
	ERCOT Retail Client Services & Testing

	Event Description: DEWG
	Date: 06/16/05
	Completed by: JLavas

	Attendees: Zach Collard (CNP), Michael Walters (Gn Mntn), Jeff Keifer (Reliant), Bill Reily (TXUED), Jamie Lavas (ERCOT), Annette Morton (AEP), Jill Trafensted (LCRA), Jackie Ashbaugh (ERCOT), Kelly Brink (ERCOT), Michael Baird (Entg) Steve Barr (Phone – TNMP), Brad Boles (Phone – Cirro), Jim Trajeky (Phone – Structure Group) 

	Summary of Events

	Introductions, Agenda Review, Anti Trust Admonition & Minutes Approval
COPS Update

· COPS voted to push through a CBA with priority 1.2 for 500K for one major project (300K) and 4 separate sub-projects at 50K each.  Will wait to see how PRS votes…..
· Reviewed Load and Generation Extract Update
· ERCOT will supply 60 days of data to show  what an initial settlement would look like at a 10 day initial in channel 0 of the load and generation extract.  August 1-30 and Sept 15-Oct 15 will be ‘test’ data to perform analysis for market participants to determine what load shift changes they will endure.  It will be presented as extra data in order to perform analysis –if MP’s don’t want to perform the analysis…then don’t pull down that data.

· AMorton – Weren’t there interim changes before the final?  Optional and necessary settlements in different areas have all been looked at.  COPS Protocol Review working group is currently working on rewriting chapter 9 of protocols.  Instead of implementing all changes at once, the group is looking to make gradual changes – working on initial settlements first.  Meeting 6/17 to discuss Data Extract Variance (DEV) timeline and how it relates to the settlement timeline as well. (including how many times can a trade date be resettled and a review of Ch 9 protocols).  Out of the discussion, one or multiple PRR’s could result. 

· The ’60 days of data’ will be provided in addition to what MPs normally receive.  There are no field or DDL Changes, during the time that the data will be provided to the Market, there will be a conference call  to discuss findings and if changes are sufficient for the market.

RMS Update

· Inadvertent Gain Task Force (IGTF) is still unable to come to resolution

· Texas Test Plan Team (TTPT) automated testing tool that has been approved

· IDR Removal Threshold is still reviewing language

· QSE/LSE Default Communication Joint RMS/WMS Meeting – June 24th 

· IDR Load Profile Responsibility discussions

·  Changing Annual Validation and Load Profile ID Assignment responsibility from TDSP to ERCOT – meeting scheduled for June 23

· Mass Transition 

· Meeting scheduled for June 24 – what happens when a QSE, CR’s, etc leave the market

· Still working to get language approved.

SCR 740 Web Services Discussion

· Reviewed information in the DEWG SCR 740 Web Services _agenda item 5_061505.xls

· Information regarding the business questions is a new format –JAshbaugh asked all to review and provide feedback.

· The information presented is the ‘business level’ discussion of the initial queries that will be available via the Web Services.

· Tab 1 – Assumptions
1) Assumption 1 – background:  ODS instituted in  Feb 2005 and stabilization May 2005 – changes in environments to track changes in more detail- ERCOT will pick the ‘line in the sand’ date and will be no earlier than May 1, 2005

2) Assumption 3 states that the design ensures MPs will get only data that belongs to them.
3) #4 and #11: Limit of 2 requests per MP per day for all ESIID level data used to create a loadcut based on the characteristics defined.  This limit will be evaluated to see if additional support is needed for more time.  (for de-aggregation of data provided by the MP)
4) Load cut buckets are based on 8 way characteristics of ESIIDs and may only question 2 load cuts per day.
5) For all non-audit requests the data will be returned in the format of 727 and will also receive ‘decoded’ values. (i.e. rep name, as well as rep code)
6) Action Item:  AMorton – Could we define load cut so when we speak of 2 requests per day, we know exactly what that means? 

