Texas SET – May 6,7.8, 2002



[image: image1.png]



Meeting Minutes
May 7, 8,9, 2002


Tuesday May 7th
Reviewed agenda. 

Move-In/Move Out Drafts
Drafts of Move-In/Move-Out business processes have not been released to the Texas SET listserv as ERCOT management is reviewing them prior to publication. 

Review Scenario Flows for Version 1.5  A , B , C 

New scenarios for Move-In/Move-Out require additional Visio documents to illustrate the processes.

Action Item: Rosemary Freeman, Ed Skiba and Johnny Robertson volunteered to prepare new Visio flows.

A1: Customer Switch, No Customer Objection – No changes for Ver. 1.5.  

A2: Customer Switch –With Customer Objection.  Discussion: A TDSP is currently receiving 814-08 transactions for customers that have already switched.   Appears TDSP's are receiving cancels after 20-day expiration period.  Question:  Does ERCOT send 814_08 to both CRs before TDSP receives 814_08? Visio flow modified to reflect correct sequencing of transactions from ERCOT to TDSP’s and CR’s.

BI: Customer Initiated Move-Out, No Customer Objection.  Re-titled to: Customer Initiated Move-Out.  No additional changes for Ver.1.5

B2: Customer Initiated Move-Out, Customer Cancels.  Step 12 added to show ERCOT sending 814-09 to the Current CR.

B3: Customer Move-Out, Customer Changes Date.  After step 8, added step “8B” – “814_13 Reject from ERCOT to Current CR”. 

C1: Customer Move-In (Energized with old CR) Changed “Switch” to “Move-in” in all appropriate steps. 

C2: Customer Move In (Premise De-Energized) Added “No Permit Required” to title. There is a pending Protocol Revision that, if approved, will delete Step 4.  Flows will need to be revisited following approval of  pending Protocol Revision request.  

Action Item: Revisit C2 process flow following approval of Protocol Revision
C3: Customer Move-In, Customer Changes Date of Move-In (Premise Energized) Verbiage changed from Switch to Move-In in process boxes.  

(New)  - Draft C4: Customer Move-In/Move-Out Date Change Added Note: “ All white boxes represent BGN02 (Move –Out). All gray boxes represent BGN02 (Move-In)”. This scenario will be used if ERCOT picks dates out of “Storage Box”.  

(New) – Draft C5: Customer Move-In - Permit Required identified prior to TDSP sending 814-04 and prior to dispatching field technician. Permit received by TDSP within the 20-day business day ERCOT clock (premise energized or de-energized) At Step 7, added “ERCOT Logic” to reflect this is not an actual “step” in the process.   Step 12 shows customer sending Permit to TDSP – Step 12 box verbiage changed to “ Jurisdiction sends Permit to TDSP”. Step added to reflect 867-02 and 814-04.  

(New) Draft C6:  Customer Move-In - Permit Required identified prior to TDSP sending 814-04 and prior to dispatching field technician.  Permit not received by TDSP within the 20-day business day ERCOT clock (premise energized or de-energized). Edited verbiage in steps 14/15.  Closes pending Move-In request ( CR would need to take action and send new 814 Move-In request).  Step 17 – Delete “Reject” and change to “Accept only” in verbiage.  TDSP box at step 16/17 changed to “Accept Only”
(New) Draft C7:  Customer Move In – after sending 814-04 and dispatching technician, TDSP determines cannot complete Move-In for some reason (i.e. locked, etc) premise energized or de-energized. Modified to reflect correct flow of 814-05 and 867-02 from ERCOT to Requesting CR.  Additional changes will be reflected in published document.  

Discussion – Is a new flow required or should a footnote be added to reflect process when TDSP rejects with an 814-04.  Decision:  Create new process flows.

Action Item: Ed Skiba will create new Visio flows titled  “ TDSP Rejects Switch Request”, “TDSP Rejects Move-Out Request”, and “TDSP Rejects Move-In Request”. 

Nomination for Vice-Chair
Floor opened for nominations for Vice-Chair to replace Christine Meloro.  Nominees are: Johnny Robertson and Kyle Patrick. Vote will take place on May 8 at the Texas SET meeting.  One vote per company allowed with majority deciding.

