
	

	Event Description: DEWG
	Date: October 13, 2005
	Completed by: JLavas

	Attendees: Michael Walters (Gn Mntn), Bill Reily (TXUED), Blake Gross (AEP), Rita Morales (Direct), Johnny Robertson (TXUE), Jill Traffanstedt (LCRA), Dave Michelsen (ERCOT EDIM), Vanessa Camp (ERCOT EDIM), Jackie Ashbaugh (ERCOT EAA), Kelly Brink (ERCOT EAA), Jamie Lavas (ERCOT RCS), Judy Briscoe (BP), Zach Collard (CNP), Bill Kettlewell (ERCOT WCS), Denise Taylor (ERCOT BPM), Hope Satterfield (ERCOT BPM)
Phone: Steve Barr (TNMP), Michelle Posten (ERCOT EAA), Ted Hailu (ERCOT WCS), Craig Ryan (ERCOT IT)

	Summary of Event

	1.  COPS Update – Z. Collard

A. Discussed scope of Communications working groups in that they were focusing on organization and consistency of notifications as well as managing an area to post notifications. 
B. Update on MP Default Taskforce

C. Change in payment date for invoices from 16 days to 5 days (after revision)
2.  RMS Updates – Z. Collard

A. Discussed PWG updates and project updates.  IDR Requirement installation was discussed.  Move of annual validation from TDSPs to ERCOT.  From last PWG meeting there was an option of ERCOT assigning the profiles and providing to the TDSPs once a year – this will be discussed at the Friday 10/14 meeting.  Podraza discussed 2006 AV plan.  Profiling discussion held.  Option 2 from that discussion presented and discussed at meeting on Oct 14.
B. 2 PRRs from MCT going to PRS this month.  
C. Flight 1005 is on track.  
D. Dale Goodman discussed value of background information produced by ERCOT staff and its market value.  
E. Approval of RMG 030 by RMS from TX SET.  
F. Recommendation form discussed to track assignments to working group by Morales.  MPs are anxious to see how this will play into the ercot.com piece.  
G. See posted RMS meeting minutes for details.  
H. Tariff update by PUCT – T&Cs going for approval around February.  RMS would like to put together a group to look into market requirements. 

I. PRR 634 ESI IDs in incorrect status to be discussed here later.   
J. Discussions concerning restoration of service after Hurricane Rita – led by CNP, TNMP and Entergy.  Discussion of UFE that occurred 3% to -19% - current profiles do not account for this issue in regular settlements – meeting to follow 
3.  AIs from September DEWG meeting – J. Lavas

A. ERCOT.com

i. Market training – what type will there be? Email only? No training.  Op to come preview Q&A in a market meeting. 
ii. Will there be a shadow period where both the old and new ERCOT.com are available? Is so, when will this happen and how long will it be available? Yes, in parallel for 60 days. 

iii. Explanation on the Issue Tracking tool that is referenced; Ted Hailu covered this in the meeting and described it to be like the tracking of a PRR from idea through implementation and how the tracking tool can link to meeting notes and references; will it be available to MPs or just internal at ERCOT?  All – public piece. 
B. FasTrak

i. Will the new tool utilize csvs or spreadsheets? Tool should allow us to utilize both; however, we have not completed the design specs for the tool yet.  We can report back with a finalized answer at a later date. 
ii. At RMS, S. Egger announced that the Detail Design would be made available to MPs in Nov 2005. Will this Detail Design include the design information for both the GUI and API? Yes. 
iii. Is there still a market contact work list where a couple of MPs are working with ERCOT as a project subteam OR if meetings are necessary with the market, are ppl to go through RMS? Yes – through RMS as meeting open to public.  Was not carried through as a sub-team of DEWG or SET like originally thought. 
4.  Quarterly Goals and Scope Review – M. Walters
Are we meeting the goals and if not, how do we need to proceed to get to where we need to be?

A. Goal #1:  Project Review – Jlavas – recommendation to only review projects that are relevant to DEWG

B. Goal #2:  SCR 740 – continuing to meet this goal.

C. Goal #3:  Outstanding items tracking and resolution.  Continuing to stay on track with this.  One example is of PRR312.  We have continued to push for this and keep abreast and will hopefully be able to cross off our list.  ERCOT.com should help with this.

D. Goal #4:  Monitoring and Reviewing COPs issue.  Still on track.  Good example is the retired ESI IDs issue.

E. Goal #5:  Training Opportunities – JAshbaugh – have provided the first run of the spreadsheets but are looking for feedback on whether or not there are still needs to provide more information.  JBriscoe – would like to look at from a new employee or new MP perspective and what training needs would benefit them.  Would like to spend some time taking it a step further or some lower granularity of detail.  May need to work with the Communications WG to identify market demands.  General questions or topics that MPs would like to see.  Even if it is an ad-hoc topic for a specific extract.  J. Robertson – would like to see some examples added of how the data could be used. Z. Collard – suggestion to provide an update to the Communications WG to request new membership/participation in ETST.
5.  SSOE – C. Lane
A. Background – has been an ongoing market issue.  Discussed several times at DEWG.  Notice sent out asking MPs to provide some feedback on what works for them. 

B. After much discussion on the issue the group was unable to reach consensus and C. Lane moved to table the issue until future information was available regarding 2006 projects for Siebel Retail Web Services.
6.  SCR 740 – J. Ashbaugh

A. Working with impacted development group on reusable infrastructure and processes for the next couple of years to ensure we are all on the same track. 
B. Looked at both business and technical perspectives.  Presentation layer on TML, accessibility and security from a business perspective was discussed.  
C. We understand that not all MPs have the monies allocated to do a point to point interface and will use the GUI.  Even though this is the case we will work to develop both into one roll out so that those who do use a PTP system can.  Will discuss how the queries will be incorporated into a TML like interface and how you will navigate through and make a request as a user.  In creating these prototypes, when we bring these back to this group, this is where the brunt of the education will come from.  

