TDTWG Meeting Agenda – March 2, 2016


       


	Agenda Item
	Leading Discussion 

	· Introductions 
Attendees:
Monica Jones – NRG 

Kathy Scott – CNP 

Jim Lee – AEP 

Kyle Patrick – NRG 

Kaci Jacobs – TXU 

Tammy Stewart – ERCOT 

Carolyn Reed – CNP 

Lindsay Butterfield – ERCOT 

Catherine Meiners - ERCOT

Isabelle Durham – CNP 

Diana Rehfeldt - TNMP

Monsherra Mondenga - Oncor

Jenny Evenson – Sharyland

Vikram Gupta – ERCOT
· Review of Agenda
· Antitrust Statement 
	Monica Jones

	Review/Approve January Meeting Notes – APPROVED
	Monica Jones

	ERCOT System Instances (Outages and Failures) – no instances, no failures
	ERCOT- Dave Pagliai

	MarkeTrak Monthly Performance Review – all within acceptable metrics
	ERCOT – Dave Pagliai

	MT Subtype analysis

1. Cancel with Approval

To remove the evaluation window for the 814_08 and 814_12. TDSPs will still use the same logic to evaluate working an 08 or 12 (which has been in place since TXSET 4.0). REPs will have to evaluate how they will handle sending out the 08s and 12s because the logic & business process at the TDSP will remain unchanged.


Impacts to the MT tool:

· ‘Cancel w/ Approval’ subtype will remain. Does the messaging change if/when a REP submits a MT issue during the window when they can send a transaction?

· REPs also have an option to use MIS to submit 814_08 transactions, but cannot marry up the 814_09 response which causes an out-of-sync situation in the REP’s systems. However that option exists.

· TDTMS to update the MarkeTrak User’s Guide to reflect process changes.
· TDTMS to table MT tool modifications until TXSET makes further process will provide suggested modifications to the MT tool in unison with TXSET writing up the NPRR.

· TDTMS will leave as standing agenda item & will also discuss in more detail at the March 24th joint TXSET/TDTMS meeting.

· TDTMS responsibility to take any agreed-upon changes to RMTTF (after implementation) 

Market Awareness/Education:

· How to spread the news of using transactions instead of MT? Many REPs many not want to make system changes until a TXSET release is planned.

· Kathy suggested: (1) update training material that goes with Cancel w/ Approval; (2) training roadshow to communicate change (‘this will be effective in 90 days’)

TXSET will be responsible for drafting NPRR which would drive all the changes – a separate SCR is NOT NEEDED.
· NPRR to be initiated at March 24th joint TXSET/TDTMS meeting

· RMG Appx D1 needs to be looked at

· Also take the time to define “Scheduled date”, “requested date”, “In Review”, etc for added clarity

2. DEV Process

· DEV process is used to sync TDSPs with ERCOT – the DEV process is not the root cause of the issue… it is the TDSP process for creating an 814_20 ESIID Create prior to sending any 867/810 to a CR/ERCOT that was the root cause of the issue.
· Protocol Section 15 spells out the Customer Registration process (specifically 15.4); as well as in the 814_20 ESIID Creation portion of the TXSET Implementation Guides.

· Jim would like to rename this topic to be something more descriptive of what the root cause actually was (867/810 cannot be sent without an 814_20 create) – not ‘DEV Process’.
· If 867 comes in to ERCOT without an ESIID Create, it will fail. And show up on a report to the TDSPs.

· Action Item: TDTMS will refer this issue back to TXSET to add clarity into the 814_20 Implementation Guides and NPRR to clarify the procedures in Protocol Section 15.
3. Switch Hold Process (Review of the Users Guide)

· TDTMS made revisions to 7.16 and applied those same revisions to 7.17

· Will put into RMGRR along with Landlord changes made in April.

· ACTION ITEM: Jim to work with Corde off line to provide suggested edits to MT User’s Guide Section 4.19 to clean up the squishiness in the current language.

	All

	Separate CSA requirements from Landlord requirements within the RMG
· No draft RMGRR was created

· Should we add (iv) dedicated to Landlord process? Does landlord process have the same documentation requirements as (ii)? By creating a new (iv) it clearly separates the CSA process from the Landlord process.

· ACTION ITEM: Attendees to develop language desired to describe Landlord requirements to add in the RMG to detail how CSA and Landlord scenarios are treated differently.
	

	Retail Market Test Environment

· Business requirements

· Additional ERCOT questions

ERCOT was able to get enough information from the Feb 18th TXSET/TDTMS joint discussions and is currently working on writing up the requirements and have those ready by the March 24th TXSET/TDTMS joint meeting. TDTMS will then review the March 24th joint meeting discussion.


	Catherine Meiners



	Discuss Future Meeting Dates
	

	Adjourn
	

	Future Meeting Dates:  April 6, 2016-     Face to Face
	All


