APPROVED
Minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meeting

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

Thursday, October 6, 2011 – 9:30 a.m.
Attendance
Members:

	Ashley, Kristy
	Exelon Generation
	

	Bivens, Danny
	OPUC
	

	Boyd, Phillip
	City of Lewisville
	

	Brandt, Adrianne
	Austin Energy
	

	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
	

	Lange, Clif
	South Texas Electric Cooperative
	Alt. Rep. for H. Wood

	McCann, James
	Brownsville PUB
	

	Minnix, Kyle
	Brazos Electric Power Cooperative
	

	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 
	

	Wittmeyer, Bob
	Consumer – Residential 
	

	Zimmerman, Mark
	Chaparral Steel Midlothian
	


The following proxies were assigned:

· Chris Brewster to Phillip Boyd

· William Lewis to Marty Downey

· Steve Madden to Marty Downey

· John Sims to Clif Lange

· Mark Zimmerman to Bill Smith

Guests:

	Austin, Joel
	Oncor
	

	Black, Julie
	PUCT
	

	Brannon, Eileen
	Oncor
	

	Buck, Ellen
	Oncor
	

	Burke, Tom
	APM
	

	Burkhalter, Bob
	ABB
	

	Cochran, Seth
	DC Energy
	

	Daniels, Howard
	CNP
	

	Donohoo, Ken
	Oncor Electric Delivery
	

	Goff, Eric
	Reliant
	

	Helton, Bob
	IPR-GDF Suez NA
	

	Jones, Dan
	Potomac Economics
	

	Jones, Liz
	Oncor
	

	Jones, Randy
	Calpine
	

	Lee, Jim
	Direct Energy
	

	McKeever, Debbie
	Oncor
	

	Peck, Bob
	EnerNOC
	

	Pulis, Brenda
	Oncor
	

	Quinn, Michael
	Oncor
	

	Reed, Carolyn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Schwarz, Brad
	E.ON Climate and Renewables
	

	Scott, Kathy
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Stephenson, Randa
	Luminant
	

	Stewart, Roger
	LCRA
	

	Trout, Seth
	Customized Energy Solutions
	

	Walker, DeAnn
	CenterPoint Energy
	

	Wagner, Marguerite
	EMMT
	

	Whitworth, Doug
	PUCT
	

	Whittle, Brandon
	Stratus Energy Group
	

	Williams, Blake
	CPS Energy
	


ERCOT Staff:

	Albracht, Brittney
	
	

	Anderson, Troy
	
	

	Boren, Ann
	
	

	Dumas, John
	
	

	Hobbs, Kristi
	
	

	Lathrop, Bert
	
	

	Reedy, Steve
	
	

	Surendran, Resmi
	
	

	Teixeira, Jay
	
	

	Thompson, Chad
	
	


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

TAC Chair Brad Jones called the meeting to order at 9:34 a.m. 
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 Board Update (see Key Documents)

Kenan Ögelman reported the disposition of revision requests considered at the September 20, 2011 ERCOT Board meeting and noted Board discussions regarding scheduling of Resource Outages, responses to the Energy Emergency Alert (EEA) events of February 2, 2011, and Resource adequacy.  Mr. Ögelman noted that three new Board members have been nominated and were being considered by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT).  Clayton Greer added that he understood TAC to have been given an assignment to report back to the Board regarding Resource adequacy.  Mr. Greer opined that there is much activity in the areas of Reliability Must-Run (RMR) contracts, batteries, storage, look-ahead Security Constrained Economic Dispatch (SCED), Emergency Interruptible Load Service, and Demand Response initiatives, but there is not a unified view to making all efforts work together.  Adrian Pieniazek noted that the Generation Adequacy Task Force (GATF) had had similar discussions and is working to define the situation.
Approval of Draft TAC Meeting Minutes (see Key Documents)
September 1, 2011

Barbara Clemenhagen moved to approve the September 1, 2011 TAC meeting minutes as posted.  Richard Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) Report (see Key Documents)

Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 395, CRR Auction Offer Award Disclosure

Bob Wittmeyer moved to recommend approval of NPRR395 as recommended by PRS in the 9/22/11 PRS Report.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NPRR398, Changes to Resource Category Minimum-Energy Generic Heat Rates

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to recommend approval of NPRR398 as recommended by PRS in the 9/22/11 PRS Report.  Mr. Ross seconded the motion.  The motion carried with two abstentions from the Independent Generator Market Segment.

