
	ERCOT Retail Client Services & Testing

	Event Description: MMWG 
	Date: April 17, 2007
	Completed by: Dwight Page

	Attendees: Jennifer Garcia(DIRECT ENERGY), Kathy Scott(CENTERPOINT), Karen Malkey(CENTERPOINT ), Kristy Tyra(TXU ED), Debbie McKeever(TXU ED), Michael Matlock(GEXA ENERGY), Johnny Robertson(TXU ENERGY), Allan Burke(TNMP), Mike McCarty(ERCOT), Allan Burke(TNMP), Jeff Kiefer(RELIANT), Kyle Patrick(RELIANT), Bill Reily(TXU ED), Blake Gross(AEP), Rob Bevill(GREEN MOUNTAIN), Laura Gonzales (CONSTELLATION), Jennifer Frederick(ERCOT), Dwight Page(ERCOT), Brad Trietsch(FIRST CHOICE), Monica Jones(RELIANT) Tammy Stewart(ERCOT), Carolyn Reed(CENTERPOINT),  Michael Taylor(ERCOT), Carolyn Reed(CENTERPOINT), Rachel Byars(DIRECT ENERGY) 
Phone: Carol Root(AEP), Barry Smith(AEP), Eric Blakey(TXU ES), Tommietra Walker(RELIANT), Liz Fanning(TXU ED), Don Bender(AEP), Robert Rodriguez(CONSTELLATION)

	Summary of Event:

	

	· Introduction Antitrust – Jennifer Garcia
· Review Notes from February MMWG -  No Changes made to notes
· Performance Measures Update from PUCT Staff
· Robert Manning had planned to have an RFP by this meeting but was not able to make that goal.  Instead, he will try to have one by the next MMWG meeting.
· Mike McCarty stated that ERCOT will continue to measure performance on 867_02 using a 24 hour timeframe.  After review with the Commission and their desire for consistent data and the fact that ERCOT has only one summarization process to calculate protocol, ERCOT will change the calculation with the implementation of PUC Rule 33049.  The State rule takes precedence over protocol.  
· MarkeTrak Phase II 

· Jennifer Frederick delivered a Power Point presentation.  See key documents.

· Email list created for both MarkeTrak API and GUI

· Day to Day subtype descriptions provided

· Draft reports provided

· Definitions of Private and User reports discussed.  This was an action item from the March MMWG meeting and the purpose was to provide clarity to the distinction between the two report types.

· Examples of Missing Transactions vs. Usage/Billing issues discussed.  This was an action item from the March MMWG meeting and the purpose was to provide clarity to what transactions should be filed under each subtype. 

· There was a consensus that 867 transactions should be filed under the subtype of Usage/Billing instead of Missing Transaction.  In addition, it was requested that the transactions be restricted in the Tran type dropdown for Usage/Billing to only include 867 and 810 transactions.  Alternatively, the Tran type dropdown in the Missing Transaction subtype would exclude the 867 or 810 transactions as a choice.

· Expanded definitions of D2D subtypes were provided.  MMWG requested that these definitions be incorporated into the MarkeTrak Users Guide in the format presented.

· MMWG requested that these expanded definitions be incorporated into the MarkeTrak Users Guide in the format presented.

· Add two additional months of avg. time in state to capture full quarter of data.  Retain the ytd avg. time in state for a 12 month rolling period.

· Provide clarification on exactly what data is captured in the Total # in State column

· MP’s indicated they would like this report available at MP level in order to compare individual metrics against total Market.

· Provide more clarification with column headers of the data being reported in each column.

·  Reports were prioritized as follows:

· D2D Summary

· DEV Summary

· IAS Detail

· DEV Detail

· ERCOT agreed to provide drafts of items of the first 3 for the May MMWG meeting.  A draft of the 4th item will be provided only if complete.

· Went over action item list and updated
· Used spreadsheet from CNP to update MarkeTrak spreadsheet.  See key documents.
· Schedule Next Meeting 

Next meeting will be May 10th, 2007, 9:30 AM – 3:00 PM, ERCOT Austin Room 168, 7620 Metro Center Dr.

Austin, TX 78744.  Please see the ERCOT calendar for details.    




