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	ANTITRUST ADMONITION – Roger Tenenbown  
· ERCOT strictly prohibits Market Participants and their employees who are participating in ERCOT activities from using their participation in ERCOT activities as a forum for engaging in practices or communications that violate the antitrust laws. The ERCOT Board has approved guidelines for members of ERCOT Committees, Subcommittees and Working Groups to be reviewed and followed by each Market Participant attending ERCOT meetings. If you have not received a copy of these Guidelines, copies are available at the Client Relations desk. Please remember your ongoing obligation to comply with all applicable laws, including the antitrust laws.

ERCOT Website Content Management Disclosure – Roger Tenenbown
· All presentations and materials submitted by Market Participants or any other Entity to ERCOT staff for this meeting are received and posted with the acknowledgement that the information will be considered public in accordance with the ERCOT Websites Content Management Operating Procedure.

**ERCOT EMERGENCY EXIT (when at ERCOT)
WELCOME/INTRODUCTIONS:                                                                        

· Agenda Overview
· Approve March 2009 TTPT Notes – Notes Approved
DISCUSSION POINTS:

· Importance of MPs processing transactions through back end systems 

· G. Cervenka – I recently had a Market Participant (MP) contact me with concerns that a Competitive Retailer (CR) was not processing all of their transactions through their back end systems.  I wanted to bring this issue up on the call today to remind all MPs how important it is to process all of their applicable transactions through their back end systems.  I will include this topic as an agenda item on the daily flight calls as well.   

· R. Tenenbown – When this occurs, do you normally address the issue with that specific MP?  
· G. Cervenka – Yes, I do.  
· R. Tenenbown – Thank you Gene.  Please make sure that everybody is following this procedure.  
· P. Wheat – Should we have an additional contact at ERCOT to report this issue to?  

· R. Tenenbown – I would suggest that everybody notify the Flight Administrator about this issue if it becomes a concern.    
· Ad Hoc Testing organization 
· R. Tenenbown - I believe this topic was a brought forward for discussion from the last meeting.  Does anybody have anything to add or report on regarding this topic?  
· No comments were heard.    
· Review of Round Robin testing draft 
· R. Tenenbown – This topic was also carried forward from the last meeting.  I had requested that everybody take this general idea back to their offices to gather input, comments, and/or feedback.  
· J. Purdy – Our testing team discussed this idea and we feel that the Round Robin approach would be effective.  We do feel that that there are a few additional scripts that should be tested directly between CRs and all TDSPS.  These would include SCR32, SCR33, the DOA scripts, and the other connectivity and banking scripts already discussed.  
· B. Taylor – It was discussed with our group as well and we do not feel like this approach would cause any problems or concerns.  

· K. Tyra – We discussed it as well and do not see a problem with this approach.  Our only concern would be that if they did not test with CNP directly, we would still want to have them test connectivity and banking transactions prior to doing business with us.  
· R. Tenenbown – Yes.  Just as a reminder, we would have all CRs execute the connectivity and banking scripts with all TDSPs.  J. Purdy requested to test a few additional scripts as well.  This could possibly become confusing if each TDSP had a different list of required scripts that must be tested with every CR.  Uniformity is very important in this design process.  It would be most efficient if all TDSPs agreed on the list of required scripts to test with each new CR.  
· J. Purdy - We feel that those point to point scripts are very important.  
· K. Tyra – Oncor agrees and we would like to see that same set of scripts tested as well.  

· G. Cervenka – So does everybody agree that testing a new CR with only one TDSP is sufficient? Should we require them to test with two TDSPs?  

· G Behr – I believe one would be sufficient.
· K Tyra – I agree.  Testing with one TDSP should be sufficient.  It would also be important to have the new CR test with the one designated TDSP and then conduct all of the required connectivity, banking, and other required scripts with all of the other requested TDSPs at the same time.  
· G. Cervenka – I agree.  Should we use the same approach to the change of Service Provider (SP)?  
· R. Tenenbown - Since the change of SP is already an abbreviated script set, I would think that we do not need to follow the same approach with it. Are there any TDSPs on the call today that disagree with the Round Robin approach or that would like to continue conducting full flight testing for all?  

· None heard.

· K. Tyra – So for clarification, if the new CR only wanted to test with one TDSP, they would test with that one and only one.  The group of CRs that wanted to test with all TDSPs would be distributed equally among all TDSPs to keep the testing load as equal as possible.  
· G. Cervenka – That is correct. How would we like to handle existing CRs that want to test to add a new TDSP?  