Review Scenario Flows for Version 1.5  D, E, F

D1: Move out, Landlord/Tenant, Tenant Initiated”  - Change “Switch” to “Move-In”. Step 7/8 deleted verbiage following “request”

D2: Landlord/Tenant, Landlord Initiated Revise title to: Landlord/Tenant, Landlord initiated Move-in.  Added language “This Move-In process is no different from other Move-In processes”. ERCOT is using CSA logic in this scenario.

D3: Move In, Tenant (CSA CR is the current CR) Add language “This Move-In process is no different from other Move-In processes.” ERCOT is using CSA logic in this scenario.

D4 –Establish Continuous Service Agreement (CSA) Added Note: “This transaction only establishes the agreement in ERCOT’s system.  This transaction does not energize the premise. This transaction does not change the current CR of record. The transaction does not change the status of the ESI ID.”  

D5 – Delete Continuous Service agreement (CSA) - Added Note: “This transaction only deletes the agreement in ERCOT’s system.  This transaction does not de-energize the premise. This transaction does not change the current CR of record.  The transaction does not change the status of the ESI ID.”

Action Item: Sonia Howell to write Change Control for 814_18 to add verbiage to clarify use of CSA in D4 and D5 Scenarios as reflected in notes added to D4 and D5 flows.

D6: Tenant Move-Out, CSA Exists, Tenant Changes Date of Move-Out Change Switch to Move-Out in boxes.  

E1: Customer Dropped by CR, Revert to POLR Changed new CR to POLR CR in Step 14.

E2: Concurrent Processing – Customer Dropped by CR, Customer Chooses New CR (New CR wins) No Changes for Ver. 1.5

E3: Concurrent Processing – Customer Dropped by CR, Customer Chooses new CR, Customer Objection (POLR wins) No Changes for Ver. 1.5
E4: Concurrent Processing – Existing Drop to POLR, Switch processed and Drop wins (POLR Wins) No changes for Ver 1.5

E5: Concurrent Processing – Customer Chooses New CR before Current CR sends Drop to POLR (New CR Wins) No changes for Ver. 1.5

E6: Concurrent Processing – Customer Chooses New CR first, then Dropped by Current CR, Customer Objection (POLR Wins) No Changes for Ver. 1.5

E7: Concurrent Processing – Customer Chooses New CR before Current CR sends drop to POLR (POLR wins) No changes for Ver. 1.5

F1: Customer/Builder Move-In (New Premise/New ESI ID) Title changed to: Establish an ESI ID. Added Note:  “Customer/ Builder/CR or other Third Party may contact TDSP to establish ESI-ID”. 

F2: Customer Initiated Addition of an ESI ID Changed title to: Maintain ESI ID (Information on the premise is updated/changed/ corrected.) Current CR swim lane included twice in scenario.  Step 5 – changed verbiage to “If a new CR request is pending, updates ESI ID”.

Review and Approve TX SET Working Group Procedures Document

Reviewed revised Texas Standard Electronic Transaction (TX SET) Working Group Procedures document prepared by Darrrell Hobbs.  Revisions to Draft: TX SET Version Control Procedures - Section V. Texas Standard Electronic Documents Controlled by Version Control:  Modified 650_01-04 to reflect there is no 650_03. Delete reference to 810_01.  TX Set Working Group Procedures – Section VII: Verbiage regarding election of officers and length of terms needs to be added to document. 

Document is not yet complete. Document will be completed and sent to TX SET listserv within one week for electronic vote.  

Action Item: Complete revision of TX SET Working Group Procedures document and submit for electronic vote.

Review Protocols Chapter 19 and Transaction Names Inventory 

Dave Robeson compared Protocol Chapter 19 to Transaction Names Inventory document and transaction descriptions in Implementation Guides.  When there are differences, which documents take precedence? All need to be tied together. Dave edited Transaction Names Inventory and Chapter 19.  No redline changes made to Implementation Guides, as Change Controls are required to change IG’s.

Transaction Review:

814PC – There are differences between Chapter 19, Transaction Names Inventory and Implementation Guide regarding Option 2 and 3.  

