NPRR323 as amended by the 3/2/11 ERCOT comments and as revised by TAC.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Emery asked if ERCOT Staff might speed implementation of NPRR323 to realize Summer 2011 benefits; Mr. Anderson noted that additional analysis would be needed to understand impacts to other projects above the capability line.
Mr. Emery moved to recommend that NPRR323 be assigned a priority of High and a rank of 12.75.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Impact Assessment for Parking Deck Items (see Key Documents)
Troy Anderson reviewed impact assessments for the first phase of Nodal Parking Deck items.
NPRR208, Registration and Settlement of Distributed Generation (DG) Less Than One MW

NPRR251, Synchronization of PRR845, Definition for IDR Meters and Optional Removal of IDR Meters at a Premise Where an Advanced Meter Can be Provisioned

NPRR282, Dynamic Ramp Rates Use in SCED

NPRR293, Requirement to Post CRR Option and Obligation Quantities Cleared in DAM or Taken to Real Time
NPRR219, Resolution of Alignment Items A33, A92, A106, and A150 - TSPs Must Submit Outages for Resource Owned Equipment and Clarification of Changes in Status of Transmission Element Postings

Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 050, Resolution of Reporting Issues Related to NPRR219

Ms. Clemenhagen moved to endorse the Impact Analyses and Cost Benefit Analyses for NPRR208, NPRR251, NPRR282, NPRR293, NPRR219, and NOGRR050; to endorse the delivery targets for the same; and to acknowledge that items not targeted for delivery in 2011 will be considered in a future year as part of the release planning process.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

COPS Report (see Key Documents)
Debbie McKeever presented revision request items for TAC consideration.
Load Profiling Guide Revision Request (LPGRR) 042, Updating of Weather Sensitivity Assignment, Suspension of Annual Validation for Advanced Meters, Addition of Load Research Sampling Documents, and Removal of Unused TOUS Codes
LPGRR044, Addition of Distributed Generation (DG) Load Profiles – Urgent
Ms. Hobbs recommended a correction to a reference to the Protocols in paragraph (1) of Section 15, Load Research Samples.

Mr. Houston moved to approve LPGRR042 as recommended by COPS in the 2/8/11 COPS Report and as revised by TAC; and to approve LPGRR044 as recommended by COPS in the 2/8/11 COPS Report.  Mr. Burke seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Jim Galvin presented Nodal Market settlement observations and impact of the February 2011 weather events, as  discussed at the January 24, 2011 Settlement and Extracts Working Group (SEWG) meeting. 
Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Kyle Patrick provided a brief RMS update, noted that no customers were transitioned to Providers of Last Resort (POLRs) as a result of the February 2011 weather events, and presented revision request items for TAC consideration.

Retail Market Guide Revision Request (RMGRR) 094, Adding the Competitive Metering Guide to the Retail Market Guide
RMGRR095, Meter Tampering Business Processes Clarifications
RMGRR096, Business Processes and Communications for Switch Holds Related to Deferred Payment Plans
Mr. Wood moved to approved RMGRR095 and RMGRR096 as recommended by RMS in the 2/16/11 RMS Report; and to approve RMGRR094 as recommended by RMS in the 2/16/11 RMS Report and to dissolve the CMG upon implementation of RMGRR094.  Mr. Downey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Revision Requests Tabled at TAC (see Key Documents)
System Change Request (SCR) 760, Recommended Changes Needed for Information Model Manager and Topology Processor for Planning Models – Urgent 

Woody Rickerson reviewed the impact assessment and preliminary implementation timeline for SCR760.  Mr. Rickerson noted that ERCOT Staff would provide a monthly update to the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) regarding SCR760 implementation.  
Richard Ross moved to recommend approval of SCR760 as amended by the 1/24/11 ROS comments with a priority of Critical and a rank of 3.5.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  Ms. Hobbs noted that ERCOT Staff indentified an error in the preliminary Impact Analysis for SCR760; that a corrected Impact Analysis will be supplied to the ERCOT Board; and that the final numbers in the Cost Benefit Analysis were not affected.

Mr. Houston expressed concern that Market Participants are committing to a Planning Go-Live date, yet the ERCOT Board might deem SCR760 too expensive, though Planning Go-Live cannot be achieved in April 2012 without it.  Mr. Houston also expressed concern that if some of CenterPoint Energy’s forecasts materialize, that the system will not actually produce planning models, and there is no stop-gap.  Mr. Houston observed that updates may be provided regardless of success, and suggested that ROS and the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) should be giving review as to whether viable planning models are being produced.  Market Participants discussed that should the ERCOT Board reject SCR760, the Planning Go-Live date could be revisited.
Mr. Rickerson reiterated that ERCOT Staff supports SCR760 and seeks its implementation for use in April 2012.  Mr. Rickerson added that without a firm commitment for Planning Go-Live in April 2012, ERCOT Staff would find it more difficult to support the item before the ERCOT Board.  The motion carried unanimously.
NOGRR052, Conductor/Transformer Facility Rating 
Ms. Hobbs recommended that NOGRR052 remained tabled, as a related NPRR is being developed, and no action is urgently required.

