
	

	Event Description: DEWG
	Date: September 15, 2005
	Completed by: Jlavas/KBrink

	Attendees: Zach Collard (CNP), Michael Walters (Grn Mntn), Steven Barr (TNMP), Blake Gross (AEP), Bill Reily (TXUED), Johnny Robertson (TXUE), Rita Morales (Direct), Jason Bear (Direct), Michelle Posten (ERCOT- EAA), Ted Hailu (ERCOT WCS), Bill Kettlewell (ERCOT WCS), Jackie Ashbaugh (ERCOT EAA), Kelly Brink (ERCOT EAA), Jeff Keifer (Reliant), Jamie Lavas (ERCOT RCS), Sonja Mingo (ERCOT Market Rules), Christian Lane (ERCOT Com Ops), Jeff Luna (PUCT), Michelle Posten (ERCOT EAA)
Phone Attendees: Annette Morton (AEP), Garry Pigg (CNP), 
 

	Summary of Event

	Admonition
Review of previous meeting’s minutes – approved by group

COPS Update
RMS Update – Zach Collard
· Discussed RMS voting items – see RMS posted notes and materials for September 2005 on ERCOT website

Market Requirement Details – Zach Collard
· PRR 577 – TDSP Load –Prioritized above cutline for 2005 and will be added to the posted project updates.  This will be discussed at a future COPs meeting.

· TAC Leadership still discussing ways to get smaller projects pushed through process

· See Presentation for details.  Slide 4 requirements relate to what is currently being done manually by ERCOT EAA Data Agg – this format will not change.  

· Will be delivered to TML daily vs the monthly .csv files currently.  Group questioned how long files would be left on the TML – standard is 30 days. 
· When will project be delivered?  Not on schedule but will be communicated when it becomes a project.
· SCR 743 – QSE Dispute Status – goes to the BOD on 9/20.  Gives QSEs dispute status information and will be a daily extract.

· Recommendation to take to COPs for needed exposure to other MPs.
· Will be available via TML for a QSE with current disputes - .csv format.  This information may have to be pulled from production instead of archive to get around some of the resource constraints.
SSOE – Christian Lane

· PKZip – MP would like to receive a new file to see that they can process the upgraded version.  GET NOTES HERE.  Will all MPs have to use PKZip once ERCOT moves to this version?  
· Rita Morales asked if we have the columns available/DDL – on the TML in the public folder.
· Reminder that the Internal ERCOT Data Retention requirements are separate process from this effort.
· Michael Walters stated that the full is used for auditing.  If it is not produced, then what is the purpose of having the full at all as we purge and reload every week?  If this changes, it would be a coding change and an audit change for MPs.

· Discussed the timing of the full extract – could be an option that we do not get rid of the full but decrease the frequency by which it is produced.  We do not want to discontinue if there is a true need.  Also discussed breaking down by year.  Any change to a 2001 service order would get re-baselined.

· Steve Barr indicated that he would want to stay away from eliminating a re-baseline until we have something similar to SCR 740 in place for Siebel.

· Rita also noted that there is a time out issue with some of the larger files.
DEWG Sub Team – Zach Collard
· Asked the sub-team a list of question – insert list and answers – reviewed feedback, scope of DEWG and goals of the sub-team
1) Did we satisfy the DEWG overall goal with the deliverable we provided thus far for the documentation?  YES 
2) Is there more training that needs to be done? YES – as needed and time permits.  When projects wrap up, we (DEWG) will again start looking at reviewing a report/extract or two during our meetings.
3) Have we had enough review of the spreadsheet? YES
4) Did respondents reply with thumbs up? YES
· ETST will be a dormant sub team until another need for it to become active arises.

· Jlavas noted that you may still work with your account managers if you have an identified need for specific report information as it is possible that information is available.  The sub team will be dormant until a need arises for it again.
ERCOT Project Updates – Jackie Ashbaugh
· Please see posted documentation on project updates.

· PRR 577 & SCR 743 will be included in the posted update if they are approved by the board

· JRobertson – will these be funded if they are approved and be worked? The expectation is that these will be produced out of production as resources with the EDW are tight.  The managers of these groups have been contacted and we hope to have more information next month.  For the dollars allocated, we would have to both start and finish the project in 2005 to use the available dollars.

· Issue Tracking tool – Confusion with the differences in the issue tracking tool and web services.  Will the issue tracking tool be through a web service – No, this are separate efforts.  Issue tracking tool will be on ercot.com.  This is an internal product – not a vendor project.
· Ercot.com will run in parallel.  For updates, we will look to our RMS updates from Scott to gather more information

· Noted that the API for FT could be delayed.  Delivery date is still a moving target.  The detail design for the project will be delivered in Dec.  Concern by CNP for the FasTrak API not being available as they will not use the tool just the API and do not want to allocate two separate resources to train twice.  RMS is the sponsor so they would be the appropriate subcommittee to escalate this issue to.  
· PRR312 updates to be included next month as well.  Currently in the requirements gathering stages.  Adding fields to TML and will add the fields to the report so that they are consistent. Will have two delivery dates for PRR 312.  One for TML and another for the report.
Un-Retire ESI IDs – Zach Collard
· See separate notes posted in the materials for September.

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	JLavas – send out an email with the SSOE questions and a due date for responses from last meeting.

JLavas – FT follow up questions for SEgger.
ERCOT – Add PRR 312 update to the project updates.
CLane – Once ERCOT upgrades to PKZip, will all MPs be required to use this version? 

JA, JL & VC – compile email to be sent to DEWG and DEV group on options posted on the website and that the discussion on choosing an option will be had at the next DEWG meeting.  Send to DEWG, RMS & COPs
Outstanding follow up questions from August:

· When can the MPs get a draft DDL for the new extracts?  Complete for RID, will check for SID and PRDE and create a market notice – JA, JL & ADeller.

· Can we post something for the PRDE if not the DDL.  Maybe a mapping or something like we used to have for Siebel.

· JLuna of PUCT took back a question on whether or not the PUC would object to including information on the profile code being included – can we provide these to retailers that are not associated with the ESI ID?
New Business – Change of name to TDSP ESIID Report



	Future Topics:

	Un-retire on Oct Agenda
Potential Load Loss Updates
Sir Enhancements
SSOE – determine option for solution

Un-retire ESI ID – determine option for solution

November – DEV Manual Redline












































