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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 a.m.

2.

COPS Meeting Review

J. Galvin

9:40 a.m.

3.

Extract Issues Update

T. Felton

9:55 a.m.

4.

EILS Invoicing Nodal Market

M. Bauld/J. Galvin

10:15 a.m.

5.

Nodal Settlement Algorithms (Real Time)

J. Galvin

10:45 a.m.

6.

Rounding Issue

C. Opheim

11:45 a.m.

7.

Lunch

12:00 p.m.

8.

UFE- SEWG/PWG Joint Discussion

SEWG/PWG

1:00 p.m.

MEETING NOTES:

1. COPS REVIEW – Jim Galvin

a. EILS settlement

i. What would b appropriate method for invoicing EILS? 

1. Currently procured on contract-period basis (4 months). 

2. Based on awards, possibility to reduce due to performance

3. Currently handled offline

a. Will we use a similar to Misc debit/credit entry on current statements/invoices?

b. Would use misc invoice feature (new in nodal)?

c. Settle interval by interval?

b. Goals submitted

i. Primarily focused around implementation of nodal market

ii. Continue to track issues regarding current settlement/extract issues to ensure current systems working as designed

iii. Provide settlements expertise to COPS for nodal regarding testing/trials/algorithms/processes

iv. Have draft of settlement operating guide for nodal

v. Report monthly

c. UFE settlement issues

2. Extract Issues

a. Trey updated from report

b. Jim - IDR data process – 

i. Steven Lang– will come back next month regarding this problem

1. Is this something that created any issues (duplicate data on IDR/AMS)

c. Jim – notice on 2/4 – m-A020410-01

i. Extract filenames – folder names changed in TML to align with current registered names. 

1. Ellie Worley – Tenaska – new filename on extracts – right now with API have by ID, not filename. For others are able to find by id. Any other extracts can be by filename. For new supplemental cannot download by filename – only API.  STEVEN- send to SEWG exploder – why cannot be downloaded by filename. Known issue/workaround???  
a. Who impacted?
3. EILS Invoicing (11:00) – Mandy

a. Focus on short-term piece at first the move to long-term

b. Discussed Mandy’s Nodal EILS presentation that was delivered to COPS

i. Craig will upload to 2/22 SEWG key docs page and email to SEWG list

c. SEWG requested to weigh-in on options

i. Mandy requesting use Misc. invoice option

1. Jack Brown – EILS invoice – what would b amount of days before due once posted?

a. Section 6 protocols – real-time charge type

b. Jack – I would prefer that if adding more invoices, the more time that can be given to review would be helpful.

c. Mandy – if follow real-time, can follow all rules around real-time invoices (late fees, etc)

d. Jack – agreed – makes sense

e. Harika – doesn’t like either option – misc charge type is not descriptive enough. Not possible to break down to new charge type?

f. Mandy – not ready to commit on that option yet. 

g. Harika – would prefer own charge-type. More invoices – have to keep track of too much data.  (do not currently use extracts)

h. Mandy – that would be like operating day charge type.  If set up In extract you would know which bill determinate to query on.  Prefer invoice because process is cleaner (receiving and loading data). No significant cost savings.

i. Jim – posed to group which preferred – invoice over misc statement. 

2. LONG TERM – Jim – when will u know $ amount for given contract period?  Even in interim –

a. Mandy – not until contract period is done.  Estimated based on procurement goes out in market notice.

b. Jim – any statistics on how much of change from initial estimate to final settled?

c. Mandy – did see some changes. 

d. Jim – magnitude of change?

e. Mandy – researching – 

f. JIM – would like to see this in normal settlement processes daily rather than end of contract period. 

g. Mandy – if had load ratio share (bucket by time period) that would accomplish this

h. MANDY – DISTRIBUTE DATA TO SEWG – FOLLOW UP NEXT MONTH

4. Nodal settlement algorithms

a. Discussed Jim’s presentation 
b. Create settlement operating guide

i. Must provide draft by market open

ii. Debbie McKeever - Need timeline (monthly) 

iii. Pam – ERCOT support for process?

1. Jim – minimal – working group will work through and run by ERCOT for input as move forward.

2. Jim – will send document out to group for review as 1st baseline document

a. Would like suggestions/comments as soon as possible

b. Please use “Track Changes” function

c. Jim – ERCOT review during all stages – ERCOT to be included in draft reviews ongoing.

d. Jim – estimate a month or two prior to submission to COPS would be ideal.  Ok with formal review at end after MP comment period.

5. Data Extract Rounding Issue – Calvin

a. Calvin provided an update on the issue related to 10 decimal places being included for data aggregation determinants in extracts that were supposed to only have 6 decimal places.  Data stored in production systems only contain 6 decimal places.  When the data is moved from production to ISM, the number of decimal places is increased in most cases.  Production IT developers are working with ISM developers in an attempt to resolve the problem.  A possible workaround would be to round the data aggregation bill determinants contained in extracts before using them in shadow systems.
i. Jim – table issue for now.

ii. Calvin – point of contact for future inquiries would be Jackie Ashbaugh since the issue is related to data being moved to ISM
6. UFE-Calvin

a. Discussed presentation posted on meeting page

b. Presentation mostly deals with initial settlement data

c. Discussed how daily profile changes can cause some UFE – notably during first interval of the day (would see high rise or drop)

d. Initial settlement had approx 300k AMS meters

i. Possibly over 600k AMS for final settlement

ii. At final would have actual rather than scaling

iii. Jim – had some concerns as December weather variance does not appear to have had same result as January.

iv. Calvin – could pull similar data from this presentation for December

v. Jim – do we need to consider making changes due to UFE during peak? 

e. Jim Lee – COPS has discussed possibly modifying due to bias of customer class. Actual allocation of excess MWH during 2 ½-3 years, most excess fall in the next years being “subsidized” by non-IDR.  Need to review modifying allocation factors to be more equal across the board. 

i. Calvin – ERCOT would support the market’s desires in this regards. Would need to be reviewed, including all consequences.

ii. Ernie – would like to see similar analysis of Oncor outage last month. 

1. Calvin and Jim Lee will discuss offline and bring back findings next month



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. IDR data process – Steven Lang– will come back next month regarding this problem

a. Is this something that created any issues (duplicate data on IDR/AMS)
2. New filename on extracts – right now with API have by ID, not filename. For others are able to find by id. Any other extracts can be by filename. For new supplemental cannot download by filename – only API.

a. STEVEN- send to SEWG exploder – why cannot be downloaded by filename. Known issue/workaround???  
b. Who impacted?

3. MANDY – Distribute data regarding $ amount for given contract period (even in interim) to SEWG and follow-up next month. 
4. Jim Lee/Calvin Opheim – discuss UFE allocation factors offline

a. Bring back findings next month


