
	ERCOT Retail Client Services 

	Event Description:  MARS 
	Date:  November 29, 2008
	Completed by:  Dwight Page

	Attendees:  Kathy Scott (CENTERPOINT), Ed Echols (ONCOR), Calvin Opheim (ERCOT), Barrett Morrow (CENTERPOINT), Jackie Ashbaugh (ERCOT), Catherine Meiners (ERCOT),  Johnny Robertson(TXU ENERGY),  Cary Reed (AEP), Dwight Page (ERCOT), Kyle Miller (CENTERPOINT), Jennifer Fredrick (DIRECT) , Heather Day (ERCOT), Lori Cobos (ERCOT), Michael Matlock (GEXA)
Phone:  Steve Bordelon (TNMP), Sandra Tindall (ERCOT)

	Summary of Event:

	

	· Antitrust – Kathy Scott
· Introductions – Kathy Scott

· Reviewed previous meeting notes – Kathy Scott. No comments on notes. Notes will be posted as written.
· Reviewed Meeting Agenda – Kathy Scott
· Kyle Miller (CNP) presented CenterPoint’s FTP Site File Posting Intentions – See Key Document - CenterPoint Energy FTP File Posting.ppt
· Provided CenterPoint Energy’s File Posting Timeline
· File Name to follow ERCOT’s format suggestion

· Provided examples of missing, actual, and estimated readings

· Heather Day requested the TDSPs provide their estimates on AMS deployments
· Kathy Scott reviewed Action Items from MARS Taskforce October 29, 2008 - (See Key Documents)

· AEP and Oncor Response:  

· Will provide VEE data the next calendar day at 12:00:00 (noon).   

· The VEE data will be posted to the FTP site and provided to ERCOT for processing

· CNP Response:  

· Will post RAW data the next calendar day at 12:00:00 (noon).   The RAW data will be updated on the 4th Day with VEE Data and will be available for CRs downloads.   

· The VEE data/file on the 4th day will be sent to ERCOT for processing.  

· TNMP Response:  

· At this time, TNMP is currently too early into their AMS Project Plan to provide a response to this question.

· Consensus Statement:

· CR disputes, disagreements, or Data Extract Variances (DEVs) for AMS provisioned meters would not be based upon data provided on the TDSPs FTP Site.  The Market should only rely on the data/files sent to ERCOT by the TDSP and ERCOT used that data for settlement. Data for DEV issues can be obtained from ERCOT’s web services

· CRs want the data the next day, even if there are gaps. 
· AEP and Oncor Response:  

i. Since AEP and Oncor will provide VEE data the next calendar day then any missing data or gaps will be filled with Estimated (E) usage prior to posting the file to the FTP site on the next calendar day at noon. 

· CNP Response:  

i. In the FTP file if any data is available for that day then that data will be provided in the file for the CRs and if no data is available for the whole day we will post file with all NULLs. 

ii. If the data that is pulled for that day has gaps, CNP will fill those gaps with Nulls the next day to post the raw data for 12:00 noon.  Once data is VEE on the fourth day, if gaps still exist those gaps will be updated with estimated usage then posted to the FTP site. 

· TNMP Response:  

i. At this time, TNMP is currently too early into their AMS Project Plan to provide a response to this question.
· Will the .lse files created for Rep 2 remain on the FTP site?  
· They will remain until they roll off at 10 days.
· What if the ESI ID is returned to the original Rep prior to a monthly 867_03 being sent?  In that case the gaining rep will not have received a monthly 867_03 to be cancelled.  Will they have to use the 814_06 and 867_03F to know that the usage is no longer theirs? 
· TDSPs Consensus Statement (AEP, CNP, Oncor, and TNMP) :  

i. Since this occurrence would be so infrequent we would like to encourage the CRs to pull this data from ERCOT’s web services and from the 867_03(F) transaction they receive.  

ii. Also if the CRs are pulling files daily they may already have the 15 minute interval for the date(s) where they where REP of Record. 
· Pulse Offset and Meter Offset are not needed data elements and will be updated to contain empty values.
· TDSPs agree to utilize current processes for MVIs from a de-energized state and MVOs to a de-energized state 

· Move-In Force Off and Switch: 

The TDSP agree that in these scenarios they will obtain a reading at 00:00:00 on the scheduled Move-In/Force Off or Switch dates. CRs should be aware that 100% guarantee of always executing at 00:00:00 is not possible.  

