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	9
	Reliant

(F. Trefny)
	MMS10
	Need to have the Generation subsystem working to start EDS 3 so it can call SCED.
	Accepted
	Metric "MMS10 - 'Verify SCED Functions" in EDS3 is intended to address this item.

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	20
	Meter Data Management

(Don Tucker)
	MP7
	In discussion of the metric to define the Meter Data Management for Market participants it was determined that this function will not change as transition from zonal to nodal occurs. Therefore this should not be considered a metric issue and the metric removed from the Metric Map.
	Pending
	Readiness Advisor concurs. Pending TPTF approval. TPTF disagrees; Readiness Advisor has the action to re-visit this item with Don Tucker and Ken Ragsdale.
Per Don Tucker “While we do have some work in regards to setting EPS meters up in the network model and providing an association to generation based on typical system configurations, it has nothing to do with gathering and submitting meter data.  The process for gathering and submitting meter data stays the same for both the EPS Meters and the TDSP meters. MRA will contact TPTF to understand concerns more precisely in order to conduct a next meeting with D Tucker. Email sent to F Trefny on 2/26 addressing this issue. MRA is following up based on the response from F Trefny’s email to see if this issue may be covered in an existing MP registration metric.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	
	
	

	37
	ERCOT 
(Larry Grimm)
	
	Question posed by Larry Grimm: Should there also be one (metric) for Compliance Monitor or are we absorbed in the Market Monitor or elsewhere?  

	Accepted
	Per follow-on discussion with Larry Grimm it was suggested that Metric(s) need to be developed to ensure that processes to monitor compliance for systems, data feeds and processes are in place prior to market transition. These metric(s) are considered separate from IMM metrics. Recommend to change metric “”D4 Verify ERCOT Performance Plan to “Verify ERCOT Compliance Readiness” and add a new metric “Validate EDW Compliance Data Access”

	38
	Nodal Team Matt Mereness
	MMS15
	Recommended that metric  “MMS15 - MIS Compliance Plan” be moved from the MMS category to the ERCOT Internal category since this metric addresses scope greater than MMS
	Accepted
	Readiness Advisor concurs. Pending TPTF approval. Metric Map updated

	39
	Nodal Team Matt Merreness
	MMS3
	Recommended that metric “MMS3 – Verify MIS Functionality” be changed to “MMS3 – Verify MIS Functionality for MMS”.
	Accepted
	Readiness Advisor concurs. Pending TPTF approval. Metric map updated

	40
	ERCOT
Julie Thomas
	D12
	Discuss - “Verify New Facilities Construction” is, as stated, neither a metric nor a criterion; nor is it, to my knowledge, a prerequisite for Market Launch. Some additional background as to who proposed a facilities-based metric and what that individual had in mind would be helpful.

	Pending
	Further discuss required. MRA has the action to follow up on this item to determine which facilities can adversely affect readiness.
Control Room – Market Trials will be conducted in the Market Trials area. For Zonal and Nodal simultaneous operations ~ both will share each of the existing ERCOT control rooms providing redundancy to both.

	41
	Metric Sub Group 02/21/2007
	MMS14
	Should we have an audit function for LMP or a shadow system?

MPs need to know exactly how the vendor and ERCOT plan to prove the accuracy of LMP


	Pending
	Further discuss required. MRA has the action to follow with the Nodal team to understand existing plans for this test.
MRA has posed this question to the Nodal team and will follow up accordingly. 
A White paper is in progress by John Hall addressing this issue.

	42
	Metric Sub Group 02/21/2007
	MMS5
	Does MMS5 include stress and exception testing?

There should be a test of exception cases, in particular, matches between counter parties as well as stress testing for high volumes. Exception testing and stress testing (especially high volume transactions) should be part of all metrics involving test execution.
	Pending
	Further discuss required. Current plans for stress and exception testing should be included in associated metrics. MRA has the action to follow with the Nodal team to understand existing plans for stress and exception testing procedures.
MRA has confirmed with Nodal personnel that stress testing will occur during the “Load & Performance” test. 

	43
	Metric Sub Group 02/21/2007
	MMS9
	Does MMS9 include both HRUC & DRUC?

Market participants would like to see HRUC and DRUC operating at the same time as well as multiple RUC scenarios. If this is not included in this metric, another metric should be created to address it.
	Pending
	Further discuss required. Current plans. Current plans for HRUC & DRUC parallel testing process should be included in associated metrics. MRA has the action to follow with the Nodal team to understand existing plans for HRUC & DRUC simultaneous testing procedures.
MRA has confirmed with Nodal personnel that simultaneous operation of RUC and multiple RUC scenarios are planned for the End-to-End test.

	44
	Metric Sub Group 02/21/2007
	
	Is there a metric for the Price Correction Process? 

The Price Correction Process should have more transparency and perhaps a metric to verify it is ready for market launch.
	Pending
	Further discuss required

	45
	Metric Sub Group 02/21/2007
	Multi
	Should contingency plans be exercised prior to signoff? Where feasible, contingency plans should be tested. Black Start should not be tested, but many others should, like software failovers and backup facilities
	Pending
	Further discuss required. MRA has informed all Metric Owners of contingency test metrics of this concern. Metrics are being updated to reflect this requirement where feasible.

	46
	TPTF Meeting
	E2  
	Recommend that metric “E2 – Develop TN Transition Plan” to “E2 – Develop TN Market Launch Plan” 
	Pending
	Readiness Advisor concurs. Pending TPTF approval. Metric Map updated

	47
	TPTF Meeting
	E3  
	Recommend that metric “E2 – Execute TN Transition Plan” to “E2 – Execute TN Market Launch Plan” 
	Pending
	Readiness Advisor concurs. Pending TPTF approval. Metric Map updated.
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