
	DEWG/SDAWG Event Summary

	Event Description: DEWG/SDAWG Meeting
	Date:  4/21/2008
10:00am to 3:30pm
	Completed by:  Valerie Schwarz

	Attendees:  See DEWG/SDAWG Attendance Worksheet

	

	1.
Antitrust Admonition and Agenda Review - J Galvin

· Admonition Read

2.
ERCOT Report (DEWG) – Aaron Smallwood
· ERCOT IT Incident Report
· Distribution

· This report is currently only available by email
· New ercot.com website area is being generated for future posting of this report by the end of May. 
· We will continue posting on DEWG/SDAWG key documents section in the meantime with notifications of its posting.
· Fields
· Column J – Extract or Report Impacted
· Column O – MP Input. Put this in there so Market Participants (MPs) can state how it impacted them.

· Column P -  How was it identified (by ERCOT or MP)

· Column N – Was it within Protocol (Y or N)

· Report Characteristics

· If there is more than one incident we will use a dash stating there were more than one notice impacted in the ‘Notification’ column

· Issue date relates to when the problem was occurring to cause the delays to happen. Impacted days are within the notice.
· Report Issues

· March 10th – 12th 

· Permission issue following retail release

· Fix: grant permissions and rerun data

· March 15th- 17th 

· There were many notices sent out on this but didn’t want to clutter the Notification field with each notice

· March (date incomplete)

· Day Light Savings

· If the issues have been identified but not complete, it is marked incomplete by TDTWG in the Retail Incident Reporting Log.  The Extract Incident Reporting Log will follow the same structure.
· March 26th
· Configuration issue

· On time but not complete

· March 28th and 29th
· Affected a partial MP (not All)

· Why was notice sent out so late (April 9)?

· The issue was identified by a Market Participant

· ERCOT performs some checks (i.e. did the report make it to the database) but does not check the completeness of thousands of extracts
· Market Issue being discussed at COPS next meeting concerning notification to the market for individual MP issues.

· TML Report Explorer Application Availability

· There currently is no data entered for March because the Operations department didn’t have the information ready. Next month it will be available.
· Extract Report Information Guide

· What was originally Appendix A and Appendix B were placed in this consolidated workbook to reduce amount of files

· Questions

· Regarding Market Notice R-A031208-01, are we identifying the ESI IDs that have not come through the SCR727 Extract because there seems to be gaps? (G. Thantry – First Choice Power)
· SCR727 Extract will only get changes from LodeStar. If there is no load submitted then there will be gaps in the SCR 727. That info needs to be sent to MarkeTrak.  You will need to file the appropriate data extract variances in order to get that data. (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)
· Why are there only 4 TML outages reported for March? (E. Battery – Cirro Energy)
· Within this SLA we report on only TML Report Explorer Application issues. Other TML outages are reported in Retail IT Market Services SLA and are reported there (A. Smallwood – ERCOT)
· Could only access these documents under SDAWG. Would like to see them posted under DEWG. (A. Morton – AEP)
· There was no March meeting link under DEWG since we decided to meet under the SDAWG schedule.  V. Schwarz will update so documents will be posted under SDAWG and DEWG. (V. Schwarz –ERCOT)
3.       SLA (DEWG)
· Disposition of Comments 041408.xls SLA COMMENTS
· Who to contact when there are issues with Report Explorer?

· Contact Help Desk to make an official issue but make your Account Manager (AM) aware of issue (CC AM on Help Desk ticket)

· How are Help Desk issues getting communicated back?

· Some departments contact the MP directly when it is resolved. Otherwise you should get an updated notice from the Remedy system letting you know your issue was resolved and your ticket was closed.

· SLA currently housed on the COPS website but will be moved in May to a new location for SLAs.  SLA will still be linked to pages where they currently reside.
· We accepted all changes that were submitted
· Questions

· The Service Scope (section 2.2) does not discuss what is ‘Excluded’ (i.e. TML outages).

· Exclusion statement will be added (2.2.1) (A. Smallwood –ERCOT)

· Is there a hierarchy in the Detail incident report (i.e. completeness higher level than timeliness)?  Don’t want to double count.  

· Completeness and timeliness are two different metrics. Discussed Completeness being more important than timeliness and we should have completeness as a more important metric. (J. Galvin – Luminant Energy).  
· Will continue to measure Completeness, Timeliness and Accuracy and all will be equally weighted as the are separate measurable instances.
· Timeliness is only related to Protocol (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)

· J. Galvin would like to take this version to COPS next month and have them adopt as the final document, after Aaron makes a couple of adjustments.  J. Galvin will personally make edits to SLA that come in between now and then.
· Summarize Concerns brought to RMS –A. Smallwood

· Transaction Processing, MarkeTrak, TML availability mostly discussed.

