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	ANTITRUST ADMONITION – Karen Malkey   

INTRODUCTIONS

REVIEW AGENDA 
· Technical Review 

· The .wsdl and .xsd was sent on June 2nd for Release 2A.

· One week left – Release 1 implemented

· I know of one change to Release 1
TECHNICAL REVIEW – RELEASE 2A – Michael Taylor

Old Release 2 was combined with release 2 and release 3. These changes will go in to CERT middle of July. Walk thru API and bulk insert changes. I can show a demo if you would like. I see if I can setup. Real dry to walk through .xsd. I will be brief. Bulk insert straight forward.

· Requirement 7 – Title Field upon submit
· Default to what ERCOT defaults it to.

· Submission you will see the title field but its read only

· No questions
· Requirement 8 – Only capture owner if owner field is empty
· Have to send the alternate user id with the submission
· Assign it to MarkeTrak API

· Then we will assign it to the alternate user id you sent as the owner

· Assign as new, assign them do not transition still in New, 

· Hit begin working – In progress – through API will that with sending user id will it overlay the assignee. 

· MT – yes

· ***Only an Assign Owner transition will overlay the Assigned owner***

· Hitting Begin Working will not overlay the Assigned owner.

· Any questions? No

· Bulk Insert no changes

· Through bulk insert the owner will be the person who sent the bulk insert issue

· KM – bulk insert – 500 issues assigned to who submitted that bulk insert. I don’t know if you would be submitting for a group of people. So, the assigned owner will be the person who submitting and not for the group of people. 

· Requirement 13- Updates to D2D Missing Transactions Workflows
· Original Tran id help feature will be for every issue
· KM – what does the help feature say?
· MT – I threw something in that. I will have to get it approved by business

· ONCOR - Name change – track your list. On our side it’s a name change. 
· ONCOR - Original tran id is it required – it’s always been that way

· FC - Siebel Status/Sub-status – Complete transition. Does it close the issue once it pulls the service order status and its right? 

· MT – no, it just pulls the status of that order. It doesn’t matter who the assignee is

· KM – where is the close button on the screen shots

· VS – the screen shots show at submission

· Requirement 15 – Validate TDSP Involved
· API – you will get a message back if it’s True or 1 or invalid TDSP involved

· Bulk Insert – defaults to false – 0

· Not included within IAG and 997 issues

· ONCOR - API – need to validate TDSP – say yes or accept as is?
· MT - yes
· Requirement 16 – Updates to Usage/Billing
· KM – list for GUI – 2 more fields were added – Start time was required and Stop time being optional
· MT – I will have to look into this

· Hanh – Tran id – on the screen it is showing as Transaction id. I think we should go with Tran id. It makes more sense
· MT – Ok, we can change this to Tran id.

· JL – will it reject if you put the wrong date since the Start time is required?

· FC – Start time is required

· KM – it won’t validate if you are putting the wrong date based off what you are missing

· KM – if you are missing usage from March 3rd. Then you would put March 3rd. Now if you put March 4th it would not know that was the wrong date and it wouldn’t give an error. 

· KM – assume the Start time date and forward

· JL – March 3rd start date of transaction and we put March 4th. Will it catch it that we missed by a day

· KM – we will look at the transactions around that date and send you what we have
· Bulk Insert - Tran id - Required at submit on the dispute type
· Requirement 18- Standardize DEV LSE sub-type names
· ONCOR - Only a name change? Yes, only a name change

· Requirement 19 – Changes to ERCOT Initiated

· This was part of Release 1

· A MP pointed out that we missed a few things with the Release 1

· Find out what was missed

· ONCOR – is this part of Release 1

· MT – we missed the impact for release 1. It was two weeks before it supposed to go to production whether than send a new .wsdl and .xsd we opted to put it in the release 2
· Siebel status/sub status and time was missed

· You could add this for June and just not use it. Nothing to map. ERCOT Initiated. 

· Opted to put it in August because it was not an impacted to the market.
· Requirement 22 – Validate CR on Siebel Chg/Info
· Error message
· KM – is that the same error message we would get through the API?

· MT – yes

· KM – we will get more clear error messages.

· MT – you should be getting it now
· Requirement 24 – DEV LSE Field Layout
· Requirement 25 – IAG
· No longer submit Inadvertent Switch. Only update but not submit new ones

· 2 new workflows – Losing and Gaining

· KM – verify that they don’t take out that old code to update the old IAS workflow

· MT – yes

· Proposed Regain Date is greater than 15 days from issue submit date – error message will be given

· Question – API side your backend system you do not remove the IAS code. You will have to do updates to the old IAS issues. Only submitting through the new IAG- Losing and IAG – Gaining workflow.
· ONCOR understands and Pam-TNMP understands

· Requirement 26 – Get Premise Type

· Questions? None
· Requirement 27 – Add “Close” transition to D2D and IAG

· Questions? None
· Requirement 28 – Cancel with Approval Changes

· KM - The validations through Bulk insert will go through Siebel?
· MT - yes

· KM – the same app that is having issues

· MT – we have the ability to turn it off and on

· MT – we can turn it off

· KM – will we have a notification

· MT – I can follow up to see if we have a notification
LUNCH – break for lunch at 10:55am since people have to be on a call at 11pm. Be back at 12:30pm.
Once we are done with the review then we will go through the API connectivity status

Any questions so far with Release 2a? None

· Requirement 29 – Various changes to Cancel without Approval
· Any questions? None
· Requirement 32 – Capture DEV LSE Modified dates
· Any questions? None

· Requirement 35 – DEV Changes
· Closed Transition, Add Complete and Unexecutable transitions and Remove Return to Submitter from DEV Characteristics- IDR and Non-IDR workflows

· Any questions? None

· ONCOR – we don’t have to make any changes on our side.