NPRR399, Updates to Protocol Sections Related to Settlements and Billing

Kristi Hobbs noted that the 10/5/11 ERCOT comments recommend administrative revisions and add grey box language to Section 6.6.5, Generation Resource Base Point Deviation Charge per NPRR348, Generation Resource Start-Up and Shut-Down Process.

Mr. Wittmeyer moved to recommend approval of NPRR399 as recommended by PRS in the 9/22/11 RPS Report and as amended by the 10/5/11 ERCOT comments.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
NPRR400, Eliminate Unsecured Credit for CRR Auctions and for Future Credit Exposure and Eliminate Netting of FCE with CCE – Urgent
Cheryl Yager reviewed the purpose of NPRR400, noting that it addresses conditions that must be met for the Commodities Exchange Act exemption.  Market Participants inquired about the implementation timeline for NPRR400.  Ms. Yager noted that in addition to updates provided at Credit Work Group (Credit WG) meetings, Market Notices will be sent, per Nodal Protocols.  Ms. Yager added that the timing of Congestion Revenue Right (CRR) Auctions will be considered.
Danny Bivens moved to recommend approval of NPRR400 as recommended by PRS in the 9/22/11 PRS Report, as amended by the 10/5/11 ERCOT comments and as revised by TAC.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Impact Assessment for Parking Deck NPRRs (see Key Documents)
NPRR181, FIP Definition Revision

Troy Anderson noted that NPRR181 was recommended by PRS for a 2013 implementation and reiterated ERCOT Staff concerns regarding the cost benefit information for NPRR181.  Adrianne Brandt offered it would be preferable to reach consensus on the benefit calculations before presenting the impact assessment to the ERCOT Board, especially given that it would not be implemented in the coming year.

Ms. Brandt moved to table the impact assessment for NPRR181.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Revision Requests Tabled at TAC (see Key Documents)

NPRR340, Introduction and Definition of Duration-Limited Resources (formerly “Unannounced HSL Test for Duration-Limited Resources”) – Urgent
It was noted that the sponsor of NPRR340 wished to defer action on the item until after the PUCT workshop on energy storage and emerging technologies.  TAC took no action on this item.
NOGRR074, Clarified Responsible Entities for Reporting Sabotage Information to NERC  

It was requested that NOGRR074 be tabled pending Critical Infrastructure Protection Working Group (CIPWG) review.

Mr. Houston moved to table NOGRR074.  Ms. Brandt seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

ERCOT Appeal of PRS Rejection of NPRR334, Incorporate Resource Limit for the Amount of Regulation Service that may be Provided from a Generation Resource During any Operating Hour (see Key Documents)
John Dumas presented ERCOT’s appeal of the PRS rejection of NPRR334 and discussed the reasons for the recommended 30 percent limit for the amount of Regulation Service that may be provided from a Generation Resource.  Mr. Dumas stated that ERCOT wants to ensure that Regulation service is spread appropriately across units to mitigate the risks of constraint and unit tripping resulting in a reliability issue, and that the 30 percent limit was discussed by the Performance Disturbance Compliance Working Group (PDCWG) and is tied to impacts on frequency.  Mr. Dumas offered that ERCOT would be open to remanding NPRR334 for further discussion, and that there might be other ways to accomplish what NPRR334 is trying to achieve.