ROS Report (see Key Documents)
Ken Donohoo reviewed recent ROS activities and opined SCRs in addition to SCR760 might come forward as issues are identified.  Mr. Donohoo encouraged market participation in the March 4, 2011 joint Congestion Management Working Group (CMWG)/Planning Working Group (PLWG) meeting for discussion of the economic planning analysis process.

Protocol Guide Revision Request (PGRR) 002, New Planning Guide Section 2, Definitions and Acronyms, and Section 8, Planning Reserve Margin

Mr. Houston moved to recommend approval of PGRR002 as recommended by ROS in the 2/18/11 ROS Report.  Mr. Lewis seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Planning Go-Live Recommendation
Mr. Donohoo reported that though ROS originally voted to endorse Nodal Planning Go-Live Option 2, ROS had since reviewed and endorsed a revised Option 2 suggested by AEP to include the April 2012 go-live dates.  Mr. Ögelman noted that TAC need not take action, but that the item was posted for a vote to create an avenue for appeal; Mr. Ögelman requested that ROS provide implementation updates to TAC monthly.

Mr. Houston reiterated his opinion that Market Participant commitment to a Planning Go-Live date is inappropriate and dangerous, and expressed concern that should SCR760 not be implemented timely and execute as envisioned, that the hard go-live date makes for great risks to systems in planning, and that Entities might not be able to execute planning.  Mr. Houston encouraged Market Participants who use planning type models to evaluate their positions on congestion and in the market and to review the proposed process carefully.  Mr. Houston observed that the Nodal Planning Go-Live process has not been undertaken before, and opined that ERCOT is taking risks with data quality.  Mr. Houston added that SCR760 addressed most of CenterPoint Energy’s issues, but that the eventual output of the models might not satisfy other Entities’ needs.  
WMS Report (see Key Documents)
Eric Goff reviewed recent WMS activities.
4th Quarter 2010 Emerging Technologies Implementation Plan (ETIP)
Mr. Gedrich moved to approve the 4th Quarter 2010 ETIP as submitted.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Consider Recommending Resettlement or Giving Further Direction to WMS for System Lambda Pricing of Dead Buses
Mr. Goff raised the issue of system lambda pricing for “dead buses” and the question of resettlement, and sought the direction of TAC.  Mr. Dumas reviewed the observed issue and action taken by ERCOT, and noted that a variation of the “dead bus” issue has also been identified relating to a station with a split bus.  Mr. Dumas opined that ERCOT does see a long-term correction to the issues, though more analysis is needed, and that resettling has been complex and has involved significant dollars.  Market Participants expressed concern for the pay-out of congestion rents where no congestion exists; that Protocol revisions are needed; and that the issues should be elevated to the ERCOT Board as soon as possible.

Mr. Dumas noted that ERCOT does intend to apprise the ERCOT Board of the issues; that the Nodal Market is in a stabilization period; that it was known there would be issued and this issue seems to be the largest concern to-date; and that while ERCOT will provide its best counsel as to the universe of issues and solutions, resettlement is a decision for the ERCOT Board.  

Mr. Emery moved that the issue be tabled for one month, and that the TAC Chair report to the ERCOT Board on the issue and seek any additional direction.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  It was discussed that ERCOT would provide additional information as it is known; Mr. Greer suggested that the issue be considered at the next WMS meeting and noticed for a possible vote.  Market Participants discussed that if there is no mechanical solution, that revisions to the Nodal Protocols might be necessary.  The motion carried unanimously.
Nodal Advisory Task Force (NATF) Report
Future Status of NATF 
Mr. B. Jones reported that NATF is in agreement that a quick response group is no longer needed.

Mr. Greer moved to disband the NATF.  Mr. Lewis seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.  

Mr. B. Jones thanked NATF members for their service.

ERCOT Operations, Planning, and IT Report

There were no reports provided.
2011 TAC Goals 

This item was deferred to a future TAC agenda.  

Market Information System (MIS) User Group Report (see Key Documents)
Jackie Ashbaugh reported on MIS User Group efforts and provided January 2011 statistics regarding External Web Services market transactions, alerts and notifications, and market Extracts and Reports.
Other Business

Mr. Greer noted that, per Nodal Protocols, CRR obligations cannot be sold without an ERCOT Board-approved list.  Mr. Greer opined that TAC must review the list at the next TAC meeting in order to maintain the timeline. 

Market Participants expressed concern that the proposed charter for NERC Reliability Working Group (NRWG) names ROS as the final body to approve NRWG comments to various external bodies; and suggested that either the particular provision be removed in favor of individual Entities filing their own comments, or that NRWG comments move through the full stakeholder vetting process.  Mr. B. Jones requested that ROS reconsider the NRWG charter.

Adjournment
Mr. B. Jones adjourned the March 3, 2011 meeting at 2:12 p.m.
� Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/03/20110303-TAC" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/03/20110303-TAC� 	
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