Discussion: CR should send 814_PC upon receipt of 814_04.  Switches are complete, but TDSP’s have open BPI’s.  TDSP’s will contact CRs regarding open items.  Process is included in the 814PC Implementation Guide.  It appears RMS Protocol Revision approval  was not followed up with a Change Request.  

Action Items:  Redline changes need to be made to Implementation Guide so it is in sync with Transaction Names Inventory and Chapter 19.  

Cary Reed will review RMS meeting minutes for approval. 

Need Change Control to update 814PC verbiage re Option 2 and 3 to match the Protocols Revision.  

814_PD – Names Inventory verbiage should be modified to “accept/reject of the 814_PC” to replace “acknowledge receipt”. 

Action Item: Change Control for 814_PD to correct verbiage.

Review of Protocols Chapter 19:

Discussion regarding review of Dave Roberson’s redline changes to Chapter 19 document:  Chapter 19 was reviewed at a prior TX SET meeting and contains the most up-to-date description of transactions.  Is the Transaction Names Inventory document necessary as it duplicates information found in Chapter 19?  Keeping the Transaction Names Inventory requires updates to multiple documents with the same information.  Question to SET:  Do we want to keep/maintain the Transaction Names Inventory Document?  If document is retained, someone will need to update it for Ver. 1.5, and continue to update it with future changes.   Suggestion: Names Inventory could be cut/pasted from Chapter 19 as changes are made.  

Decision:  Transaction Names Inventory document will be eliminated from TX SET website.  Transaction Names Scenario reference on website will link to Chapter 19 on TX SET website.   

Action Items: Susan will verify with ERCOT if link can be added to TX SET website. 

Darrell Hobbs and Kyle Patrick will add references to Visio Flows to Chapter 19 list of transactions. 

Protocols Chapter 19 Transaction Name Descriptions:

814_01 Change title from Enrollment Request to Switch Request 

814_02 Change Enrollment to Switch in title

814_03 Add Move-In to title.  Modified verbiage of transaction description

814_04 Move–In added to title. Modified verbiage of transaction description

814_05 Changed title to Switch/ Move-In Response. Modified verbiage in description

814_06 Changed title to Drop Due to Switch/Move-In Request

814_07 Changed title to Drop Due to Switch/Move-In Response

814_08 Changed title to Cancel Move-In/Move-Out Request.  Modified verbiage in transaction description

814_09 Changed title to Cancel Move In/Move-Out Response

814_10 No Change

814_11 No Change

814_12 Changed title to Date Change Request.  Modified verbiage in transaction description

Action Item:  Issue Change Control to modify 814_12. Correct description so the transaction purpose matches description in Chapter 19. 

814_13 Changed title to Date Change Response. Description verbiage changed.  Replace “acknowledge” with “accept/reject”. Added “sent by the New CR” to last sentence.

814_14 POLR Enrollment Request – Deleted Provider of Last Resort – left acronym -POLR

814_15 POLR Enrollment Response – Deleted Provider of Last Resort – left acronym - POLR

814_16 No change

814_17 Modified verbiage in transaction description

814_18 No change

814_19 Modified verbiage in transaction description

814_20 No change

814_21 No Change

814_22 No change

814_23 Change title to CSA Move-In Response

814_24 Modified verbiage in transaction description

814_25 Modified verbiage in transaction description

814_26 No Change 

814_27 No change

814_28 No change

Action Items: Send redlined Protocols Chapter 19 document to TX SET listserv for review and e-mail vote.

Prepare Protocol Revision following approval of modified document

Issue Change Control following approval of modified document.  

Questions – Issues Discussion

810 – Late Charges.  AEP is ready to bill Late Payment charges.  What will the invoice look like?  Does every invoice associated with LPC need to be included in 810?  

Decision: TDSP’s will calculate Late Payment Charges at the ESI ID level.  There will be one invoice for each late charge.  

Kyle Patrick received the following question for review:  CR serving as Current and New CR asked if there is a way to distinguish cancel transactions for each type of entity. Discussion: BGN06 should be different in each transaction. Answer is “no”.  Would require an ERCOT code change and Ver. 1.5 development is complete.  

Wednesday May 8th

Review Agenda 

Reviewed agenda.  