7) For requests where ESIIDs/UIDESIIDs are provided by MPs within the request are limited to 1000 entries. 
8) For requests where ESIIDs/UIDESIIDs are not provided, MPs may have more than 1000 rows provided back from your requests.
· Tab 2 - Query types 
Definition of the term ‘Current’ for the ‘MP Time Specifications for Data’ section
1) Current Lodestar data reflects a current view of the period of existence for an ESIID.
2) Current for ESH can also mean the ESH rows including sysdate that has a null stoptime.
· Tab 3 Elementary Services 
1) Used DDL for 727 data as the basis for the format of the results of the elementary services in column A.
2) Col A has table name, Col B has questions that could be asked by the market columns c through the end show the fields from the table.  Based on the questions asked in column B, the fields will be checked if they will be delivered.  (Again, MP’s are only returned what they own.)

3) MWalters – could MP’s send a parameter to say how many recs you want back ---like get the whole table or just a list? 
4) On the usage requests, ERCOT is unsure if providing a list of ESIIDs would be helpful or not when providing the transactionid.

5) Action Item:  JAshbaugh asked each MP to please review each of the questions in column B to see if there is sufficient coverage for what each MP may need.
6) Market level table requests will provide all fields.  In addition, there will be a new extract called Public Reference Data Extract (a.k.a. PRDE) that will provide a daily baseline of all market level tables.
· Tab 4 Integrated Services 
1) All  integrated service calls are still a work in progress and we are open to input. 
2) On this tab the MP questions are at the top of the table definition.. (wrapping it all up in one package..)
3) 3 integrated services are defined so far

General Web Services Info/Questions
· Usage request – IDR/NIDR may be provided.  Does not guaranty this is the type of data used during aggregation.  
· For NIDR data, kWh is used in aggregation.  KW used for determining Load Profile ID Assignments

· For ESIIDs that are profiled IDR in ERCOT systems that you are requesting IDR data for, you will always get a data cut for trade dates that have been settled since metered data is either provided by the TDSP, EPS or is calculated
· For IDR data requests by trade date, provide LSCHANNELCUTHEADER record that could possibly span 30 days, but only the LSCHANNELCUTDATA record for the trade date that pertains to the specific request.  This will size down the amount of LSCHANNELCUTDATA data that will have to be provided.

· For integrated requests regarding ESIID level data, in addition to providing the ESIID level tables, ERCOT will provide the market tables for the specified trade date and point in time (PIT).

· In the load extract is it clear which settlement was run on what day?  The data is defined based on the ADDTIME of the load cut, but will be easier to decipher with the re-write of the Load and Generation extracts.
· MWalters – When MPs determine a significant difference between their initial and final load cuts for a trade date from the load extract, can we (MPs) get the data for both trade date runs for the load cuts?  ERCOT response:  Yes, but that will be the MP’s two requests for the day.  There is a great demand on the system to do this so that is why ERCOT is  limiting to 2 per day at this point until ERCOT can determine the MP need, type of request, and resource support.
· There is an internal project request to establish a Siebel ODS environment and is up for prioritization next year.  This will enable the market to request an SCR for web services from Siebel.  At some point in the future the market will want to have an integrated web service between Siebel and Lodestar.

· Web Services are NOT replacing the extracts and reports available today.  
· As new data is needed by MPs, ERCOT will utilize the web services technology to provide that data to the market.  We will also continue to have the information available via the TML.  We are implementing a Graphical User Interface (GUI) for manual users to be able to  to point and click these questions so that the web service is not only available to those that utilize the service through XML automated requests.  
· Utilization of web services may also assist with FasTrak research and resolution.  In instances where MPs do not have an automated way of researching the information internally, the MP can submit a query on it via the web service.

· ERCOT will provide market trainings on web services when it becomes available.  Training will go out to all groups – not just DEWG and COPS.  ERCOT will also provide technical discussions as well as business discussions.  ERCOT is open to any suggestions on how to get the word out to as many MP’s as possible about the availability of Web Services.
· AMorton suggested the production of a prototype GUI and presentation to RMS in order to inform a larger audience.

· MWalters – should also indicate in any RMS presentation  that both a GUI and point to point interface for automatic requests for information will be available/provided when the project is complete.

· ERCOT’s expectation is that MP’s will be ready to use the GUI before they (MPs) can start using the more automated option.
· ERCOT asks that MPs please consider web services as an option when things coming through in other groups suggest a need for a report/extract.