· SLA Exception request – Extend outage window. 12 hour window currently and we wanted to complete that sooner rather than later (accelerated timeline)

· More discussions on Retail SLA
4.
Nodal COMS RTM Extract Update (SDAWG and DEWG) – J. Ashbaugh and J. Lavas ERCOT
· Real Time Market Settlement Batch Timeline
· Operating day all of the way up to the first red line.  Settlement between the two red lines. True Up at the last part.
· SPP = Settlement Point Price
· Timeline
· After we have the data in Settlements and Billing, data aggregation execution will take place on day 2 and day 7 
· RTM Data Aggregation and Settlement Validation occurs Operating day + 7 thru +10 (Adjusted so 10th day falls on a business day)
· Once approval occurs, we will start the extract execution
· Initial statement Posting due date is on day 10
· RTM Final Statement Posting due date is on day 59
· True Up Posting due date is on day 180
· Question
· When would you NOT need Data Aggregation? (A. Morton- AEP)
· CRR Settlements (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)
· RTM Extract Posting Schedule
· Geared off of the Green column  

· Extract will post at latest two days after statement posting deadline

· All based on Approval

· Trying to use a stacking mechanism to get the data posted

· RTM Consolidated Operating Day Extract

· 
Must be scheduled by MPs
· Load Serving Entities (LSEs) don’t receive a DAM CODE Extract. They will be using the MODE as LSEs are not involved in the settlement process.

· RTM CODE and MODE Data
· XSD and DLL will be in synch even though the version number differs
· Header Records

· Every time you see the header records and interval records that apply

· You may be sent the header records twice

· Delivered with interval/scalar records

· Questions

· UID – is that used to associate the billing determinant with a particular settlement version?

· UID is the association/join between the header table to the interval or scalar table. The data in the header table will contain the characteristic data including the bill determinant. The data aggregation/settlement data is stored by operating day in the interval/scalar table. The settlement version is accounted for by the SAVECHANNEL.(JAshbaugh – ERCOT)

· To tie back to a particular settlement version, you would use the SAVECHANNEL and operating day. The posting name of the extract provides you with the detail information that would tie the extract to the statement to the settlement calendar information.  (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)

· How do you determine if the settlement is Initial, Final, Re-Settlement, or True Up?
· Use LSTIME as the addtime of the data record to know when the data was created. To tie back to a particular settlement version, you would use the SAVECHANNEL and operating day. The posting name of the extract provides you with the detail information that would tie the extract to the statement to the settlement calendar information. (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)

· Is the LS time equivalent to ERCOT System date?

· LS time means add time (ERCOT approval time). No connection for that time and when it is posted.  (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)

· Would we want approval time?

· We are not providing that to the market. Posting deadline dates will be available. (J. Ashbaugh – ERCOT)

· NODAL COMS Posting Updates Review
· Specification Update
· COMS Specifications

· Addition of New Report: Capacity Factors By Resource

· Updated NDSML ID for Summarized Load by TDSP Report

· EDW Specifications

· Reference Addition of new Nodal Report – Capacity Factors by Resource

· Removal of all existing bill determinants

· Addition of Business Note to CARD defining STATEMENTSCHED> UIDMARKET = 3’ for CRR

· Question: When will the determinants be posted?

· No ETA right now. We will let you know
· Settlements DDL and XSDs

· For now the versioning number will not be in synch but the information will be
· J. Ashbaugh will be sending out an email once they are posted.

· XSD: Technical questions can be asked in the API Subgroup. You can also post questions to the distribution lists for nodal report readiness.com

5.
Other Business
· SCR 727 Re-baseline – J. Lavas
· Ran for 50 hours and in the process of verifying data

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. DEWG – placeholder for the IT Incident Report from ERCOT on ercot.com
2. Want to revisit the 2 day timeline for possible NPRR

3. Settlements

· Recently received results of DAM.

· Comments have been that the results are not helpful

· We are starting to see what the statements are going to look like

· Will be good to have that addressed in SDAWG

4. Provisionally approved the verifiable costs process in its current state. 

· Summarize this process.

· J. Galvin would bring that information to SDAWG.

5. Follow up on WMS escalation of congestion costs due to first quarter operations activity

6. Update on SCR 727 Re-baseline

7. EDS testing team available from ERCOT to review test results. Encourage E. Goff to contact.



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


