SaMC User Group Meeting Summary

March 03, 2010
SaMC Project update

-The ISO is publishing settlements statements according to the posted statement calendar. 
Status Update: 
The upcoming settlement adjustment process projects and FERC GMC refund, it’s a shifting of the GMC charges from 2001 to 2003.  Those will be uploaded next week, there was market notice that went out that specifies the upload date, the invoicing cash clearing date, this is a carry forward from last month when we were intending to clear last month; but at the last minute there was a legal request that we extend for one month.  So we had to re submit the data to everyone, in this case because of the interest implications, so that’s the changes in that data.  Again the data has been already presented, so if you are expecting a CD, and got one last time but did not get one this time, or had any problems please give Tri or myself a quick e-mail or call.  
There was a market notice that came out that described the three deliverables.  We will send out the same market notice out for consistency explaining where we are in the process with each step, so all of you will be kept informed. 

Documentation Updates (Tri):

For this week we do not plan to have any SaMC output file releases. 
BPM Update (Elizabeth): 
There are no new or changes to the configuration guide this week.  In accordance with the BPM change management process, the updated recommendations and final decisions for existing PRR’s should be posted and available today.  I have not seen the market notice communication for that today yet, but that’s handled by BPM change manager, expect to see them by the end of today, they will be located in the PRR’s. 
On the previsions for late reposting statements file components we published a revised version of that document on Friday that document included some minor edits, which intended to provide clarification which resulted in questions that we received during the initial review process, so we sent that out and asked for feed back by yesterday evening, did not see and feedback .  In addition to the documents as part of the communication we provided some information regarding the time line for posting an example file as well as the goal for implementation.  We are looking at about 4weeks for the example file around the end of March.  And actual implementation happening 4 weeks later in April, that is of course preliminary and we will keep you updated as we progress but that is what our IT department came back with regard to implementation.

Brad:

We had the settlements timeline projects initiative to mirror the payment acceleration time line and pulling it back to MRTU go live, like I said in last weeks call that project was formally approved by a policy review committee, and then I have been tasked with providing a sample time line for this project.  On Monday I provided that and had it approved.  It looks to me that we will be sending out a market notice and starting some type of stake holder process to keep everyone in the loop and to allow for expression of concerns you may have for that time line change. It wont come from me it will coming from external affairs group from Tom Doughty. We do have a legal point from the ISO, we do have external affairs point for the ISO, myself and Elizabeth from settlements will be working on this initiative.  Our goal is to go to the May board meeting and to have this in place by the beginning of summer, so that we have everything understood and ready to go for this fall implementation.  Because it will take effect October, is when we will start to publish the T+18 months recalculation.  For lack of a better term I call this the Bridge project, bridging the time between MRTU start up and payment acceleration, so if you hear me refer to that, which is what I am talking about.
We do have a FERC settlement conference going on about short fall allocation, and I have been involved with that.  It involves the credit side, but it does have some settlement impacts.  They were talking about short fall allocations, at least from the ISO side.  I just wanted everyone to know that is one of the several FERC processes that are going on currently.  It is something you might me interested if you are not involved yet.  

Another update on the FERC no per that involved weekly and daily settlement invoicing and discussions on that have been on going.  There is a comment period were in the middle of now, so if your considering providing comments I would suggest you do that before the end of the comment period, I don’t have the exact date in my notes with me.  But if you have an opinion or suggestion for that No Per you need to comment using the formal process.  The ISO is following a structured approach to drafting a response where we are in actual communication with the US ISO’s and trying to formulate a position paper response to FERC on the entire No Per issues.  Its not only that invoice, there’s about nine issues that are explored and can be common. 
A document was sent out yesterday by Tri, it was based on a discussion that came back as feed back in a SaMC user group call titled “Settlements Releases Process”.  I want you to take a look at that document and see if you have any comments, at this point it is a draft and the document does involve a draft time line, and some predictability in the release.  
When this was being explored internally there was a confidentiality statement in the footer, which was only for draft purposes internally, it’s not a critical document so you’re all welcome to take a look at it and provide feedback.  We will explore this more in next weeks call with the hope you can all take a look at it and comment.  This is a settlements initiative; it was initiated with the help from our IT support group.  It is an attempt to provide some predictability in our releases that does not conflict with the objectives of the PMO.  However in some cases with the PMO, some of the time lines they are talking about, or their objectives, maybe provide greater lead time in the examples we are talking about.  The hope we have is that were complying with the PMO.