· Giving MPs more data than needed so data can be filtered down on the MP side.
· ERCOT asks that MPs take the web services presentation document back to MP staff and ask if these are the right questions to be providing, etc

· MPs would like to see examples of web services in XML at a future DEWG meeting.
· MWalters – this is great – one thing to add – you’ve defined clearly what I’d get back but could you please provide clearly what items are required to send with the requests and what’s optional…(function stubs…will define what’s required will give MPs an idea of what the data can be used for, etc.)

ETST Update – (Extract Report Definition Matrix.xls)
· Targeting the end of the month to post the extract/report spreadsheet on www.ERCOT.com
· DEWG Extract Report Matrix – name adopted for posted document
· Spreadsheet will be a living document updated through DEWG and reposted as needed.

· Include information line on the first tab for updates and questions to come to 1 data extracts.

· Question:  When we post online we can also send a market notice to DEWG and COPS so that all know when and where it is posted and what it is?
· Question:  Why multiple versions listed for the DDLs? – see the comments for that extract

· Multiple edits were suggested before the Matrix is posted. :
· Unhide columns and resend complete matrix.

· How to use tab with Assumptions (similar to LP Decision Tree)

· DDLs on Extracts only, not reports

· Add point about full and subsequent DDLs –describe loading instructions

· Define what an extract is vs a report

· Dynamic extracts are not included here

· Another column for Extract/Report so that people can filter on report vs extract

· Clean up column F

· Review with Bill Kettlewell the exact day reports/extracts available where they currently say ‘monthly, weekly’ but no specific date.

· Add none where there is not a DDL available.

· Line 19 example – make sure all have when they are posted where that info is available.

· Consistency on MP expectations – military time vs standard time.  Format the time

· Line 14, 17,19,27, H28, 29,33, 34,36,

· B42 – sp on information

· I42 – clarify that it is the first Tuesday following the first Monday. –report generated on first Monday, except when tues is the first of the month then it would be on the second tues.

· copy H42 over to I42 as well

· Link from the document to our website 

· Every other line in color

· Header in a different color

· Note in notice that this will be living doc and will not have versions posted  

· Last updated date

· Make sure all columns are ‘unhidden’ before posting.

Project Updates  (Project Updates.ppt)
· ERCOT.com 
· Implemented Serena’s product.  Next step is to install Google Search Appliance and start work on website redesign

· FasTrak 

· Market decision to implement Q1of ’06.  Completed review of process flows and enhancements docs. 
· Vendor demos scheduled week of June 20.  
· Product selection after requirements are finalized.  
· Internal sign-off next Monday on business requirements for as-is and enhancements.
· Monthly updates are being presented to RMS as well.

· To do: JAsbaugh to correct slide 5 to show June 6, not 06/06 and fix resigning to redesigning on same slide

· SCR 740 Web services

· Next steps:  to complete build for Phase 1 & 2 and to begin developing test scenarios

· SCR 727 DA to ODS Projects
· Moving and developing the following extracts:  Public Reference Data Extract, Shadow Pricing Extract, Settlement Input Data Extract, Settlement & Billing, Generation, Load, EPS meter data extract aka Resource ID Extract, and SCR 727 ESIID Extract to the ODS environment define
· Goal is to implement all out of the ODS by end of 2005 – will provide more details as the time to move the individual extracts approaches.

· Batch date is the initiation of a day of settlements

· By adding in a 2 day lag we’re guaranteeing that you’ll get the data used in settlements 
· Big restructuring of data – bringing all it together to get the data at one time.  

· MWalters will there be training? – JAshbaugh- ERCOT can provide through DEWG 

· EPS Meter Data Extract (a.k.a. Resouce ID Extract or RID)
· Load Extract  is to SCR 727 as Generation Extract is to RID Extract
· Update information for DEWG was the same as the information presented at COPs.
· 2005 Upcoming Projects

Full SSOE (Siebel Service Order Extract) – refer to DEWG Full SSOE.ppt
· Presentation given by Christian Lane, ERCOT
· Limitations around the size and amount of data we can transport to the TML and from the utility.