· K Tyra - I think they would just need to test with the same abbreviated set of scripts that we discussed earlier.  

· J. Purdy – I agree

· R. Tenenbown – I agree
· Process and stipulations for TDSPs to change SP
· R. Tenenbown – We had planned on creating a script to describe how to handle the scenario of a TDSP changing to an established SP.  Do we still need to create this script?  It would be difficult to involve all CRs in this type of test.  
· K. Tyra - Why would we need to handle the TDSP any differently than the CR in this scenario?   

· R. Tenenbown – In the event that the TDSP wants to test with an established SP, full testing would be required.  This is similar to the way CRs are tested.  
· K. Tyra – I thought we were being asked to create a script and/or process to follow if the TDSP wants to change to a non-established SP.  Is that correct?  
· R. Tenenbown – No.  We already have a script created for that scenario.  When the SP is not established, we would handle the testing as if it were a new TDSP.  
· G. Cervenka – So if the TDSP is changing to an established SP, could we have them test with one volunteer CR?    

· R. Tenenbown – Yes – I believe that would work.  Any other suggestions or comments?

· None heard.  
· Proposed changes to the TMTP to include Round Robin testing
· The proposed document was brought up on Web-Ex for the group to review (See the draft document posted under Key Documents on the TTPT website for this meeting - Section 4.1)
· G. Cervenka – Read over the proposed changes.  
· R. Tenenbown – I like the edits.  
· G. Cervenka - We need to remove the “Note” because everybody here has agreed that we should continue to test banking, connectivity, and a few other required scripts with all TDSPs.  
· R. Tenenbown – I noticed that we don’t have anything in there about connectivity or banking scripts.  
· G. Cervenka – Correct.  I wanted to leave that open for discussion today.  The note was simply a place holder and reminder to discuss it.   Also, we don’t go into that much detail about specific scripts anywhere else in the document.  
· R. Tenenbown – OK, than that should be fine.  It would be best to keep the document as consistent as possible.  There is no reason to start listing scripts now if we have not before.  So I believe that the next step would be to have this presented at RMS.  Is that correct?  
· G. Cervenka – Yes, I believe so.  Also, I made an edit to the TMTP (Section 1.2) to remove the bullet that directs MPs to indicate if they are using TML on their Testing Worksheet.  ERCOT has not had the functionality to test transactions through TML for quite some time.  Does anybody have any additional history about why this item was originally included in the TMTP?   
· None heard.

· R. Tenenbown – I agree with the edit.  Remove the reference if it is not applicable any longer.   

· G. Cervenka – I believe the next RMS meeting is scheduled for May 13, 2009.  This is also the day that Flight registration opens.  So do we all agree that the Round Robin approach will not be implemented for Flight 0609?

· R. Tenenbown – Yes, I want to discuss the time table further.  
· G. Cervenka – I agree.  We will continue with our current procedure for Flight 0609.  

· R. Tenenbown - I agree.  Hopefully we can have this new approach implemented for Flight 1009.  
· G. Cervenka - Do we need to request input and/or approval for this change by ALL TDSPs?  

· R. Tenenbown - Yes.  I will follow up with all TDSPs to request their input.  Is George Behr on the call today as a representative for Nueces?
· G. Behr – No, I am just here to listen in.  
· R. Tenenbown – Nueces does not have a normal presence at TTPT meetings, so George, do you know if they are aware of this proposal?  
· G. Behr - I do not know if they are aware.  I will discuss the issue with them.  Will this change impact them very much?
· R. Tenenbown – Due to their billing model, probably not.  
· G. Behr – OK.  I will discuss this with them and relay to them that they should see little to no impact.   

· R. Tenenbown – OK, and I will follow up with TMNP.  
· G.  Kataria – TNMP is in agreement.   
· R. Tenenbown – OK.  Kyle Miller will present this at the next RMS meeting with Gene Cervenka and Roger Tenenbown’s support.   
TTPT ACTION ITEMS:   
· Review of TTPT Action Items 
· None
· SCR47 update status
· G. Cervenka - This change is in the script workbook.  We are still planning to put it in the script load for flight 0609.

· Anything New 
· None 
NEXT MEETING PREPARATION:

· Identify Agenda Items:
· None
· Identify to do items before next meeting:

· None
· Next meeting dates:
· Conference Call - May 21, 2009 
ADJOURN - 


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	












































