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	1.

Antitrust Admonition

J. Galvin

2.

Agenda Review 

J. Galvin

3.

Nodal Settlement Statistics

Reviewed Jim’s presentation over Settlement statistics – see attached presentation.   

J. Galvin

4.

Extract Issues Update

Covered his presentation.  No IT related incident issues.  IT performance on the retail side had 2 issues that are noted on his presentation.  Low market impact.  Affected Settlements and Billing.

Reviewed draft SLA for 2013.  Will send out to the group later this week.  Will put on agenda for next month to cover if we have questions.  Debbie asked if Commercial Retail API is affected do you mean Find Transaction/Find ESIID in the API. Yes, but you will still be able to access Find ESIID and Find Transactions on MIS. 

All IT systems are supported 24X7.  Will clarify more what is supported in Trey’s presentation that he sends out.

Release weekends will change to 34 hour – not sure of start time.

EWS will start being included in SLA for next year as well.

Was asked if we can track on this document the changes that will be occurring.  Trey will add the changes back in there – went back from 2005 and shows what was updated every time in the SLA document.  Trey will make changes and will send out by Wednesday.  Retail SLA has been cleaned up too and would like to see the versions added back in there.  He will add those back as well.


T. Felton

5.  

COPMGRR033

Reviewed presentations – there were no comments.

S. Mingo

6. 

Settlement Timeline Discussion

Related to how transactions can be cleared and settled.  Will be talking further in COPs meeting.  

Harika said we need to have a special meetings related to this.  

Jim said the thing to consider as topics are data availability, historical discussion on accuracy, feasibility and tradeoffs/accuracy.  

Matt said this is being driven for credit reasons.  TDSPs and NOIEs had different timelines for submitting load.  We will need date/agenda. 

Jim asked to move November 19th meeting.  So our next meeting November 6th all afternoon in 206B.  Agenda – ERCOT staff – Matt, Mandy, and Don Tucker will need to bring up old presentations and revisit data challenges we have had.  If Cathy Scott or Debbie McKeever can speak on behalf of wire companies that would help.  

This would be a formal discussion – working with ERCOT – potential presentation on that.  Then a general discussion on this topic.  Market Credit working group could do a presentation as well.  Michelle Ternary said she will work with Jim on this as well.  

Jim will send out draft agenda and run by ERCOT first.  Jim will reach out to Erik Goff.   This issue was discussed at TAC too – Cannon? 

Jack Brown – as a result of this being presented to the Credit Working group before it moves went through COPs and CSWG, they had requested those bringing it forward would have benefit presentation to discuss what the risks to collateral, etc. would be if we shortened timeline.  Double check with Eric Goff.

If you lose accuracy what do you gain?  The other half of story was to have ERCOT be a fit Counterparty with the commission rules and not sure if this would fit the bill   CFTC Exemptions.  Increased credit cap concerns as well as CFTC exceptions. 

CSWG

7.  

Data Extract for Base Point Deviation- 5-min data

We wanted Q & A over specific technical issues.   Can we alleviate questions by understanding concerns with the new 5 minute data?  

The DDLs have been available since September 1st on ERCOT.com.  Hoped to get technical folks involved in this discussion as NPRR 347 will be implemented in December.  

 Jim - Entities that represent resources would get the 5 minute data.  Go ahead with the changes or hold off with populating the extracts is our question here.
Matt – we are going forward with this implementation.  If we hear feedback not to by the end of the month then we will hold off. A few points:
1.   We aren’t performing 5 minute settlements.  There is new input data for base point deviation that is 5 minute, but the final settlement will still be 15 minutes
2. Only those who receive extract in CSV file should be impacted.  The new DDL they can populate out to 300 intervals.  Will populate single quote in every field. The CSV is going to provide null values out to 300.  If logic is set it ignores null values then you should be fine.  With null values there is possibility that error might be recognized and preventing loading of the data.  Impossible for everyone to have same means loading. If you receive XML should not affect you.   