Election of Vice Chair:

Nominees: Johnny Robertson, Kyle Patrick

Motion by Cary Reed: “Since we have two candidates, I would like to recommend to the group, with Johnny and Kyle’s permission, the following: Texas SET would have two Vice Chairs – 1st Vice Chair for work group coordination, and 2nd Vice Chair for meeting logistics. Both would have other duties as assigned by the Chair.”  Additional discussion: A small portion of the membership does most of the work.  Some participants do not know what is expected but are willing to help if they can work with others for guidance.  Votes: 17 yes. 2 abstentions.  Motion passed.  

Election Results:  Johnny Robertson elected as 1st Vice Chair, and Kyle Patrick will serve as 2nd Vice Chair.


Final Design of the Muni-Coop 810 – Johnny Robertson/ Tom Jackson

Note:  With limited CR participation in the development of the CR 810_03 invoice, it was developed with the best efforts of the meeting participants.  

Reviewed draft MOU and Cooperative Service Invoice – 810-03.  This is a new 810 Implementation Guide for the Muni/Coop Billing Option where CR sends 810-03 to Muni/Coop and Muni/Coop bills customer.  

Discussion: Taxes – CR’s calculate and remit taxes for their portion of the customer invoice. This is based on a verbal opinion by the State Comptroller. 

Draft 810-03 was reviewed Segment by Segment. 

Changes to Draft:

Added to “How to Use This Guide:  

“R” Real Numbers 

If is not necessary to include the decimal for whole numbers (125.00 or 125.) and do not include leading zeros.  Do not include commas in the number (use 1000 rather than 1,000).

The minus sign is included if it is negative.  Do not include commas or plus signs.  Leading zeros should be suppressed unless needed to satisfy the minimum length.  Trailing zeros at the end should be omitted if the value includes a decimal point.  Signs and decimal points do not count toward length.  Monetary is sent with a maximum of two digits to the right of the decimal point, e.g., 525.15; while adhering to the ANSI rules for providing Real numbers.

For example, if the Monetary Amount reported is:

 525  
 is reported as   
    525 or   525.00

 525.12 
 is reported as 
    525.12

 525.10
 is reported as   
    525.1   or 525.10

-500.15
 is reported as  
   -500.15

       .90   
 is reported   
   .90   or  .9

NTE02: Added verbiage to NTE02 regarding free form text not containing any characters that may be used as element delimiters, sub-element delimiters, segment terminators, or field separators.   This includes **, pipes, etc. 

REF~Q5 – REF02 should be REF03 to accommodate ESI ID in 80 character field

N1~8S:  Added verbiage to N102 regarding free form text not containing any characters that may be used as element delimiters, sub-element delimiters, segment terminators, or field separators.   This includes **, pipes, etc.

N101~SJ: N101 verbiage changed from REP to CR and changed gray box from REP COMPANY to CR COMPANY. N104 changed REP DUNS to CR DUNS.

BAL:  BAL01~P (Previous month):  Cleaned up spacing in gray box.  Question about use of BAL if CR is the billing party. Segment is Optional.  Added to gray box: “Required depending upon the arrangement between the billing party and the non-billing party. The Balance (BAL~M) must also be present. ” Deleted from gray box: “Required if billing party does Consolidated Billing”.  Added “Previous Month” following Segment name. Added to BAL01: “Previous Balance.

BAL: BAL01~M (Current month):  Deleted from gray box: “ This is what the customer owes from previous billing periods plus the current billing period charges.” Added to gray box: “Required, if previous month balance (BAL01~P) is present. Otherwise not used” Added “Current Month” following Segment name. 

IT1: Muni/Coops will accept charges from CR’s only at ACCOUNT and UNMET(ERED) levels in IT1. 

Discussion: UNMET description in gray box describes metered and unmetered services on the same ESI ID. Should IT1 include ACCOUNT level only?  

UNMET description in the gray box changed – deleted “ This loop is typically used in combination with the METER IT1 loop when there are both metered and unmetered services on the same account and the non-billing party would like them to appear separately on the bill.”  Added verbiage to gray box: “ Either ACCOUNT or UNMET are at the ESI ID level. Account and unmetered charges may be stated on a single invoice.” 