· Catherine Meiners reviewed LSE File Definition(See Updated Key Documents) 

· In order to process data records most efficiently, ERCOT recommends that files contain between 10,000 and 50,000 data records and that the files be zipped prior to PGP encryption and compression.  The combination of zipping and encrypting will result in a significant savings in internet bandwidth, decryption time, and storage.

· Removed Meter Offset
· Removed Pulse Offset

· Example of complete data record included in document

· Reviewed Use Case 02 - (See Updated Key Document)

· Added Error Code - Timestamp of transaction is less than or equal to the timestamp of loaded data
· Added Requirement that ESI ID  is owned by TDSP

· Added Requirement for notification to TDSP that data loaded successfully 
· Reviewed Use Case 07 – (See Updated Key Document) - TDSP submits an 814_20 but it is rejected by ERCOT.  A second 814_20 is accepted but not all of the .lse files can be loaded.
· TDSP submits an 814_20 to set the meter data type code to IDR and the weather sensitivity code to WS.

· ERCOT rejects the 814_20 and no values are updated.

· TDSP begins to send interval data through a .lse file for this ESI ID.

· ERCOT receives and validates the data record.

· The data record is rejected and not loaded because the meter data type code is NIDR.

· TDSP submits a new 814_20 to update the meter data type code and the weather sensitivity code.  (The effective date is in the past and matches a meter read date.)

· ERCOT accepts the second 814_20 and updates both values.

· TDSP resubmits all the interval data records that were initially rejected by ERCOT.  Some of those records are for an operating day prior to the effective date of the 814_20.

· ERCOT receives and validates the data records.  All data records with an operating day prior to the effective date of IDR profile code change fail validation and are not loaded.

·  Data records with an operating day equal to or after the effective date of the IDR profile code change are accepted and loaded.  (the data records do not fail any other validations)
· Reviewed Use Case 12 –  (See Updated Key Document) – No updates
· Reviewed Use Case 13 and 15 – (See Updated Key Document) – Use Cases 13 and 15 combined
· Question to TDSPs:  If an ESI ID is de-energized from a MVO, will the final day’s interval data be posted to the CR on the FTP site?  Since the ESI ID is de-energized at the end of the day, it doesn’t CR associated.  So will the TDSP really be able to post that data for the CR?
· Reviewed Use Case 14 – (See Updated Key Document)

· Regaining CRs should retrieve previous usage from ERCOT Web Services
· Usage provided previously will drop off in 10 days

· Reviewed Use Case 16 – (See Updated Key Document)

· Document updated and provides the timeline for posting of Raw Data by ONCOR and CENTERPOINT.
· AEP and TNMP timelines are currently unknown at this time. 
· Other discussion topics:

· Profile Change submittals for AMS meters and Annual Validation will need to be coordinated 

· Error code list and 867_03 loading detail will be provided later by ERCOT

· ONCOR reviewed their timeline for VEE Data Delivery – (See Key Documents)
· MARS Taskforce Agreed: 

· ERCOT Enhanced LSE files will contain between 10,000 and 50,000 data records and that the files will be zipped prior to PGP encryption and compression. 

· The combination of zipping and encrypting will result in a significant savings in internet bandwidth, decryption time, and storage

· FTP file format created by TDSPs for CRs  downloads will have the same format as the ERCOT Enhanced LSE file

· MARS Taskforce has no plans to meet until January 2009

· Agenda: 

· Develop Test Plan Scripts to allow us to meet 2/16/09 schedule

· Develop the appropriate Extract(s) for this project

· Develop Retail Market Guide Revision section that details process for AMS “Provisioned” meters, FTP and ERCOT Enhanced LSE file.  

· Continue to complete and resolve open action items by providing timely feedback

· For the next two months ERCOT will take the completed/finalized documents back to their internal teams for design discussions.  If during those discussions issues and/or gaps are identified where the MARS Taskforce may need to provide ERCOT with a MARS recommendation then an emergency conference call will be scheduled.

Adjournment  --  Kathy Scott


Action Items:
· For the next two months ERCOT will take the completed/finalized documents back to their internal teams for design discussions.  
· If during those discussions issues and/or gaps are identified where the MARS Taskforce may need to provide ERCOT with a MARS recommendation then an emergency conference call will be scheduled.
· CRs were requested to provide feedback on the security needed for files pulled from FTP sites, example Secure FTP, PGP, or NAESB or does it matter which protocol is utilized by the TDSP so long as protocol utilized meets industry standards? 
· TDSPs were requested to provide feedback in the scenario of a move-out will the TDSPs post to the FTP site any meter readings and usage incurred on the move-out date for the CR of Record to download? 
Next Meeting Dates:

· TBD 



	

	

	


