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	ANTITRUST ADMONITION – Karen Malkey   

INTRODUCTIONS

REVIEW AGENDA 
· Since we have low attendance at this meeting, we will probably meeting on Thursday, June 12th
· Look at notes
· Look at calendar

· Sandbox

· Orientation meeting

· Release 1 goes in next weekend

· Updates from MP that are testing – status

· Final review of the user guides
APPOVE NOTES FROM MAY 22nd – Approved
· Open the notes and reviewed through the notes
· Any updates or questions? No answer
MARKETRAK ACTVITIES AND SCHEDULE

· KM – Cheryl have you gotten your ESI IDs test beds loaded
· CF – Our contact in Ohio is working with Gene to get that loaded today

· CF – we have been in the sandbox

· ERCOT started UAT testing

· Goal was to have connectivity on May 20th – we’ve had many issues. 1 MP that completed connectivity. We worked with the rest yesterday so hopefully that will help. 

· DM – CNP connected then lost it

· KM – Yes, we had connected and then lost it. I was an effort to finally get connected

· DM – what is that Nodal wsdl that was sent to the list serve?

· KM – I sent that on to RCS to get an answer as to what we need to do with it.

· Technical review yesterday – went well

· Presentation was sent out 

· Test beds communicated by June 9th
· Sandbox – Release 2A – June 20th
· Wsdl – June 23rd
· MarkeTrak Training – Release 2a and 2b scheduled at the end of this month

· Please make sure you have your people that use MarkeTrak to sign up for these classes. I know there is well over 100 people that user MarkeTrak
· The deadline to register is June 16th
· July 30th MarkeTrak orientation – TTPT came up with an agenda for this. I encourage everyone to attend to help develop the orientation.
· Our plan was to get through everything today and not have to meeting next week

· Take on to July 1st tech meeting – ask status – check point. Since we won’t have a meeting from now until August?

·  Caller – Will you be going over the batch process at the June training? 

· FC – We will not be going over batch process. We will only be going over the Release 2 changes in June. 

· FC – are you talking about the bulk insert process?

· Caller – yes

· FC – we will be going over the changes to bulk insert and if we need to run through an example we can

REMINDER RELEASE 2 - 
TRAINING

6/23 – ERCOT

· As of 6/6/08 – Total that have signed up for training
· AM Class – 4

· PM Class - 2
6/26 – IRVING

· As of 6/6/08 – Total that have signed up for training

· AM Class – 4

· PM Class - 2
6/30 – CNP

· As of 6/6/08 – Total that have signed up for training

· AM Class – 45

· PM Class - 26
UPDATE ON TESTING SANDBOX – KM – To the TDSP - Please send your test ESI IDs to those CRs that are testing. They need to know which ESI IDs have been loaded to play around in the sandbox with.
ORIENTATION MEETING

MARKETRAK RELEASE 1 – JUNE 14TH
UPDATE FROM EACH MP THAT IS REGISTERED TO TEST

AEP – CF – Can get into sandbox/been in it and looked around. 

Release 1 – N/A - DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

TNMP Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

ONCOR- DM - Release 1 –  Can get into sandbox

100% - DESIGN, 95% code is complete but the code made need to be changed after connectivity - BUILD AND 80% TEST

Release 2 - 5%- DESIGN,  0%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

Release 3 - 0%- DESIGN,  0%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

CNP – KM - Release 1 –  Sandbox (aware of – comment box doesn’t show up, make sure to go into the profile section and select section tab select the box next to the comments box) 
100%- DESIGN,  100%- BUILD AND 60% TEST

Release 2 - 0%- DESIGN,  0%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

Release 3 - 0%- DESIGN,  0%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

KT – please show the comments thing again. We are having issues with seeing and using comments in the tool. 
KM – showed a demonstration of checking the comments box so that you can see the comments within the issue

JL – you only have to do it one time? You will see it across the board?