3. No option for opting in or out.  If decision is made to depress data will need change request and would have to develop new extract.

The market input table is the biggest table on MP download one MP said.  Concerned with the new tables going into this extract.  Why in this table as it is the biggest table? Harika – can we put in another table?  Jamie said that would be a complete system change.   - This is currently the only table used for input data. To redesign and place the data in another/new table, we would not be able to make the changes into the current release date.  

Data just for QSE with generation so this will be in CODE extract.   Will also be in SID extract.  Matt confirmed– will go to CODE AND MODE but will see null values in MODE.

No sample files posted and none will be posted.  

Michelle – lot of MPs want 5 minute data for shadow settlement.  Lots of us want it.  Have not heard that MP systems will choke.  Jamie – want to protect everyone’s ability to being able to access this data.  

Jamie if we find people can’t handle this we want to know early so we can figure out if other steps need to be taken from a project perspective.  Heather – what is our stake when we say we don’t want it.  Need to better communicate to COPS and other groups what the WG recommendation is so that opinion is known. All new bill determinants – no changes to existing bill determinants.  

What is the plan first operating day that will impact extracts?  Matt said day after the go live date of the SID extracts.  12/9 go live so will see on 12/10. If this does not go through then it will prevent the data going out to the MP, but will go through at ERCOT.  
Can we delay and push past December 10th?   Not a simple update to database table.  Requires code deployment on extract side and will involve regression testing.  Will need adequate time to test it.

Austin Rosel at ERCOT – the report data that comes out is simple.  The DDL changes are not simple on/off.  Cannot just hold code change on the fly with DDL.  If not using that data and using XML, you will not see that data.  Market Input table has more than just generation information.  Have 300 slots for data to land in. 

Matt - You will not receive data in those columns if you are not a generator as no data will come into those columns.  The XML is smart enough to know it will receive 24 and 96 intervals.  

Steven Lang at ERCOT – Also confirmed if you are not a generator will not get the market header.  Interval has to match to a header record.  The interval sets will match before this change.  If a generator where you will receive this information will be off the normal bill determinants.  BUT if you receive CSV, that information but will be NULL.  

Jim – points by ERCOT staff give us issues if you do have resources and receive CSV will have NULL and if XML will not.  Some have the need for shadow settlement so no significant consensus one way or another.  So right now ERCOT implementing in December is the way to go.  Harika said she will vote against it.  Should not push same data to everyone.   Should not make the whole system have to comply with something only a few receive.  Does COPs tend to do a vote on this item?  Can COPs do email vote?”  Cannot wait until next month for decision.  Will release into I Test.  Preferred we figure out something prior to the first of November.  If not can do a vote at COPs.  Riana from Gexa said they will vote against it.  Harika said she will vote against it.  Jim wants us to vote who will be in favor.

Jim wants data.
Heather wants the data but on principal or not to encourage dissolution of a 15 min market to a 5 minute market

Harika – should be separate table not mixing the 2.  

Heddie – truly wants the data and they will make adjustments

Jim Lee wants it but looking to see if they can handle it

Michelle Trenary wants it

Lori - wants it but questions with IT to see if they can handle but will make adjustments

Debbie with Oncor said they would vote in favor.

Kathy Scott not in a position to vote but would abstain if asked for a vote today.

Jim said sounds pretty divided.  Sounds like being pushed out longer would be better.  Encourage necessary folks are there at November 6th meeting for COPs.  

What are the next steps – November 6th meeting COPs will ask for a vote to delay this process with including the 5 minute data in the extract.  Matt – we are still moving forward to implement change but will see if COPs passes the vote or not.  If this is passed then a month to implement before go live so make sure everyone is aware of time frame.