SAC04: Code list in IG is incomplete.  Other codes were submitted by CR’s and are not included in the draft document.  All SAC04 codes currently in the 810-02 were added to the 810-03. B2B charge gray box information will be deleted.  TRN002 deleted.

SAC09:  K5 (KVAR) was deleted from 867-03.  However, it is included in SAC09. Deleted K5 from 810_03.  If it is required at a later time, a Change Control can be issued to add it to the IG. T9 (MWH) – Thousand Kilowatt Hours: Added: “Derived from CR billing calculation”.  Changed MW to MWH in T9 gray box.

Discussed various CR billing scenarios and how they can be illustrated on the customer invoice based on charges passed in the SACs.  Consensus reached based on input from participating CR’s.  

SAC13:  Added: “The sequencing will be agreed upon by the CR and the MCTDSP.” 

Added to top of SAC gray box Notes: “Maximum number of bill print lines allowed will be determined by each MC(TDSP) not to exceed 99.”

SAC15:   Deleted gray box description.  Added new verbiage regarding free form text not containing any characters that may be used as element delimiters, sub-element delimiters, segment terminators, or field separators.   This includes **, pipes, etc.

TXI: Gray box notes:  Deleted “There are two TXI Segments in this loop, etc.”  Deleted second TXI example, as there is only one TXI Segment in the transaction.

TXI01: Deleted gray box. 

TXI01: Added “SL” = State and Local taxes.  

Change Controls must be submitted to TX SET if additional tax codes are required.

Examples:  Current examples are not appropriate for Muni/Coop transactions.  Charlie Bratton, Johnny Robertson and Jennifer Garcia will meet on Thursday a.m. to create new examples.  

Action Item: Johnny Robertson will create .sef file of completed Draft 810_03 and send to Susan Neel, Dave Odle, Tom Jackson and Jennifer Garcia for review. 

Prepare Change Control to Add the Muni-Coop 810 to Version 1.5

Action Item: Jennifer Garcia will prepare Change Control to add 810-03 to Version 1.5

Final Design of the Muni-Coop 820, Cancel-Rebill, Payment Process

Discussion:  What are the definitions/interpretations of “Billed” and “Received”.  How can customer payments be tied dollar for dollar to each invoice?  Could the invoice number be equal to a customer account number?  If so, would it be the CR or Muni/Coop account number?   The 810_03 could include the CR account number so the Muni/Coop could return it in the 820_03.  Using the CR account number would result in duplicate invoice numbers unless date and time are added.  Should 820’s include invoice identification in addition to ESI ID and customer identifier?  Providing invoice numbers is difficult to manage when there are cancel/rebills and when customers make partial payments.  

Suggestion:  Add REF Segment to 810-03 for CR customer account number.  Customer account number from the 810 will be passed in the 820 along with the ESI ID to associate payment with correct location and customer. An invoice number will not be returned in the 820.  Last account number will overwrite previous account number in Muni/Coop system. The proposal to use CR account number was agreed to by San Patricio and Nueces – the only Coops opting in at this time.  A decision is required to allow for completion of Ver.1.5 development. Unless CR’s in attendance bring another proposal to the table by Thursday, the invoice number will not be included in the 820.  Bernie Dawson to provide cancel/rebill and partial payment scenarios that show how payments can be applied at the invoice level for discussion on Thursday.


Thursday May 9th
Continue discussion of Muni/Coop 810_03 Invoice and 820_03 Remittance Advice. 

Bernie Dawson: Presented scenarios of invoicing and payments from an accounting perspective for Muni/Coop billing and payment options. Discussion of presentation but no conclusions or decisions reached.

Susan Neel:  Stressed need to have 810_03 and 820_03 developed for Muni/Coops in time to develop test requirements for Ver. 1.5.  Appears majority feel a new field in the 810_03 for the CR account number is the best option.  The invoice number would not be returned on the 820_03.  The IG’s could be published now for Ver. 1.5 development and test requirements, and changes could be made later.  The Muni/Coops that intend to opt in could work with these decisions.  810_03 and 820_03 need to be finalized as of this meeting for Ver. 1.5.  