KM – yes, when you change roles then you will have to make sure it is on each role. Each test digital certificate. If you pick a new test digital certificate then you will need to update it only once.

GEXA- JL - Release 1 –  Can get into sandbox - playing

- DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

Direct Energy - RB - Release 1 –  Can get into sandbox - playing

- DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

TXU ES - Release 1 –  Can get into sandbox – playing – Not on API yet

- DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

Ambit-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call
Constellation – LG - Release 1 –  Can get into sandbox – playing (those back at work)

- DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

Reliant Retail – MJ - Release 1 – We are having issues – working with ERCOT and our IT department – Keep Karen Malkey posted.

- DESIGN, N/A - BUILD AND (no update) TEST

Accent-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

Strategic-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

First Choice-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

Integrys-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

Tenaska-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

CIRRO-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call 

TexRep1-  Release 1 – DESIGN, BUILD AND TEST – not on call

LG – Only supposed to receive ESI IDs from TDSPs that we are testing with?
DM – we only send them to those CRs that we are testing with

KT – we could send ESI IDs to those CRs that we are not testing

KM – we set aside ESI IDs for the market test and then sent more ESI IDs to play with

KM – designate those for testing and if you sent more for playing then send these to those CRs testing to use to play with

KM – CNP sent out our ESI IDs
RB – I thought the CRs had to send their own ESI IDs

KM – no, because the TDSP is the only one that can send the 814_20 add. 

ERCOT – 
Release 1 – 100%- DESIGN,  100%- BUILD AND 40% TEST

Release 2 - 100%- DESIGN,  60%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

Release 3 - 100%- DESIGN,  5%- BUILD AND 0% TEST

USER GUIDE

SECTION 1 – General
· Digital certificate – KM – do we need to add anymore about digital certificates

· DM – if we need to add something later, we can

· LG – Home – should we add the section instead of saying see the appropriate section?
· KM – Need to update on page 6 – refer to Multi-view reporting

· LG – words like under submit second sentence, should type and (a) are bolded. (Requirements are) are bolded as well. 

· KM – changed those to show that the words on not bolded

· Add item notifications – this is changing from four to five. 
· LG – are we putting notes where new screen shots will be needed
· KM – yes, ERCOT will be reviewing each of the screen shots in the user guide and determine if they need to be changed. 

· CR – states will be bolded

· KM – look at this – state and transitions are bolded in the entire user guide. We talked about this what do we want. 

· User guide should reflect - Transition – Bold, State – Bold(Italicized) 

· KM - Project site – PR70007 – more documents have been posted to this site. Go out there and check if you need to refer to any of these documents
· LG – if we start italicizing here in this section then they will understand it through the rest of the user guide. 
· KM – I will take this back and change all the states to bold/italicized
· KM – should we add wording from Closed Button functionality note. We don’t have anything in this section to explain what this means. 
· LG – it’s added every time after the submitter could no longer withdraw the issue.

· KM – it’s different from D2D to DEV.

· KM – added – allows the submitter to close the D2D issues at any time after the Withdraw function is not available. Also, the submitter can close DEV issues as long they are the Responsible party and Withdraw function is not available.

· Run reports – Trend – graphs period of time. Calculating the same issue twice. Weeks – if the issue is open the first week, then the second week. Does it count it twice? Only wants accurate counts. Jonathan Laundry 

· Export Limitation – Dave help with language.
· Rolodex contact affiliations – KM – Is the Inadvertent Switch going to be changed?

