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ERCOT: J. Ashbaugh, R. Chase, G. Macomber, K. Brink, J. Lavas, C. Opheim, B. Grantham, D. Taylor, M. Stanley, S. Catoe, K. Haynes, R. Chudgar, R, Connel

	Summary of Event

	1.  Introductions & Expectations

a. Somdutt Behura – How they will integrate data into their systems.
b. Donna O’Kelley – Supports power marketing and wants to learn about the business side.
c. Leonard Stanfield – Encourage us to have electronic data flow as often as possible especially in regards to nodal on the way.
d. Thomas Sims – Reassurance that there are no defects in the interface.
e. Mike Moran – Same as above.
f. Annette Morton – Supports web services as they save off a lot of data and hope this approach allows for one off checking on ESI IDs to verify data is at ERCOT as well as in their internal system.  Use web services for these queries instead of loading all the data we send.

g. Floyd Phy – Impacts and understanding on how they will input data into their systems.
h. Brian Haddock – Listen and take notes.
i. Doug Strahm – Understand and learn on behalf of their market communications group.
j. Jim Krajecki – See how it will work and if it is a better way of getting data to support client needs.
k. Justin Rasberry – Business functionality and impacts on their internal systems.
l. Jesse Reyes – Understand impacts from a support perspective and any impacts to data collection and system enhancements.
m. Johnny Robertson – Understand how the data will be presented and how they will use it internally.
2.   General Questions

a. High level schedule…ERCOT will deliver the GUI interface first.  Sometime in Q106 as well as the webservice piece but this project is contingent on a few other dependencies.

b. Will this pertain to just retail?  This first webservice is for retail data out of the wholesale system so it will have overall impacts.
c. If you are filling info in and some of these fields are defaults, will there be an indication that the upload is required?
d. If you do not select something that is required, can you flag that but not delete out all other entries?
3. ODS Review Questions

a. Source System and Replicated Source System (RSS) have current views and the history is in the Operational Data Store (ODS)?  That is correct.
b. Is this separate from real time data such as SCADA?  Anything that is archived is near real time – 4 second lag.

c. Will the info on the status of your request be available?  YES – on the GUI and in the status service.
d. Is there any difference on the color coding in the slide for current project relationships?  The difference is just a representation of the different systems/efforts.  This will be outlined in the slide deck.
e. Are we finished with replicating the Lodestar environment to the ODS?  We still have a few steps left to take in transitioning the user base intelligence and users for this environment.  We are also transitioning all of the extracts currently too.  

4.  SCR 727 & SCR 740 Review Questions

a. Does this imply that they will only have to have one certificate per user or each user will have a DC and ERCOT will verify they should have access to the information?  Each user  will still have to have certificates issued as it is at a user level.
b. User may not have the same user id on each certificate?  These requests will go through client services to verify the user should have access and then client services will enter the metadata.

c. Is the limitation of 1000 records the same for batching and for real time?  YES for anytime you are providing a list of ESI IDs to us.

5.  GUI Prototypes

a. MPs will provide the ESI ID records or the Service History records for those ESI IDs they own?  YES that is an option based on the type of info you are requesting.
b. Why is there an upload button?  Similar to on TML where you can upload the ESI IDs to us and ask for information.  You can upload up to 1000 ESI IDs/UIDESIIDs.

c. Sql queries will be there?  Yes, ERCOT is providing this for MPs to see what ERCOT is pulling and how that compares to their systems.
d. Is it only a one day slice?  Only if it is for a specific trade date.  For a Point In Time (PIT) full download, you will get everything. You could get characteristics and service history rows.  For a specific PIT for a day you could ask for all the info for 10/14 as of 10/30.  Depends on the user’s request.
e. As a TDSP could you also get all of those for inactive ESI IDs?  Yes.

f. If trade date was selected but PIT was not, what is the default?  Defaults to yesterday.

