
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: MCT  Meeting
	Date:  September 11, 2006
	Completed by: Susan Munson / David Gonzales

	Attendees:  See MCT Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	1. MCT Meeting

a. Antitrust Admonition 

b. Introductions 

2. Update from MCT Meeting 8/22/2006
· Review Meeting Notes

· Review Status of Previous Action Items

· Impacts to TML ERCOT to address

Discussed POLR Class and Priority Codes.                                                               Discussed adding POLR Customer Class to Find ESIID and TDSP ESIID Extract screens.                                                                                                                     Discussed TDSP ESIID Extract. 
· Validate TDSP Priority Code Table

Added to Market Requirements document.  Reviewed TDSP Priority Code Table.  Question:  Are any CRs following this priority code now?  Are Priority Codes and Standard Codes the same?  Is ERCOT going to show anything other than 01 as a Priority?                                                                                                                    Response: 02 is also a Priority.  Per additional discussion on 02 Priority Code.,  there are differences between a Special Read and a standard Move In.  01 is standard across all TDSPs.  Per discussion, additional research is needed on the definitions of Priority Codes and how they are used.                                                                                                                              Discussed the need to add an additional column in the Priority Code Table for “Special Reads”?    Additional discussion will be required on “Special Reads” at Texas SET and possibly at next MCT meeting.
· Review changes to Market Requirements document from last TX SET meeting

MCT reviewed redline changes from last Texas SET meeting relating to Mass Transition section of the document.  Susan Munson read redlines to MCT team.  Discussion on Section B. Protocol Revision (PRR672).  Additional changes made to redlines per MCT discussion.       
3. Customer Billing Contact Information File

· Communications Protocol for Customer Billing Contact Information file – Update from TDTWG Conference Call – 
· Jennifer Frederick reviewed Customer Information File Flow ERCOT document.                                  Data Transport Conference Call – ERCOT wants to support single data transport (Secure FTP, NAESB EDM).  There are two different types of FTP (FTP and FTP with Secured Socket Layer).  ERCOT prefers NAESB EDM since currently used for registration.                             Secure FTP Pros -                                                                                                                          CRs have been using Secure FTP for LIDA.                                                                          Secure FTP meets ERCOT security standards.                                                                       Secure FTP Cons -                                                                                                                  Secure FTP Cost for those not currently using Secure FTP.                                                         Secure FTP supports plan to decommission “current FTP”.                                                             NAESB EDM Pros-                                                                                                              NAESB EDM is a Push, Push technology                                                                                                                                                                             NAESB EDM is currently in place with MPs and meets Security Standards,                    NAESB EDM Cons- Cost for those not currently using NAESB EDM.                              Comment: TDTWG is recommending use of Secure FTP and possibly bringing this up to RMS.  
· Discussed the threshold level regarding the amount of incorrect information a file can contain and still be allowed to be sent.  Follow-up on this at next MCT meeting.                                                                                                    Evaluate incorrect information i.e. Texas VS TX as an example of information that may not prevent a file from being sent.  Reviewed examples TX vs. Texas, incorrect number of digits on phone number.
· Sum record – provides sum of all DET records that should be represented in the file.                                                                                                                                                            Question: Would be helpful to still receive the information even though there may be incorrect information contained within the file.   
· Design Clean-up

Lunch

4. Change Controls

· New Emergency Change Controls?
· Updates to Change Control (Review Change Control 2006-692 Redlines) – Internal Requirements review prompted additional review between Implementation Guides and Change Controls.  
Discussed whether Change Control 692 document should be renamed to reflect the revised  document.  A suggestion was made to add a note to the document to reflect that changes had been made to this document as an FYI.                                                                                        Per discussion this will need to be brought up on a conference call.                                    
5. Discussion: Are Swimlanes Necessary for 3.0?

· Discussed whether there is a need to update current 2.1 swimlanes.  Per discussion, the swimlanes need to be updated so that new CRs can use them.  These swimlanes can be used at Market Orientation to show new MPs how the Market works.                                         Question: Should ERCOT maintain the swimlanes or should Texas SET maintain the swimlanes?                                                                                                                           Response: Maybe it would be better fit for ERCOT maintain.  Could they be more generic and high level and not so detailed?                                                                                                       Per discussion, Web Content team will be measuring how many hits a particular site (i.e. swimlanes) receives in the future.
· Discussion to be continued at Texas SET working group meeting on 9/12.  
6. TX SET 3.0 Project Timeline Update

· Hope reviewed ERCOT’s project timeline.  Discussion regarding Flight Test 0407 end date of May 29 and contingency testing end date of June 19.  Group consensus is to have a June 23-24 production implementation date with a contingency implementation date of June 30-July1.  These dates will need to be brought before RMS as a voting item.  
7. Direction for TTPT Script Sub-team

· A brainstorming session was held to determine high-level Texas SET 3.0 market requirements that MCT recommends be tested in Flight 0407.   List will be reviewed at next MCT meeting to add more detail (scenario and expected results) and provided to TTPT Script Sub-team.

8. Handling of Priority Move Ins

· Discussion was held on the need for education on use of priority codes for priority move-ins.  Action Item – Susan to add this topic to MCT update to October RMS.  This information should also be included in the ERCOT101 presentation.
9. Identify Issues

· Discussed when to start reporting status on design, development, and testing efforts by MPs to RMS – it was decided to start in January, 2007.  In addition, mandatory status conference calls will start on a monthly basis in January, 2007.
10. Identify New Action Items and Assignments

· Next Meeting Tuesday, October 3rd @ ERCOT Austin


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	












































