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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.

Extract Issues Update

T. Felton

9:55 AM

4.

Nodal Market Trials Update 

J.Galvin

10:15 AM

5.

Nodal Update and Settlement Algorithms Deep Dive

J.Galvin

10:30 AM

 

Base Point Deviation and RUC Capacity Short Charge

 

 

6.

Lunch

 

12:00 PM

7.

UFE Cost Winter 2009-2010 Final Update

J.Galvin

1:00 PM

1. COPS Overview

a. Extract Issues Discussed

i. Issues logged on tracking excel sheet on webpage

ii. Issues this month much less than previous

b. LFC test refresher – Mandy Bauld

i. 2 tests 5/20

ii. 8 hour test last week

iii. Impacts settlements during time ERCOT is on LFC for nodal systems

iv. Section 6 ERCOT protocols cover settlement using nodal basepoints during LFC test

v. 5/20 test successful
vi. 8 hour test – warm day, high load, more deployments

c. Gave update on progress of settlement guide

i. Current version posted on SEWG website

ii. Contains algorithms for nodal charge types

iii. Need to start looking at bill determinates for those charges

iv. Will keep COPS updated

d. Reported to COPS UFE analysis – winter 2009-march 2010

i. High amounts of UFE

ii. Closed analysis

iii. Conclusions straight forward

iv. Similar to winter 2008 result

v. Discussed AMS meters and likelihood that helped reduce volatility of UFE but did not eliminate

vi. In March, UFE trended to negative position, possibly due to profiling of milder march period using historical usage that did not reflect calm weather.

vii. Some UFE in May around 3-4% of initial settlement

e. Discussion with TAC leadership (and COPS) fielding questions and concerns with MPs around working groups developing comments/drafting rules for market changes for PRR/NPRR status. 

i. Concern from some MPs is that working groups do not have formal voting structure and should not be able to pose these changes without going to voting subcommittee.

ii. Discussions ongoing. 

iii. Formal working group/NPRR comment form being developed.  

1. Will be sent to exploder email list

iv. Will be discussed in next COPS meeting

v. Lee – question – was this directed to COPS or all major groups (WMS/RMS)?

1. Jim – to all groups

2. Lee – participated in some other groups. Some reports have not reflected information discussed in subcommittee. Have process concerns

2. Extract/Report incident log n- Trey Felton

a. Discussed slides

b. No incidents in June

c. Incidents at end of May that didn’t get covered in SEWG

i. 5/17

1. Issue from 5/14. Batch jobs had problems. Hit database storage threshold.  

2. Have added monitoring to ensure table space issue does not occur again

3. Incomplete market data

a. Data not used for settlement calculations by ERCOT

b. Used by MPs for shadow settlement

4. Corrected extracts posted 5/20

ii. 5/24

1. Initial settlement statements not posted til 5:38 pm on 5/25. Operating day was 5/13/2010.

2. Same issue from 5/14. Batch jobs had problems. Hit database storage threshold.  

3. Have added monitoring to ensure table space issue does not occur again

4. Monitoring added

5. Going forward, built in return codes would raise an error if this issue occurs moving forward.

iii. 5/28

1. 5 minute unplanned outage

a. Took to deal with retail API issues

b. Jim – market trials info posting timely. Is there any discussion internally with Market Trial team regarding differences, improvement/changes in nodal systems, shared systems/services with zonal/nodal?

c. Trey – can discuss in future meeting.  Would have to pull together details to review overlaps ***

d. Jim – concerns with ability to maintain through December and moving past nodal implementation.  Would like to know how things will look like with resettling zonal and settling nodal concurrently

i. Summary of success with nodal extract process

ii. What to expect moving forward

iii. Steven Lang-DIA

1. Nodal is working well because was a built-up process.  We are adjusting as we go to counter ahead of time any performance-related issues.  Since trials have started have been ahead of curve with posting and trying to hold all protocols during testing phases. Will require continued monitoring through go-live to maintain current service levels. 

2. Pam (ERCOT) – Mandy could speak to current activities, schedule, etc. 

3. Nodal Market Trials Update – Jim Galvin

a. Discussed presentation (to be posted after meeting)

b. Heather – recommend bringing issues from Market Trials calls to the group to review

c. Jim – agree

4. Nodal Algorithms - ALL

a. Replacement of CDR

b. Allows opportunity to review market info for shadow settlement that was not included in extracts (zonal).  Many were added to extracts.

c. Part of automated extracts moving forward

d. In nodal MIS folders

e. Discussed various extracts in MIS, joining tables and what columns mean

f. Heather – scalar values?

g. Pam – there are scalar values in various places.  You will have to join header table with interval and scalar table to get full impact of all extracts. In both PUBLIC and QSE-only extracts. 

h. Steven – one way to look at RTM/DAM extracts is to consider them individual themes for the data. There could be scalar data included.  Will always need to have system set up to look at both extracts. Some days will have scalar data some will not.

i. Jim – topic for next month ****  review COPS workbook 

i. More detailed example of join exercise with header interval/scalar data****

5. Nodal Algorithms guide - ALL

a. Discussed individual algorithms from guide

i. Started with 2.8

ii. Heather – responsive flag – if responsive not deployed in an interval still have value.   If not deployed nothing in extract. 

iii. Pam – will check into that.  would you prefer to see a flag if “0”?

iv. *** If no RPRS deployed, can we get an RPRS flag, even if all 0’s for the day?

v. Pam – will announce resolution on Friday and discuss in SEWG next month***

b. Heather – in July testing disputes?
c.  Pam – was not aware of test on individual QSE basis.  Will check with Matt Tozer on scheduled date and get back.   ****

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	· Trey – research differences between differences/improvements/changes in nodal systems regarding shared systems and/or services  between zonal/nodal and report in next meeting
· Jim Galvin – topic for next meeting – review COPS workbook regarding RTM/DAM extracts and scalar data.
· More detailed example(s) of join exercise with header interval/scalar data

· Pam – Check to see if no RPRS deployed, can RPRS flag be set, even if all 0’s for the day?

· Jim – add to agenda for next meeting

· Pam – check with Matt Tozer regarding dispute testing on individual QSE basis and report next month


