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	***Items with RED font are actions items and are compiled in the “Action Items” section at end of document***

Agenda
1

Antitrust Admonition and Agenda Review
J. Galvin
9:30 AM

2

COPS Meeting Review
J. Galvin
9:40 AM

3

PRR 80027 AMS Interim Solution Extract Q&A
J. Ashbaugh
9:45 AM

4

MCWG/SEWG- Discuss DAM Settlement Timeline
J. Galvin
10:00 AM

5

Extract Issues Update/SLA Update
T. Felton
11:00 AM

6

Nodal COMS Update
J. Lavas
11:30 AM

7

Nodal Settlement Algorithms
J. Galvin
12:00 PM

8

Other Business
SEWG
1:00 PM

1. COPS discussion
2. Jim – Goals discussion referencing Market Credit Working Group (MCWG), identify challenges getting closer to nodal implementation
a. Dependent on MCWG goals.
b. Impacts of Ike/UFE was passed to COPS.
i. Load profiled during period if done using loss of load assumptions would have worked better.
ii. Total UFE data
1. SEWG needs to bring in potential cost differential between what settled using unmodified and modified profiles.
2. Report findings to COPS;  distribute to all TDSPs
3. Jackie - PRR 80027 AMS Interim Solution Extract Q&A
a. Will send notice. 
b. Friday/Saturday reposted docs.
i. ESIID ddl updated. 
ii. Some MDT user guides modified and posted
c. Friday notice went out regarding AMS extracts
i. MPs can schedule
ii. Posted a week ahead of time
iii. Contact helpdesk if have any problems
iv. Implementation will be Saturday
v. TDSP timeline updated (likely this week through MARS)
1. Week of 11/30 implementation of AMS meter data
2. Change to IDR data will come in December
3. Supplemental AMS interval data extract schedulable now. Data will be visible around December 7/8. 
a. Dependent on TDSPs
b. If don’t own those meters, will not see until 814_20s
c. MPs will have to schedule new extract. ERCOT will not send by default
d. Jackie will be available on meeting for 21st
4. MCWG/SEWG- Discuss DAM Settlement Timeline – Morgan
a. Mandy – data for month of default or month before?
i. Option 4b – using month prior data? Which data going for vote?
ii. To be discussed in future meeting
1. Discussion – no decision made for schedule at this time
2. When pmt due/made, no system impact as required by protocol
3. Eric Goff
a. Would like to see payment timeline reduced
b. NRG and Reliant determined could not go to 2 days. Other mps same way.  
i. Possible operational issues.
ii. No one has said cannot reduce at all
1. Move 1 or two days
4. Jack – Garland
a. Concerned about processes in smaller shops that cannot move at that speed. Would like to find balance for back office and approval processes that do not single out participants
b. 48 hours that ERCOT has to work with, they have til 23:59 the night of 2nd day and can use up to that. 
5. MPs will not see data til next morning – 3 days after operating day
a. Issue of volume of statements/invoices in nodal taken into consideration. Moving from 1 per week  and 21 statements to 39-40 statements/invoices a week.  
i. Could be 900% increase in invoices and statement to invoices would move from 20-40. 
6. Heather – LCRA
a. As things are uncoupled, risk of not having everything needed to shadow settle on time.
b. ERCOT systems must be correct
7. Harika – Austin Energy 
a. Ok with shortening time
b. If ERCOT has til midnight, if you push 1 day fine, but 2 days is like real-time data. 
i. Can move to noon?
1. ERCOT concerns with this are time needed for validation.
2. Will run operating day +1. If have to post early day 2, shortens time to get out rerun. 
a. Difficulty to ensure posting that early. 
b. Historically have had through midnight
8. Jim Galvin? – no formal resettlement of DAM. But systems can resettle if needed? Resettlement is not on timeline. 
a. Mandy – can do DAM resettlements. 
i. Some issues.
ii. Jack – timely dispute resolution is potential solution
iii. ERCOT will send as soon as available – will not wait til midnight if possible.
9. Jack (garland) – regarding methods of pmts
a. Pay with wire/ach.  There are deadlines and funding periods regarding these. Takes 2 full days to fund ACH. 
b. Also timings for wire transfers. Certain timelines – 2:30 or 3:00ish. Could shorten time back offices have.
i. 2 day option would eliminate ACH as an option
ii. Shortest time allowed was CRR auction invoice with 3 business days (in discussions during protocol requirements)
10. 2 motions will be brought up to RMS
11. SEWG can bring info to MCWG that have discussed in past.  Regarding near-term and post go-live. 
12. Clayton - Recommend move forward in WMS – NPRR language around that and then go to PRS – have month or two. Cannot vote on credit default issues until this is addressed. 
13. Jim will address with COPS leadership as timeline is to move to WMS prior to COPS meeting and SEWG cannot vote.   
5. Incident Log/SLA – Trey
a. Incident Report
i. Discussed issues on spreadsheet.
1. 1 issue not on report. Mandy will discuss
a. Mandy – could have prevented issue with daylight savings time.  Once posted difficult to repost.  Datacut required for posting is not used in charge type calculation. If it is not imported the system takes time to produce data cut. 
b. Mandy – nodal systems do not require this data so daylight savings time should not be an issue. 
c. Jim G. – would like language to reflect accurately moving forward regarding daylight savings time. If something doesn’t get posted we do 1-off solutions is a concern. 
b. SLA
i. Met in WebEx for comments.
1. Little received
2. Discussed documentation
3. Discussed definitions of outage. Cannot tell in every case who might be impacted.
6. Nodal COMS – Jamie Lavas
a. Discussed posted slides
i. New Specifications Format groups in order similar to MIS
ii. Some previous fields cleaned up  for consistency across documentation
iii. All future updates will be via Market Trials calls
7. Nodal Settlement Algorithms – table til next meeting
8. OTHER BUSINESS:
a. Goals for next year – nodal driven. 
i. Start encouraging SEWG to monitor EDS/market trials/meetings
b. Encourage SEWG participant attendance at MCWG 
i. Would like anything requested to bring to meeting by the Friday prior to the MCWG meeting
c. Next SEWG 12/21 – possibly postpone until January

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. SEWG - Develop goals for next year
2. SEWG -  UFE data - bring in potential cost differential between what settled using unmodified profiles.
a. SEWG needs to bring in potential cost differential between what settled using unmodified profiles.
3. Jackie - PRR 80027 AMS Interim Solution Extract Q&A – send notice
4. SEWG – Nodal Settlement Algorithms – discuss next meeting
5. SEWG – Members are encouraged to monitor EDS/market trials/meetings
6. SEWG –Members encouraged to participant at MCWG
a. Would like anything requested to bring to meeting by the Friday prior to the MCWG meeting


