
	ERCOT Retail Client Services 

	Event Description:  MARS 
	Date:  October 8, 2008
	Completed by:  Jim Rudd

	Attendees:  Kathy Scott (CENTERPOINT), Ed Echols (ONCOR), Calvin Opheim (ERCOT), Kyle Patrick (RELIANT), Barrett Morrow (CENTERPOINT),  Kelly Brink (ERCOT), Jackie Ashbaugh (ERCOT), Heather Day (ERCOT), Catherine Meiners (ERCOT), Jim Rudd (ERCOT), Jennifer Frederick (DIRECT), Johnny Robertson(TXU ENERGY),  Blake Gross(AEP), Gary Torrent (OPC), Kyle Miller(CENTERPOINT), Michael Matlock (GEXA), Steve Bordelon (TNMP), Brad Trietsch (FIRST CHOICE), Eddy Reece (RCEC), Cary Reed (AEP), Brett Hurta (Austin Energy), 

Phone: Mary Zintera (RELIANT), Sandra Tindall (ERCOT), Suzette Sondag (EC Power)



	Summary of Event:

	

	· Introduction – Kathy Scott

·  Antitrust – Kathy Scott
· Reviewed previous meeting – Kathy Scott. No comments on minutes. Minutes will be posted as written.
· Reviewed Meeting Agenda – Kathy Scott
· Kathy Scott shared that an update was made to RMS in September. In addition, she stated that COPS asked to be kept in loop on what MARS is doing.

· Kathy Scott reviewed Powerpoint presentation (see key documents).
· Heather Day presented update on projects.
· Went into planning last week and had a kickoff this week
· Making sure everything is complete.

· Internal target date is December 2.

· Flatfile – December 9.

· Internal reviews for quality on January 7 and January 9, 2009.

· Two more meetings in October and possibly one in December to work on requirements.

· Kathy questioned whether test plan included the market.
· Heather responded that we are not yet sure.

· Jackie stated that it will be discussed during the development of the test plan.

· Kathy asked if there were any concerns about dates.

· No concerns were addressed by anyone.

· Mary Z (Reliant) asked if things move along quicker than expected, will the dates be moved up?

· Heather responded that yes, they will be.

· Kathy gave an action item to the group: Locate any concerns regarding requirements for advanced metering. Kathy to address requirements at next meeting.
· Catherine Meiners reviewed the use case scenarios. See key docs for details.

· Mary Z from Reliant asked: What kind of timeframe before resending when no 997 acknowledgement has been received?

· Catherine responded that timeframe will not change.

· A question was asked whether the filer would contain corrections only or be mixed

· The response was that it would be mixed.

· Mary from Reliant asked if the file will be flagged if there are corrections.

· Jackie responded that it will always load the latest file. It will look no different than today. Always the most current information. ERCOT will always load the most current version.
· Ed Echols (Oncor) asked about timing requirements.

· Jackie responded that once data is sent, chances of changing not likely.
· Kyle Miller asked if forwarding duns will be on file.
· Jackie responded that no. if rep wants it, they can get the information easily.
· Kathy asked: Do we need to document that ROR info will not be part of settlement info?

· Jackie responded: Yes, it will be in there.

· Catherine Meiners stated that there will be scenarios to verify this.

· Catherine discussed the scenario about date on file earlier than previous file.
· Mary asked if there will be any notice to the TDSP that time stamp is earlier?

· Jackie: All data that passes validation will go thru loading process, will have a positive response, only most current read will load – always max time stamp. Reporting will be just like it is today.

· Ed Echols: Business rules will be clarified?

· Catherine Meiners: Yes.

· Jackie: Many are available on ercot.com already. Referred group to services, user guides, retail on ercot.com. New report will be similar. Error codes are available

· Catherine Meiners: Business validations conducted by AMIT. Example: ESIID does not exist. 
· For Use Case 6, a discussion and questions came up.

· Jackie stated that we will decide if web services is the way to go. Said if anyone has feedback to let us know.
i. Not sure what kind of volume

ii. Trying to decide on the type of performance

iii. As more info comes up, will be shared with group

· Kyle - CNP uses these reports for usage gaps.
· 727 team doesn’t see web services as a realistic way to do this.
i. Too time consuming.
· Jackie: Not looking at gaps, just volumes

· Use of web services will require an SLA

· Mary (Reliant): Will information in table be available on web services?
· Catherine Meiners: Yes.
· Adding scenario for group of ESIIDs, but is not ROR for some of them.
· Scenario not included: TDSPs - How would they use them?

· Kyle: Usage gaps on web services. Possible to look for gaps?

· Jackie: Not looking for gaps. Example: list of ESIIDs – data not loaded for a time frame. Maybe a different kind of service will be more functional for TDSPs.

· Kathy: Is it this group’s responsibility to establish SLA?

· Jackie: We have an informal SLA. If web services is the selection, it’ll be similar to 727 SLA. After requirements done, go back to DEWG for SLA. Action item is on ERCOT for that.

· More discussion on Use case 13
· Scenarios result of previous MARS meeting.
· Orders completed – how it will interact with settlements data?
i. Will continue as is.

· Suggestions? Thoughts?

· Ed Echols: Clarify IDR meters – UFE allocation.
· Brad Trietsch: Add force MVO to scenarios?

· Kathy: File only looking at usage for whole day. Doesn’t matter whether there is a MVI or MVO.

· Catherine Meiners: Settle full days. Will be billed to gaining rep.

· Brad: Will data match?

· Jackie: Gaining rep has read in settlement.