7.  ESI ID Look up – J. Ashbaigh
A. Need for premise type in the TDSP ESI ID extract is a major concern and this is a focus for our quick hit.  We are hoping to have this available by the end of the year.  As development is short but MPs need time to account for changes, we will provide the DDL and any other info as soon as it is available – before the 10 day notice.

B. Meeting on Nov 4th from 9:30 – 2:30 to discuss these two pieces.  The data and technical piece will be beneficial to QSEs as well as retail MPs.

C. J. Briscoe – when the notice goes out can you please state the target audience can be more than just CRs and TDSPs.

D. ERCOT needs to include a draft DDL to the market and post something to ercot.com

E. MWalters – is the meeting on the 4th going to specifically discuss interfacing with webservices at a technical level.  NO – this will be a discussion on our interaction.  The interaction from MP to ERCOT via the GUI will take place in January most likely.  This discussion will help in determining how to build a PTP service. 

F. MWalters – TDSP ESI ID Extract – is the plan to include all TML elements with the report.  For the Find ESI portion yes, but not the Find Transaction pieces.
G. Metered Unmetered will be available across the board when it is available.  All three mechanisms will be delivered at the same time for the L* info.

H. Premise type – also discussed what came up at RMS on the issue of determining what the premise type really is.

8.  Un-Retiring ESI IDs – J. Ashbaugh
A. Recap of the options discussed and the two paths we were simultaneously taking to move forward with this issue.  Submit PRR with language change and decide on an option for moving forward with re-syncing.

B. Under Option 2 – CRs only receive the 867s if they are in the forwarding DUNs position.  With sending the usage data first, you chance being settled on default profile and with incorrect characteristics.  Discussed that it would make most sense to have the usage first to ensure you are not settled on a default profile.  Profile changes would not be forwarded until the ESI ID was de-energized and you had a relationship anyway.

C. AI - The 7 ESIIDs in question have not yet been identified (by number)  ERCOT requested that the TDSPs determine if any CRs are affected and to let the CRs know of actions taken on these ESIIDs.

D. Recommendation from J. Robertson to fix these 7 ‘Clean Up Process’ and then develop a way of resolving any going forward ‘Go Forward Process’.  TXUE likes Option 3 best. 

E. Next Steps: ERCOT will compile some data based on information provided by the TDSPs.  We will come back next month and make the decision after discussing the data involved.  Going forward we will use the DEV process to de-energize via Option 3.  Reminder that the DEV process can not kick off until the PRR is approved and effectuated by the Board.

9. Potential Load Loss – D. Taylor
A. Prior to MIMO ERCOT sent the 814_06 out upon receipt of the 814_04 from the TDSP.  This changed to account for accuracy and CRs now receive the 814_06 2 days prior to the SMRD on a MVI and 5 days prior to the SMRD on a switch.  This extract would be received the business day after the 814_04 is received at ERCOT.  In line with the pre-MIMO 814_06.

B. MPs would like to receive the recommended data format.  Will try to send out the user’s guide prior to the Nov 3rd DEWG meeting.
10.  997 Report Improvement Proposal – H. Satterfield
A. Working on 2005 SIR enhancements.  One of the SIRs on this list this year is a change to the 997 report.

B. Issues with current report:  

i. Delays and issues in accuracy in reporting with a manual process.  
ii. Typically the service provider that picks this report up so we are not sure what is being communicated or delivered to the Mps.

C. The 4 day lag to respond to a 997 is to account for outages and time to respond.  
D. AI – MPs to look into what the auto-generation time period is for the 997 and what they feel timeframe should be for reporting these.  Jlavas to send an email request to list serve with a feedback due date. Report to be updated according to MP Feedback.
E. AEP – does not auto generate currently.  Sends a spreadsheet to the CR.  
11.  Meeting Improvements & Efficiency – J. Lavas

A. Post things more timely

B. Consistency in delivering information ahead of time is appreciated.

12.  New Business – DEWG 
A. Bill Kettlewell – Migrating MOS extracts to EDW.  
i. Reports:  Ancillary (QSE), Market Information (public), Forecast (public), Bids & Schedules (QSE). 
ii. Discussed timeline for pulling information from 5AM to 5AM.  Information is purged from MOS every 3 days which occupies part of the time where we should be capturing in the 5 to 5 window.  In developing SLAs, we wanted to notify the market that some days, in your extract you could receive 28 hours of data and other days you could receive 23 – but not an overlap.  Tomorrow’s extract will pick up where today’s left off but could just be run for different total lengths of time.  This will be closer to real time coming out of the ODS.
iii. JBriscoe – Could we have an update at the next COPS meeting to review this again? – Yes

iv. MWalters – What is the urgency of this issue?  How soon could this change? (Concern that current processing would be affected by changes in timing.

v. AI – Bill Kettlewell to draft an email to relate the timing of the forecast data.  

13.  Next Month - DEWG
A. Ancillary Services Extract

B. 997 Report continuation

C. Changes to MOS Extracts timing to be summarized to COPs – Bill may need to give update at the next DEWG meeting if there are any impacts prior to implementation.  Email update to list serve on impacts to the Generation extract.

D. ERCOT Meeting on SOA day after the DEWG meeting.

E. Meeting at McKinney Roughs – Casual dress – no internet access or conference bridge available.


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	See Items Highlighted in Green












