Mr. Greer advocated for PRS’ rejection of NPRR334 and offered questions to be considered should the appeal be granted and NPRR334 be remanded.  Market Participants discussed that potential system changes to accomplish unit diversity might be minor; that if unit diversity is not employed, there is limited frequency control during the time it takes to open and run a Secondary Ancillary Service Market (SASM); and that ERCOT would be open to limiting units in another way upon consensus.  Ms. Brandt expressed support for a remand, citing ERCOT’s expressed concerns for reliability.  
Randy Jones noted that though PDCWG as a whole recommended limitation at 30 percent, he dissented based on the data ERCOT supplied to PDCWG, and that no discussion was given to Protocols that can put Class 4 Qualified Scheduling Entities (QSEs) on notice if having problems with frequency control.  Mr. Dumas offered to share more data should the appeal be granted and NPRR334 remanded.  Mr. Emery observed that ERCOT Staff has identified an issue and offered a solution to a problem that stakeholders did not know existed; and suggested that rather than ignore the problem or take positions around the proposed solution, TAC might remand the issue to a qualified stakeholder body for further consideration and the development of additional potential solutions.  
Market Participants discussed whether to reject the appeal, state the problem and charge ROS and WMS to develop a solution; to grant the appeal, table NPRR334 and request comments of ROS and WMS; whether the appeal might be granted without prejudice so as to communicate that NPRR334 might not be the ultimate solution; and which actions might result in a further appeal before the ERCOT Board.  Mr. Dumas offered that he would not be inclined to appeal a tabling as he would prefer action on NPRR334.  

Mr. Emery moved to grant, without prejudice, ERCOT’s appeal of PRS’ rejection of NPRR334; to table NPRR334; and to request comments to NPRR334 from ROS and WMS at the December 1, 2011 TAC meeting.  Mr. Bivens seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Holistic Approach to Congestion Irresolvable by SCED (see Key Documents) 

Citing their organizations’ interest in the topic, both Mr. B. Jones and Mr. Ogelman yielded the gavel to Ms. Hobbs.  Clif Lange presented the South Texas Electric Cooperative (STEC) proposed changes to the Holistic Approach to Congestion Irresolvable by SCED.  Mr. Lange and Read Comstock debated whether the STEC proposal is consistent with the Nodal Market design.  Mr. Comstock contended that the price cap proposal would not incent needed generation; Mr. Lange countered that the price signal would remain and offered that the point of contention centered on the magnitude of the price signal.
Market Participants discussed that the Valley Import should be deemed irresolvable by SCED; the impacts of thresholds on maintenance outage constraints; and the impacts of annual resets on an organization’s ability to value hedges.  
Mr. Bivens opined that the 9/1/11 TAC-approved solution is consistent with Nodal market design and PUCT rules, and incents generation, and suggested that further revisions begin with the 9/1/11 TAC-approved recommendation, that a definition be developed for Congestion Irresolvable by SCED, and that ERCOT Staff assist in the development of the definition and clarification of other language.  

Mr. Bivens moved to table the item for one month to allow time to develop language in the 9/1/11 TAC-approved recommendation to address a Nodal Protocol definition of Congestion Irresolvable by SCED, and to clarify trigger language to ensure inclusion of the Valley.  Market Participants discussed whether or not to include language regarding a reset, and whether the motion was responsive to the ERCOT Board’s request.  Mr. Wittmeyer seconded the motion.
Mr. Lange agreed that language regarding the trigger should be reviewed; resisted referring to the item as “the Valley issue;” opined that there also exists an export issue in the Valley and is the reason for lack of Generation locating there; and reiterated that STEC does not believe the annual reset is correct.  Mr. Lange offered to provide an amendment to the motion to review the reset language and the solution as a whole, expressing concern that the Board might be presented with a partial solution.  

Mr. Ogelman noted that the Board requested that TAC review and comment on the data provided by STEC and reiterated concerns that the motion was not responsive to the Board request.  Market Participants discussed possible revisions to the proposed language and whether trigger language might be revised without tabling for one month.  
Mr. Comstock offered an amended motion to affirm the 9/1/11 TAC recommendation with the exception of trigger language; that the Valley be deemed irresolvable; and request that ERCOT Staff develop language regarding constraint triggers.  Ms. Brandt suggested that the motion include discussion at TAC regarding the data provided by STEC and a TAC position regarding that data to be communicated to the ERCOT Board.  Market Participants discussed whether ERCOT Staff might be able to develop language in less than one month, even perhaps that same day.  Mr. Bivens and Mr. Wittmeyer accepted the amended motion.  
Mr. Wittmeyer moved to table the item until after 2:00pm.  Ms. Clemenhagen seconded the motion.  Dan Jones expressed concern not with the trigger but with the calculations.  The motion to table for a time certain carried with four abstentions from the Cooperative (3) and Investor Owned Utility (IOU) Market Segments.

