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	NOTES

	· 1/24 TXSET meeting ERCOT presented list to consolidate test cases – Jonathan

· Functionalities similar to existing functionalities already in MT

· Tammy – Example – some are so similar to existing workflows don’t need to test existing functionality

· Email notifications – that server is not built out in CERT and has not been. Would take resources that are not available

· Exist in ITEST

· Fully covered in ITEST

· Carolyn – don’t have to go over all ERCOT proposes to eliminate. From TDSP standpoint we have agreed that we want to keep all scripts and test all functionality even though exists currently

· Understand email notifications and dependencies -do not work

· Monica – 40 scripts – ERCOT proposed remove 8 from 40

· Don’t feel that leaving the 8 is a problem

· Carolyn – Rescission 18-8 – script is testing new transition in addition to email.  Can we test the auto-close functionality?

· Tammy – we are testing in ITEST now.  Understood that TXSET wanted # of scripts cut down. 

· Carolyn – proposal was done by ERCOT. 

· Tammy – understood that TXSET wanted scripts reduced and that triggered trying to cut duplicate efforts in scripts. 

· Carolyn – release 2 was over 140 scripts and didn’t take 1 day to complete

· John Schatz – what was goal of trying to reduce # of scripts?

· Dave Michelsen – we don’t have resources or an environment to support testing 40 scripts with all MPs that want to volunteer.   This is not testing – ERCOT is doing testing now.   ERCOT is doing flight and we do not have resources to retest these functionalities with 8 MPs. 

· Carolyn – so writing scripts was for nothing? 

· Dave Michelsen – scripts are something created by MTTF to test for their own systems.  When environment is available, you can do this but ERCOT does not have the ability to do this for a month and a half or two.  ERCOT does not have the resources, as same resources are doing 4.0 testing during that time period.  If you want to test your own systems you can, but we cannot do 2000 scripts (multiplied out) while doing 4.0 flight testing. 

· Carolyn – my understanding is we wouldn’t have sandbox environment or portray different roles

· Dave – majority of issues are point to point – you can test those, but anything involving ERCOT cannot accomplish.  We will have fully tested the ERCOT functionality. 

· 40 scripts x 8 MPs, or even 5 MPs, would be minimum over 200 scripts we would have to run. We cannot do that many during that time period. 

· Carolyn – you can’t do any testing with MPs with ERCOT?

· Dave – we can do 15-20 scripts with people to ensure connectivity and info passing back and forth is accurate, sent and received successfully.  We can’t have 320 scripts with 3 different types of entities, tracking scripts, having calls as in flight during the 4.0 release.

· Advice to TF is to come up with 15-20 scripts (not every MP) that involve ERCOT and volunteers get together and work out point to point scripts to run. 

· Carolyn – phase 2, we were able to test all functionality, but due to 4.0 flight test we are not able to? 

· Dave – there are a lot of differences.  We can do 5, 10 or 15.  ERCOT’s testing is ongoing right now. That is a flight test

· Carolyn – in order for market to review code implemented by ERCOT

· Dave – market doesn’t test ERCOT code.  We do 3 flights a year. We do not do every transaction possible. We run limited connectivity testing.  All code is tested internally, we are not retesting our code.

· In past have had more flexibility like we did for 1 of the 4 releases for phase 2, but due to this flight we cannot

· Flight is defined and controlled environment and we cannot support testing in that manner

· Carolyn – during flight we will be able to see critical release PR010_01 new subtypes in the GUI?

· Dave – yes

· Carolyn – any script that we have that involves ERCOT needs to be limited to being no more than 15?

· Dave – I am creating that number, but we cannot have over 300.

· Carolyn – so we are testing internally?

· Dave – flight is not to test ERCOT code. 

· Carolyn – if we find errors, we should report?

· Dave – yes, please do

· Jonathan – so find scripts that don’t involve ERCOT doing activity to test

· Tammy – I outlined the ones that have ERCOT involvement

· We would have to create scenarios in the test environment to support some of the highlighted transactions, which is why some were removed

· We can do some, but we cannot have every volunteer entity tested. We cannot duplicate the testing this number of times for code already tested

· Carolyn – so the first volunteers would be the only ones that could test.

· Dave – I cannot decide that for you – task force would need to work that out

· Carolyn – assumed that all MPs would do connectivity testing

· Dave – flight tests are only required for API users because that could take systems down. 

· Tammy – like switch hold/usage-billing – ERCOT is not usually associated with those. 

· Jonathan – anywhere there is automatic step, if ERCOT is involved it cannot be done?

· Tammy – ERCOT has to do Siebel setup for those scenarios.

· Carolyn – it seems to me ERCOT needs to determine what gets tested in flight

· Dave – ERCOT would like input. Maybe 18 scripts involve ERCOT – if can get volunteer for each would work

· Debbie – maybe TF could take a look and not sure how can accomplish on phone. Maybe need a MTTF meeting. 

· Carolyn – one scheduled 2/29.

· Dave – what is concern with testing GUI?  It is in our test environment right now. With MIS or any other GUI we do not do flight testing.

· Debbie – GUI was tested in the past. 

· Dave – we went through flight to ensure that market was able to be ready for the tool. 

· Group decided to have a call on 2/21 to discuss further.



	

	