· FC – I will confirm

· Page 52- add number 5 notification – FC – I think it’s based off the closed
· Need to find out what the Closed notification will be 
· CR validation – changed to an error message so the submitter could not go forward with submitting the issue. But we did not change the TDSP validation to an error. 
· LG – most people will just click ok without reading the validations to submit the issue

· CR – bulk insert – validations default to off. Adding TDSP and evaluation window validation. Adding two more. The TDSP validation should default to ON as well as the ESI ID validation. 
· JL – evaluation window – will it based off the TDSP deadlines to cancels?
· FC – No, it will be based off ERCOT’s Siebel Registration SMRD date and tran type. It does not account for the TDSP processes and deadlines

· Page 60 – pertaining to Inadvertent switches – are we leaving or changing to inadvertent gains?
· KM – change to inadvertent gains

Gene sent out an email today. He placed a list of test ESI IDs on the Retail Testing Website in the file cabinet. You will need a log in for the Retail Testing Website. You need to email RetailMarketTesting@ercot.com to get a log in. If you need a log in for multiple people, then send one email with the company name and DUNS and include the people’s name and email address.
LUNCH


SECTION 2 – Inadvertent Gain
· The reasons listed for IAG – are these listed in the RMG?
· KS – No, they are not listed

· FC – these are the reasons why IAG would be rejected at ERCOT once ERCOR runs the IAG automation

· Losing CR submits the issue and the Gaining CR hits Unexecutable, do they receive a drop down box with why they are not agreeing? Authorized Enrollment Received. Need to confirm this? Is there a drop down or a pop up box?
· DM - It’s a drop down box

· DM – I think we are not finished building this. 

· The Gaining CR invalid reasons are not matching up with what is in the conceptual design and RMG IAG reasons. 
· Need the drop down box updated with the current CRs reject reasons

· How hard would it be to add two more within this drop down
· 1. 3rd party CR involved

· 2. “Authorized Enrollment Confirmed”

· 3. “Duplicate Issue”

· 4. Other (should require comments)

· Unexecutable transition – need to update the drop down to four chooses. 
· JL – should we make this clearer about a 3rd CR being involved? – Should it be more detailed to say if 3rd CR has already regained the order? Don’t want to get confused with pending orders. See Karen’s email
· There will be a pop box on the Unexecutable transition and within the drop down the four reasons will be there.
· Proposed regain date – note: not very clear to the CRs? Validate that the date is less than “Submit Date” + 15 days. If not the following error message will be displayed “Proposed Regain Date” is greater than 15 calendar days from the submittal of MarkeTrak issue, please update with valid “Proposed Regain Date”.

· Corde- the confused ones need to come up with their own verbiage. 

SECTION 3- Cancels
· TDSP logs issue to CR for approval. What button does the CR have to cancel the order? Is it Ok to Cancel?
SECTION 4

SECTION 5

SECTION 6

SECTION 7 – Admin Role
· FC – I emailed Michael Taylor to get wording on Clearing Administrator Locks. Once I have this verbiage, I will add this to the user guide section and send it out.
SECTION 8

SECTION 9

We will be meeting on June 12th – to go over the rest of the user guide

 


Adjourn
 
 
 
 
 



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	· Dave - Run reports – Trend – graphs period of time. Calculating the same issue twice. Weeks – if the issue is open the first week, then the second week. Does it count it twice. Only wants accurate counts. Jonathan Laundry (email Jonathan- GEXA)
· Dave – Reporting section - Export Limitation – Dave help with language. 1000 rows
· Dave – will the Rolodex contact affiliation for IAS be changed to Inadvertent Gain?

· Mike - DEV Closed – Requirement 34 – what will the new notification be? Closed?

· Dave/Mike - What would it take to change this - TDSP validation – huge change – See if we can change this message from a warning to an error message. What about Release 3? CWA issues – important example
· Dave/Mike - TDSP association and ESI ID validations – can we default these to ON? Release 2 or 3? 
· Training – Mention how the evaluation calculation works – does not calculate based of the TDSP processes
· Losing CR submits the issue and the Gaining CR hits Unexecutable, do they receive a drop down box with why they are not agreeing? Authorized Enrollment Received
· SECTION 3- Cancels - TDSP logs issue to CR for approval. What button does the CR have to cancel the order? Is it Ok to Cancel?



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