ERCOT Staff presented revised language for TAC consideration.   Market Participants discussed that further analysis would be needed for clarification as to the number of constraints that would result from the language; trigger and trigger-release criteria; the duration a constraint would remain deemed irresolvable; and whether reset language should be retained.  Mr. Comstock noted that to remove reset language would be to reject the 9/1/11 TAC recommendation.  Market Participants debated as to whether to table the item until a Special TAC meeting.  Some Market Participants expressed concern that not acting on a holistic solution at the day’s meeting would leave the Valley with the interim solution until January 2012 at the earliest.  
Mr. Bivens moved to amend the motion to approve the 9/1/11 TAC recommended with the exception of trigger language; to establish a Special TAC meeting to review the draft Business Practice Manual; and to request that ERCOT Staff develop additional language, considering all additional issues including impacted constraints, that constraints deems irresolvable will remain so until deem resolvable by ERCOT, and not including the STEC reset at 500, and ensuring that the Valley should qualify as irresolvable by SCED.  Mr. Wittmeyer maintained the second.
Market Participants discussed that TAC analysis of the data presented by STEC might be taken up in a separate motion; and that some parties would not support ERCOT-developed language unless it could be demonstrated that the Valley can meet new trigger criteria. Mr. Ross expressed concern that the item should just be tabled until a Special TAC meeting to allow time to review recently developed language; Mr. Greer asked if the motion might be tabled and ERCOT requested to take the tabled motion as direction.  

Mr. Comstock moved to call for the question.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried with one objection from the Cooperative Market Segment.

The motion to approve the original TAC recommendation failed via roll call vote with eight objections from the Cooperative (4), IOU (3), and Municipal Market Segments, and two abstentions from the Consumer and IPM Market Segments.  (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Mr. Greer requested clarification as to how abstentions affect the calculation of a vote, and the meaning of a “seated” representative.  Ms. Hobbs reviewed the TAC procedures and ERCOT Bylaws that prescribe how to calculate a TAC vote.  
Mr. Ross moved to table the item until October 11, 2011 for a Special TAC meeting.  Mr. Ogelman seconded the motion.  Mr. Ross requested that ERCOT Staff use the failed motion as special instruction for preparation for the October 11, 2011 Special TAC meeting.  The motion carried via roll call vote with three abstentions from the Consumer and Cooperative (2) Market Segments. (Please see ballot posted with Key Documents.)
Ms. Morris moved to approve an emergency TAC meeting on October 11, 2011.  Mr. Ögelman seconded the motion.  Mr. B. Jones stated his intention to distribute the nine lines Luminant identified.  The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Comstock requested that ERCOT’s analysis be posted on line.  Mr. Greer observed that TAC had not reviewed the data provided by STEC as requested by the ERCOT Board.    
ROS Report (see Key Documents)
Ken Donohoo presented revision requests for TAC consideration, and noted that a Special ROS meeting had been scheduled for October 21, 2011 as a workshop to review the coordination of the operations and planning environments.  Regarding the workshop, Mr. Donohoo encouraged interested parties to send questions in advance of the meeting to the ROS listserv.  Market Participants briefly discussed whether PGRR011, Planning Criteria Clarifications and Enhancements To Narrow The Gap Between Operations and Planning, would pose impacts to CRR Auctions.

Mr. Donohoo noted that ROS is receiving monthly status reports regarding System Change Request (SCR) 760, Recommended Changes Needed for Information Model Manager and Topology Processor for Planning Models, and that congestion costs are also being presented monthly.  Mr. Hellinghausen opined that the reported congestion costs are not the complete picture in that costs to Load Serving Entities (LSEs) are being reported, but not revenue received from CRRs, and requested that those receipts also be reported.  Ms. Wagner requested that the list of unique transmission elements also be provided.
NOGRR067, Review and Analysis of Turbine Speed Governor Performance
Mr. Bivens moved to approve NOGRR067 as recommended by ROS in the 9/15/11 ROS Report.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NOGRR076, Synchronization with NPRR298 and New Format for Black Start Plans 

Ann Boren reviewed the 10/5/11 ERCOT comments to NOGRR076.
Mr. Ogelman moved to approve NOGRR076as recommended by ROS in the 9/15/11 ROS Report and as amended by the 10/5/11 ERCOT comments.  Mr. Houston seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