Johnny Robertson:  Add a REF02 for the CR account number to the 810_03 and add a RMR01/02 to the 820_03 for the CR account number.  The invoice number will be deleted from the 820_03 draft. Discussed use of REF03 vs. REF02 to provide a field longer than 30 characters.  RMR02 supports 30 characters only. Add gray box to indicate RMR02 is equal to the CR account number.  Will equate to Billed and Received amount. Cross Reference to 867_03 is removed.

Action Item:  Johnny will complete .sef files for the 810_03 and 820_03.

ERCOT Issues – Move-In/Move-Out Proposal Analysis:

Dave Odle: ERCOT performed a gap analysis of Move-Ins and Move-Outs.  

Issue 1:  Switch/Drop – (Drop to POLR scenario).  Concurrent processing requires ERCOT to determine the “winner”.  ERCOT needs an 814_04 from both CRs.  ERCOT proposal:  ERCOT will look to see if one completes and cancel the outstanding transaction with an 814_08 Cancel.  

Issue 2: Move-Outs with date changes – CSA.  ERCOT receives 814_24 and 814_16.  Issue:  867_03 is tied to the Move-Out.  There needs to be one for the current CR and the CSA CR.  Should ERCOT send an 814_06 to the Current CR and the CSA CR?  If the Move-Out cancels, there is no longer a CSA.  (Move-Out Cancel cancels CSA).  If Move-Out cancels, ERCOT could send an 814_06 to the Current CR. Gap remains – needs further discussion. 

Issue 3:  ERCOT receives 814_13 Date Change Response and is unable to match to correct 814_12.  Is there a way the 814_13 can be made unique to match to the correct 814_12?  Today, the first 814_12 rec’d by ERCOT completes the cycle.  

Issue 4:  814_02 has more reject codes than 814_17.  However, both transactions can reject for the same reasons.  ERCOT using code A13 – Other to manage some of the rejects in the 814_17.  Requesting a Change Control to add reject codes to 814_17 for Bill Type and Bill Calculator as ERCOT validates on these fields.  Discussion:  ERCOT validates on these codes for TX SET compliancy. However, actual data validation is done by TDSP’s.  Codes were originally included for TDSP validation.   

Action Item: Dave Odle to create Emergency Change Control for Ver 1.5 adding reject codes to 814_17 to allow ERCOT to reject transaction prior to passing to TDSP.  

Rosemary Freeman has submitted a Change Control for Move-In/Move-Out Date Change to Dave Odle. ERCOT is reviewing before presenting on Change Control Conference Call.  Proposal is: Add a REF segment with value of 0N to REF02 to N1~AY Segment in 814_13. Will carry BGN02 of original 814_12.  

Question: (Dave Odle) Can REF be in the Detail instead of the Header?  ERCOT will do an analysis of Rosemary’s proposal.   

Review Scenario Flows for Version 1.5 G, H, I, J, K

G1: Ad Hoc Historical Usage – Deleted arrow from ERCOT to ERCOT between Steps 4 and 6.  Verbiage in Step 5 changed to  “Receives TDSP accept/reject response from ERCOT.”  

H1: Maintain Customer Information (Option 2 and 3 CRs) Deleted Option 2 and 3 CRs from title.  Deleted gray box.  

I1: Service Order Process when completed – Delete  “send response”

I2- Service Order Process Reject or Complete Unexecutable –  First TDSP box delete “send response.”  Last TDSP Box change verbiage to “Service Order Response”.

I3: Service order process when completed (for service orders that affect the 814_20 information.  Step 2 - delete “Send Response from TDSP” box.  Third TDSP box – change to “Send request response”.  Add gray note: “CSA CR will also receive 814_20” in New CR Swim lane.  Same box will be added to scenario F2.

I4: Service Order Process Cancel/Update – Current flow shows two processes following a decision box.  Discussed pros and cons of splitting into two or three separate flow diagrams.  Three flows would consist of: 1) Cancel or Change where Cancel/Change is accepted because Service Order is not yet dispatched, 2) Change/Cancel where Service Order is already completed, 3) Cancel or Change is rejected because Service Order was already dispatched and cannot be changed.

I5: Service Order Process when permit is required before “completion” – Added “02” to 650 to define which 650 transaction is used for this process.  