· Kathy brought up discussion on FTP site scenarios.

· Any ideas on FTP site scenarios?

· File design? Same as LSE?

· Kyle: DUNs number – put it on the one that goes to FTP site? 

· Different FTP sites for each CR?

· One site or separate sites for CRs with different DUNs numbers?

· Johnny Robertson (TXU): Group them and add DUNs number to file.

· Kyle suggested having an FTP site per DUNs number.

· Kathy agreed, “stating it’s the only way to keep it secure.’
· Cary Reed asked: Is there a limit on FTP access? Are there system limitations?

· Johnny responded that there no limits on FTP sites

· Kathy: Go back to IT departments. May be individual limits.

· Meiners: CRs have need to know the DUNs number. 

· Cary: Wouldn’t we always wants DUNs in file?

· Operating Day/ Interval Data
· Mary (Reliant) stated she would like a flag if anything is replaced.
· Jackie: Customer billing not changing.
· Before any data can be sent, it’s VEE’d.
· Meiners: Requirement for flag for replacement files added.
· Ed: codes will show actual, estimated, or edited. If edited, you know they’ll change. Change from E to A will show data was changed.
· Jackie: LSE file needs to contain rep DUNs and rep name. ERCOT will not use all columns, TDSPs can. ERCOT just needs to know where in file.
· Meiners: Assumption is we will design a file format that all can use.
· ERCOT will not use DUNs in our system, continue as is.
· Cary suggested removing REP name and just have the DUNs.
· Others agreed

· Kathy: Replacement flag still needed?

· Meiners: Does A and E solve that issue?
· Mary: Will get back with answer.
· Johnny: Is there a timestamp at individual record level?

· Kyle Patrick: Not at record level, but at file level.
· Jackie: Working on what is best (one file or multiple files). Will have timestamp at file level AND for each transaction in file. Ask about limitations on number of files or file sizes.
· Ed: Does time file is sent matter?

· Jackie: No. CNP may be batching files. ERCOT will make sure systems will be available to handle files. Need to find out what CNP’s intentions are. 

· Cary: 15 minute reads daily from day before, then send monthly file.
· Jackie: We need to be sure we can handle all the processing. Need to know how much data

· Kathy: Asking about frequency and volume?

· Jackie: yes.

· Data sent is VEE’d

· Meiners: Any other requirements about what files need to contain?

· Frequency of receiving data from the meter.

· Within 7 days of the initial settlement.
· VEE’d data must e made available to the CR the next day.
· Afternoon Brainstorming Session concerning TDSP’s FTP site:
· TDSP Action Items:

1. Are there limits to the number of files or the size of files on the FTP site? 

2. What is the frequency/volume of files that will be sent? 

3. What is the timeframe for posting data to the FTP site? 

4. How long will the data remain on the FTP site? 

a. Note:  Information on missing consumption is not available until 38 days after the operating day.  This could be a concern if the data is rolling off the site every 30 days. 

5. Will the data posted to the FTP site be raw or VEE’d? 

6. How will missing data be handled? 

a. If intervals are missing during a day, will estimated data be posted to FTP?  Or null data?  Convert the null to 0 and label an estimate? 

b. If whole day is missing, post estimate reads, or post once data is available? 

7. How will the data on the FTP site be organized?  By operating day or business day? 

a. By operating day – organized by the date that the reads are for.  Example, on 12/15, update reads are obtained for 12/14 and 12/5.  The files for 12/14 and 12/5 would be updated with that information. 

b. By business day – organized by the date that the data was obtained or updated.  Example, on 12/15, update reads are obtained for 12/14 and 12/5.  The file for 12/15 would contain the data from 12/14 and 12/5. 

8. Will it be possible to have multiple version of the same trade day for the same ESI ID on the FTP site at the same time?  Or will only the most current version be available. 

9. Can the TDSPs support providing the register read in the .lse file?  CRs would like to have this information.  ERCOT can support receiving it in the .lse file but will not use the data for anything. 

10. What info do TDSPs need to include in the .lse file in order to post that file directly to their FTP site? 

a. CR DUNS 

b. Other? 

11. Kathy to schedule a conference call with the TDSPs to discuss these questions and see if the TDSPs can come to agreement on them.  Plan to have the information ready for the 10/30 meeting. 

· CR Action Items:

1. How will the data from the FTP site be used? 

2. How often will the CRs be downloading the data? 

3. Will the CRs be downloading all the info or only certain files? 

4. What information do CRs need in the files posted to the FTP site in order to use the data effectively? 

a. Estimate/actual flag 

b. Register read 

c. CR DUNS number 

5. What method of organizing the data on the site would be the most useful to the CRs? 

· ERCOT Action Items:

1. Research how ERCOT’s FTP site is set up.  It is by CR or by DUNS number?  Answer:  ERCOT’s FTP site is set up by DUNS number. 

· Kathy to schedule a conference call for TDSPs. Information for the meeting needs to be ready by 10/30.

· Next MARS meeting is on October 23.

· Adjourned – Kathy Scott


Action Items:

· See CR and TDSP action items above.
· Mary Z. (Reliant): Is replacement flag needed if E and A in file is provided.

· Group: Locate any concerns regarding requirements for advanced metering.

Future Agenda Topics:
· TBD
Next Meeting Dates:

· Thursday, October 23, 2008 at ERCOT MET Center – 206A

· Thursday, October 30, 2008 at ERCOT MET Center – 206A

· Monday, November 10, 2008 at ERCOT Met Center – 206B  scheduled if needed 



	

	

	