NOGRR077, Synchronization with NPRR379, EILS Dispatch Sequence and Performance Criteria Upgrades 
Mr. Bivens moved to approve NOGRR077 as recommended by ROS in the 9/29/11 ROS Report with an effective date of October 7, 2011 for all language except for the grey-boxed language in paragraph (2)(a)(iii) of Section 4.5.3.3, which will be effective upon system implementation.  Mr. Ogelman seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

PGRR009, New Planning Guide Section 6.8, Resource Registration Procedures 

Ms. Hobbs noted that ERCOT Staff found a reference to language added by PGRR008, New Planning Guide Section 5 – Generation Resource Interconnection or Change Request (formerly “New Planning Guide Section 4 – Generation Resource Interconnection”) ,which has not yet been approved and that the 10/5/11 Luminant comments address the issue of a reference to a nonexistent provision.
Marty Downey moved to recommend approval of PGRR009 as recommended by ROS in the 9/15/11 ROS Report and as amended by the 10/5/11 Luminant Energy comments.  Mr. Bivens seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Commercial Operations Subcommittee (COPS) Report (see Key Documents)
COPS leadership yielded the agenda time designated for the COPS Report.
Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) Report (see Key Documents)
RMS leadership yielded the agenda time designated for the RMS Report.
ERCOT Operations, Planning, and IT Report (see Key Documents)
2012 Ancillary Service Methodology 
Dave Maggio presented the ERCOT recommendation for the 2012 Ancillary Service Methodology, noting that ROS endorsed the methodology, and that WMS endorsed the methodology with the caveat that, depending on the findings of the Reliability Deployment Task Force (RDTF), the methodology may require further review.  Ms. Clemenhagen suggested that in the interest of the ongoing work of RDTF and an open docket at the PUCT, the methodology be endorsed for the first quarter of 2012, but that TAC review the entire document pending commission guidance.  
Market Participants discussed that the methodology may be reexamined at any time as circumstances change; Ms. Clemenhagen expressed concern that it would not be taken up again without specific direction.  Mr. Maggio offered that the methodology must be reviewed at least annually, that working groups began reviewing the document in the middle of the summer, and that ERCOT Staff is open to further review of the item, especially in light of RDTF discussions.
Ms. Clemenhagen moved to endorse the 2012 Ancillary Service Methodology to the Board and for TAC to review the methodology no later than the March 2012 TAC meeting.  Ms. Clemenhagen requested that the review be placed on the March 2012 TAC agenda and expressed concern for de minimis discussions in Fall 2012 without the specific direction in the motion.  Mr. Greer seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.
Transmission Element Naming Convention Document
Jay Teixeira presented revisions to the Transmission Element Naming Convention document and requested an effective date of November 1, 2011 and that the document be added to the Other Binding Documents list.  

Mr. Greer moved to approve the presented revisions to the Transmission Element Naming Convention document, with an effective date of November 1, 2011, and recommended that the document be added to the Other Binding Documents list.  Mark Soutter seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.

Wide Area Network Management Fee Report

Bert Lathrop reviewed current billing practices for network connectivity to Market Participants and presented the methodology used to develop the new billing proposal that will be presented to the ERCOT Board.  Mr. Lathrop noted that the 2012 budget is predicated on a shift of the costs currently absorbed in the ERCOT System Administration Fee to the Market Participants that use the service.  

It was discussed that recent clarifications in the PUCT oversight of ERCOT grant ERCOT authority to alter fees without commission approval; Ms. Clemenhagen added that consideration should be given to raising the Corporate Membership fee or developing a holistic fee for QSEs.  Mr. Greer expressed concern that each year fees will be parsed out to Market Participants in order to maintain a flat ERCOT System Administration Fee.  Mr. B. Jones thanked Market Participants for their comments and encouraged them to discuss concerns with their segments’ Board member. 
Commodity Exchange Act Exemption Update
Cheryl Yager provided an update on the status of ERCOT’s application with the Commodities Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) for exemption from the Commodity Exchange Act.  Mr. B. Jones noted that a presentation regarding Central Counter-parties would be made at the November 3, 2011 TAC meeting.