· MT – we are dropping return to submitter transitions.

· MT – backend verify to not attempt to do a return to submitter transition. You will get an error back
· Requirement 43 – IAG Automation
· Currently developing this

· ERCOT is the only one that can see and will not be passed back to the API

· KM – fix on the comments, comment field 3500 max count rolled up. Will this impact this fix?

· MT – changes at field level. As long as its visible it won’t have a problem

· MT – I haven’t identified any changes to this requirement yet. But it would not impact the API. 
Testing environment- CERT environment – LG – I logged in and I don’t see anything related to IAS workflow

The release 2 changes will not be in the CERT environment until mid – June.

LG – I don’t see IAS at all on the submit tree
· Requirement 44 – DEV LSE Automation
· KM – is the Return to processing transition something that we see or only ERCOT
· MT – I think it’s only for ERCOT. 

· Failed Analysis Pending Complete state and ERCOT can send it back in the queue by Return to processing.

Sandbox loaded with Release 2 changes – June 20th
Release 2b .wsdl and .xsd – June 23rd

Sandbox loaded with Release 2b changes – July 10th
If you have any questions, go ahead and send me an email to Michael Taylor (mtaylor@ercot.com). Karen and I will build a FAQ.

API connectivity status
· Joe Citarello (ERCOT) will be assisting with the API Connectivity issues
· ONCOR – issues
· From java program and VPN client. We don’t have the right certificate. We sent error to Gene. Invalid Soap error. 

· MT – CNP had the same problem with certificate

· MT – how far did the java client get? 

· We were able to get the connection

· the problem is the handshake

· MT – yes we had that problem because the handshake didn’t match

· MT – the problem with CNP, there service ticket had expired. Upgrade to browser

· KM – once we got in and we did query list and were having issue with query details. 

· KM – then that was fixed by the DUNS number

· Erik/CNP – 
· MT – history of the issues that CNP

· E/CNP – certificates was expired and had to be upgraded. Joe sent an email. We loaded those on the box. That got us through most of the 

· External pull – application configure certificates. Assign to. After we did that we were able to get in and do something

· Unable to create a trust – handshake error. ERCOT required. Showed expired on our boxes. Isolated which ones and sent to me in an email and it cleared up this problem. I have the CERTs so I can email if anyone needs them.

· MT – I don’t want to suggest anything since this is something Joe is working on this.

· MT – ONCOR on central time zones?

· ONCOR – yes we are central

· TNMP on the phone? Any issues

· We had the same certificates. We did what Joe said

· Got connectivity – FasTrak adaptor error query issue list

· When is the last time you tried connectivity?

· Just now 1:16pm and get the same error

· MT – I thought we fixed those yesterday

· MT – what user id are you using? DUNS?
· TNMP API 

· MT – checked on their certificates to see if they are setup correctly. 

· MT – I think what it is finding…I think you will get an error because updating cash will take a while so try it again – query list. One issue should pop up

· CNP issues and how we solved them. 
· JC – CNP issues, expired intermit route certificates then we had to fix some of the counts.

· Solved the DEV LSE issues

· JC – ONCOR – left a message for. Handshake error – java client
· Can you connect to the URL with the browser? Yes, we can connect
· JC – can you see the soap page?

· Yes, that is good thing if you can get that far

· JC – if you can get that far. Go to the left icon, certification path – will tell if you if your certificates are good or not. Red will tell you if it’s not.

· ONCOR – we will check to see what it says for our certificate

· This should show the client certificate. Intermediate and root.
· MT – request query list empty results. What do you get? Error? 

· Eric – I would have to go check

 


Adjourn
 
 
 
 
 



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	· Requirement 16 – Updates to Usage/Billing – Change Transaction id field to Tran id

· Requirement 16 – Updates to Usage/Billing – Add Start Time Required and Stop Time – optional (Requirement 10- Release 2B)
· Usage and Billing – selecting Dispute does not mean that you don’t send the 824 transaction. You still have to send the 824 transaction

· Requirement 28 – Cancel with Approval Changes – Will a notification be sent if the Siebel validations are turned off – MarkeTrak is turned off also.
· Requirement 44 – DEV LSE Automation – Return to processing transition is not in the conceptual design. This is only for ERCOT. Where ERCOT can send back in the DEV Analysis queue. Has to have gone through Failed Analysis state.

· Farrah - ERCOT Web page – Post release buckets to the website and make a section on the MarkeTrak Information Page – Phase 2 documents

· Gene – List of ESI IDs and List of User – posted to the Retail Testing Website. 
· Farrah – give Karen the number of people that are attending the training in June



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