· Informatica application had had to have code added to split the data – will not be an issue in a future utility.

· Impacts to MID with design, test and development as well as cost impacts to storage of extracts this size.

· How do people receive it now? – Report Explorer on the TML

· Cost of 80K per terabyte for more storage.

· Issues require a 30 min resolution for transfer mechanism (See Beyond)    

· Proposed to reduce the amount of data sent as it is likely that older data is not being used.
· One possible option to request very old data would be the utilization of a web services request instead of putting it all in the SSOE every Tuesday.

· ERCOT question to MP’s:  What is the most feasible solution for this extract going forward?

· ERCOT question to MP’s:  What do MP’s have at your shops now that would support or inhibit the data from being presented in a different way?
· ERCOT asked that all MP discuss in house and come up with some solutions and we will also bring back a couple of solutions to discuss as well.

· Before any changes would be made, ERCOT would send out a market notice so that MP’s would be informed of the changes.

· To discuss again in more depth for solutions at next month’s meeting 
May Action Items

· Google w/Tibco – they do work together but ERCOT is not using them together in that type of function.
· DEWG Streamlining 
· Idea came from frustration with the process in trying to push through SCRs and PRRs.  Because of the red tape and lots of questions, would like to look at packaging items so that we only have to go through the approval process a limited number of times.
· Looking for feedback…

· AMorton – couldn’t this complicate the issue if the extracts are not related to the same types of data.

· JLavas – don’t want MPs to feel limited to the number of times a year and when something can roll out if it is a visible need.

· AMorton – minor changes and adjustments that aren’t costly – would still want to be able to do these.  SIRS are O&M and un-capitalized dollars – issue would need to fall under those.

· AMorton – let’s try to group things as they come up at the same time.

Meeting Efficiency & Improvements

New Business

· Two new educational documents will be posted to the ERCOT website

· 867_03 Error Codes Document  and 867_03  Activity Reports Description These documents apply to transactions that have passed ANSI and passed TX Set compliance and have attempted to load into ERCOT’s Loadstar system.
· IDR PCV report description
· The documents can be found under the name given above  on ERCOT.com http://www.ercot.com/Participants/PublicMarketInfo/PublicMarketInformation.htm
Next Meetings Agenda

· Two items:  SSOE and 740, currently  are the only items on the agenda.
· AMorton it would be nice to get information on how extracts are being used.  And to give some examples are how used.  (maybe start from the ETST)  
· MWalters questions  - Are there any specific items that ETST needs?
· Scott Egger – Request Scott to attend in July  to determine what we’d like to see together from extract posting on ERCOT.com

· Depending on the timing of items near the end of the year so now would be a good time to give Scott our input.

· Anything on ERCOT.com – Can we suggest to put them into a common forum or better location to help? i.e. by subject, data, etc whatever…..by topic.
Action Items and Issues Log

2005 Meeting Calendar

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	· Update group on outcome of decisions made about settlement date changes (if any)
· Send a notice to the list serve with the options that we have to alleviate the SSOE issue.

· Define what a load cut is in reference to the 2 request limit on web services calls.
· Regarding elementary services, could ERCOT check the possibility of MP’s sending a parameter to say how many records they want back ---like get the whole table or just a list?
· Provide what is required and what will be optional as parameters in web service calls.

· JAshbaugh Correct the option on the hard printout for Tuesday on the delta days between statement due date and max extract reporting to 5 and not 3.
· JAshbaugh to send out notes to see if the MRE and TDSP’s can be combined into one table.

· MPs:  Try to suggest some recommendations (2 or 3) for fixing the SSOE.

· JAshbaugh will provide the information to the group about a notification that ERCOT will be sending out regarding the new 867_03 and IDR PCV market guides.
· ERCOT can draft a set of questions on how the extracts are used or can be used by MP’s.

· Michael Baird/ETST could draft some questions on what MP’s would like to see and what kind of education in the group.  (Can we show what extracts are interrelated, etc.)  

· ERCOT will check with Scott Egger to see if he has any questions or if he could come to DEWG and discuss suggestions for the grouping of extracts/reports on the ERCOT Website.














