Annual TAC and TAC Subcommittee Structure Review (see Key Documents)

Revised TAC Procedures
Mr. B. Jones suggested that given the day’s time constraints that the annual TAC structure review be postponed until the November meeting.   There were no objections.  Ms. Hobbs noted that a revision to the TAC Procedures had been proposed with regard to how affiliated Entities are treated for voting purposes at COPS and PRS.  Ms. Scott suggested that ERCOT comments regarding COPS and RMS meeting concurrently or on the same day be referred to those subcommittees for discussion. 
Wholesale Market Subcommittee (WMS) Report (see Key Documents)
Load Resources in SCED Settlement
Eric Goff reviewed the September 14, 2011 Demand Side Working Group (DSWG) update to WMS and noted the WMS recommendation for the further development of an option for Settlement of Load Resources in SCED (LRIS), as an alternative to paying the full Location Marginal Price (LMP), the formula LMP minus G, with G representing a negotiated price between the Load Serving Entity (LSE) and the customer, 
Mr. Greer moved to affirm the WMS recommendation for the further development of the LMP minus G option, and to refer the issue to RMS for review of the mechanism for communicating the 10MW reduction.  Mr. Pieniazek seconded the motion.  Market Participants discussed impacts of the 10MW reduction on congestion management.  Mr. Ögelman noted that the DSWG heard two presentations and selected LMP minus G as their recommendation.  The motion carried with one objection from the Consumer Market Segment, and one abstention from the Independent Generator Market Segment. 
Other Business (see Key Documents)
2012 TAC Meeting Schedule

Mr. B. Jones called attention to the posted draft 2012 TAC and subcommittee meeting schedule and requested that subcommittees review the proposed dates.  Ms. Hobbs proposed that the July 5, 2012 TAC meeting be moved to June 28, 2012 to avoid conflicting with the July 4th holiday, and that the December 2012 TAC meeting be moved to November 29, 2012.  There were no objections to the proposed dates. 
Future Agenda Items

Ms. Hobbs noted that elements of the following Nodal Protocol sections will be reviewed at the subcommittee level in October in preparation for consideration at the November 3, 2011 TAC meeting:

· A and M as defined in Protocol Section 7.5.5.3, Auction Process
· X and Y Parameters to Determine the Auction Clearing Price Exposure as defined in Protocol Section 16.11.4.5, Determination of the Counter-Party Future Credit Exposure
· Value of q as defined in Protocol Section 3.8.3, Quick Start Generation Resources

· Telemetry Standards and State Estimator Performance Standard in Section 3.10.7.5, Telemetry Criteria and Section 3.10.9, State Estimator Performance Standard. 
Ms. Hobbs added that in January 2012, TAC and the ERCOT Board will review the current minimum Option Point-to-Point (PTP) Bid Price, per Section 7.7.1, Charging of PTP Option Award Fee.
Emerging Technologies Working Group (ETWG)
Mr. B. Jones brought to TAC’s attention that Brian Gedrich, chair of the ETWG, would present, at the request of the PUCT, at the October 6, 2011 Open Meeting Workshop on issues relating to energy storage and emerging technologies.  Mr. Gedrich added that the ETWG met to discuss not only the content of the presentation, but whether to present; that the meeting enjoyed broad representation; there were no objections made at the meeting regarding presenting; that the presentation itself carries no position; and that he would yield at the will of TAC.
Mr. Greer reiterated concerns that working groups and task forces do not have established representatives and lack a voting structure; that in the particular case, WMS should have the opportunity to review the presentation; and that while Mr. Gedrich distributed the draft presentation, only a few parties provided comment.  Mr. Greer acknowledged that there is an expectation that Mr. Gedrich would present at the workshop as requested, and that he did not take issue with the presentation itself.  Mr. B. Jones joined other Market Participants in congratulating Mr. Gedrich on the presentation, and opined that as common practice, TAC should have the opportunity to review items presented to the commission.
Adjournment
Mr. B. Jones adjourned the October 6, 2011 meeting at 4:25 p.m.
�Key Documents referenced in these minutes may be accessed on the ERCOT website at:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/10/20111006-TAC" �http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2011/10/20111006-TAC� 
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