Heather – next time evaluating choices we come up with one that works before it runs off to another group.  We had a few ways but the 5 minute provided best solution but was not able to see it through.  Matt – I was not here when this occurred.   As we do look at market enhancement changes need to figure out a way to look at these changes and we don’t bring them up a lot here as the NPRR changes are going through.  This is something that has been problematic.  Harika said maybe we are overreacting but ERCOT did not provide samples.  Jamie stated we do not provide sample data - you could take what you have and add the new intervals to your existing data set and populate with the data you currently have to see what will be getting.

CSWG

8.  

Pre-pay Accounts

Matt Tozer said it will be him and Keith Payton that will answer questions on prepay.  We brought up prepay accounts for late fee invoices/uplift.  Did this to address some concerns with MPs having to pay wire cost when they were less than the cost of wire.  Automatically deposit into prepay account that was set up.  $50.00 was amount.  Would always deposit into this account so if you wanted the money out of account we would wire it out.  We could wire immediately to you whenever you needed it.   

Harika asked if they could bring it back make it default so people that want to opt in should be able to opt out.  Not feasible Matt said as bank files each time would need to be done.  Believe if we opt in everyone and you notify us if you want to opt out.  Jack Garland said expand upon what notice or contact you would need with a contact.

Keith with Treasury – every time it is less than $50.00, money would go into this prepays account.  Matt - Don’t intend to do this for settlement invoices – strictly late fees, default uplift.

Jack Garland said for the audible trail hard to reconcile this sort of set up.  Payment going in and out is what we want for tracking purposes.  Any other Counterparties having an issue?  Heather said she hopes threshold is small enough.  Lori asked if she has prepaid account would it go into same prepay account for invoices – Keith said it would be same prepay account.  Can use it to pay invoices with the money in this account.   

Jack – if late fee invoice to us for .11 cents.  The invoice will post and will show up in prepay account no action on our part.  Matt – yes would deposit opposed to wiring it to you.  Harika – you can opt out?  Is it every time or send one email and opt out?  Keith understood he needs email each time.  Jack said if they are a Counterparty representing several QSEs and they have invoice do they have to have a notice by QSE or Counterparty level to know this is occurring?  Is this account at Counterparty level as we have issue of other QSEs information being rolled together?  Matt thinks it rolled up on Counterparty level.  Harika said not to move forward until we have this clarification.  Matt said if we can opt out once would that be good?  Jack said that would work for them.  Matt said they would put money into prepay account but wire the money out of it.  You would get wire same day.  Matt will look to see if one time opt out would work.  

ERCOT Credit

9.  

Settlement Issues

M. Tozer

Covered presentation posted under key documents. NPRR 461. RCWG meeting will have that discussion.  Jim – is it feasible for ERCOT to do resettlement with the old system?  Matt – yes but a lot of hours on our side to get the old systems up and running.   Requires a fair amount of data updates.   The feasibility is the question – is it worth all that effort.

           FRRS Fast Responding Regulation Service – Pilot Project Settlement.   Program would go live mid-January 2013.  

10.          COPS direction on meetings going forward.   

Harika said every year TAC has review of all meetings that report to them.   COPs meetings are very short it was said.  MPs said the review should stay.  CSWG meets 3rd Wednesday and COPs meeting on Tuesday.   Would it be beneficial to do in COPs forum- combine efforts?  As important issues come up then we could set up separate meetings/Task Forces. 

 Sarah will book CSWG for 2013 and we will have 2 days available each month.   Try first 3 months of 2013 to see if combining COPs/CSWG is feasible.    Will save time and expense on both side as well as make the time.  Take to TAC to see what they think.  

Jack Brown – Board chair of TAC told participants if we want to keep COPs and structure to step up at TAC meetings and give reasons while we want to operate at subcommittee.  COPs need something to present at TAC level to fight for subcommittee.   Jim - We need avenue for issues and let TAC k now they would like this dedicated group in CSWG.  Give solutions to the problem and do not want to give up forum.  Can someone put this on the agenda at TAC?   Need commercial voice heard.  
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