g. Who is monitoring the queue time?  ERCOT has based this on parameters that we are setting based on query type and queuing time.  We will have at least 4 queues.  Immediate and small, medium and large.  We will look at who is making the request and parameters selected.  From here we will calculate over time to get some averaged information on these.  After this, it is First In First Out (FIFO).  These are also based on other outside demands such as peak times with high txn volume flow so that we can manage the resource consumption on our end.
h. Is there a target time?  See above as those statistics are not yet developed.

i. Will MPs know where they will be in the queue?  Yes.

j. NOTE: If you ask for the whole db or a whole table as those requests are only allowed once a year, there will be a confirmation box that pops up as a safe guard!

k. For LSCCD and LSCCH – what are you getting back if trade date is specified?  Not specified?  If TradeDate is specified, only the LSCCH Record that encompasses the specified tradedate is provided along with all LSCCD records for the LSCCH record.  OR only the TradeDates LSCCD record, whichever is requested.  If tradedate is not specified, all LSCCH and/or LSCCD records that apply to the MP are provided.
l. Is this also for use in instances where the TDSP is the MRE?  Yes, as long as you are tied to the ESI ID you can ask the question.

m. RIDS…different in ERCOT system vs MP system.  Typically do not get this info on the ESI ID level for RIDS in 727.  This implementation is limited to retail points not wholesale.  This would need to be a separate effort.  Gensite ESI IDs would also be included in the info here, but NOIE ESI IDs will not be.
n. Why are the meter types there?  If you are doing load research you will need all of these options to determine what we are calculating to get to your load profile vs what is used for data agg.

o. Is there a way to tell what attributes are optional vs. those that are required?  Every field is optional.  Note that if you are trying to get information on 2 different DUNS numbers, you would need to…..

p. The upload feature, is it a list of UIDs or ESI IDs or of parameters?  UIDs or ESI IDs.

q. In GUI Prototypes on ESH parameters for the 5 components for profile code, the 5 are out of order of what it is given as in the actual profile. – We will update and change the order of #3 and #4.

r. Confusion on the KW format?  KWh is the default if you take meter data type off.  
6. Bill Grantham Discussion:
a. Webservice will be for the API and the UI.

b. Many of the prototypes you have seen also exist as an XML.

c. What type of technology is ERCOT using?  MOS API, Retail API and NAESB currently exist.  Java and JSP are both being used.  Deploying on TomCat 5 and JBOS 3.  With the move to SOA, we will be working with Tibco which is driven by a TomCat engine via REST or SOAP

d. Data Delivery – what is the format the data will come back in? XML, csv translation of the xml. 

e. Does the group see the need for csv vs xml?  Could be based by size format.  Will still be available as csv via the report format.  

f. Would like everything on a next basis so they can do their next day validation.  How large can an xml file be?  Austin Energy does not want a user interface.  

g. In December we will discuss the webservice XML, the XSDs for all the XMLs, the expectations behind Digital Certificate issues and how ERCOT will present the data – real time, source, RSS or ODS.  

h. From the December meeting, will this shape what could be available for QSEs in the future?  Absolutely, this is going to be for the framework.

i. Note that there is a project on the 2006 Project Priority List (PPL) to look at role based Digital Certificates.
j. Report vs extract and size restrictions – extracts are to be downloaded into another system. If the file is small enough, we could do xml and if it is too large, we will continue to look into this type of issue.

k. If we get to a point where we ask for something and the return file is so large, can you parse out to separate files and then parse or order those together somehow?  Parking Lot item for the January combined business and technical users meeting.
l. Can we discuss all available file formats and standards in December? 



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	Technical Review of Prototypes – Dec 2, 2005
In December we will get further in depth with the XMP docs that you can take back as well as nodal impacts

PIT is set to default to yesterday and trade date is set to default to yesterday so that we can account for any lag and give you the most recent and update information in yesterday’s batch start supplied in last nights aggregation.

Take off the side arrow and provide a “?” for parameter description in the GUI.
Parking Lot item from B. Grantham’s discussion #6 k:

· If we get to a point where we ask for something and the return file is so large, can you parse out to separate files and then parse or order those together somehow?  Parking Lot item for the January combined business and technical users meeting.














