J1: Billing Scenarios – Regular Monthly Bill; Remittance from CR: Payment from Bank (Wire Transfers)   Added to title “CR Consolidated Billing”.  Deleted  “Out of TX SET Scope” 

J2: Billing Scenarios –Regular Monthly Bill; Remittance and Payment from Bank Deleted ‘Out of TX SET Scope”
J3:Cancel/Rebill for Corrected Usage/Consumption No changes

K1: Notification of Suspension of delivery Service:  Added gray box note: “ Will be used by Muni/Coop to notify  CR of disconnect for non-payment.”

Reviewed the following draft scenarios for Muni/Coop Billing scenarios: 

(New) J4: Regular Monthly Bill in Muni-Coop Market.  Customer Receives Separate Charges for Wires and Energy Charges

(New) J5: Cancel/Rebill for Corrected Invoice From the CR, Outside the Billing Window, in the Muni/Coop Consolidated Billing Scenario

(New) J6: Cancel/Rebill for Incorrect Consumption from the Utility, Outside the Billing Window, in the Muni/Coop Consolidated Billing Scenario

(New) J7: Cancel/Rebill for Corrected Invoice From Muni/Coop, Outside the Billing Window: CR Doing Consolidated Billing at Muni/Coop’s Request

(New) J8: Cancel/Rebill for Incorrect Consumption from Utility, Outside the Billing Window: CR Doing Consolidated Billing at Muni/Coop’s Request

Action Items:  Tom Jackson will complete flow for Cancel/Rebill with incorrect consumption and create Dual Billing Scenario.

Review documents on the TX SET Website to determine update needs for Version 1.5

Transaction Names Inventory will be deleted and link added to Chapter 19 of Protocols.  Data Element Matrices: Jill Prince will update documents if the document is being used.  Discussion: Valuable to new market participants.  Data Matrices will aid in updating all documents when Change Controls are implemented.  Suggestions:  When Change Controls are submitted, review all related documents.  Remove Ver. 1.3 when 1.5 is added/implemented.  Add Table of Contents for Visio Flow Scenarios.  Include a separate link to allow downloading of all files.  Flows could be grouped by A’s, C’s, etc. to facilitate downloading of documents.  To create Table of Contents, each Flow will need to be a separate file.  

Action Item: Kyle will create a Table of Contents for website.

Question and Answer Session –

Should TDSP be changed to MC/TDSP in scenarios that are for Muni/Coop processes?  Yes

Discussed process of publishing Ver. 1.5 documents to include revised Move/In-Move-Out processes.  If published now, Emergency Change Controls will be required.  Vendor for 1.5 has not been selected by ERCOT.  New Move-In/Move-Out functionality has added new requirements for vendor.  RFP was submitted without revised Move-In/Move-Out requirements. Changes vendor bid/selection process after bids have already been received.  May 2, 2002 is when vendor bids are scheduled to be presented to ERCOT Board for final vendor selection.  Delay is because of ERCOT analysis of Move-In/Move-Out. Depending on answer to proposal, will try to have Ver. 1.5 published by May 24.   All cosmetic and flow changes have to be in by no later than May 20, 2002.  

Ed Skiba questions:  If there is a cancel/rebill for both meter read and invoice, does the cancel invoice refer to cancelled meter read, or original.  It is apparently an issue in FasTrack that has been referred to TX SET.  Reliant and Oncor are referring to the original meter read in both the cancel and the rebill.  Some Market Participants are doing it differently.

Action Item:  Ed will do a Change Control to clarify.

This raised another question…how is FasTrak referring issues to TX SET?  Susan asked Dave Odle about that.  Dave says this is not a FasTrak issue.  

Dave Odle question:  On an 814_04 coming back from TDSP, where the statement on several meter attributes says “required when a meter is being used for billing purposes”, does that mean it is optional?  Susan asked Dave when he gets some like this (he is) to please ask the TDSP that sent it if it is a billing meter.  We need to figure out who is doing what on this.  She doesn’t think they are sending non-billing meters, but we have to ask.

Next Meeting:  June 4 and 5, 2002 at ERCOT Met Center, Austin.  It may be necessary to have a three-day meeting.

Meeting adjourned.

Attendance:

	Name
	Company
	E-Mail Address

	Sonia Howell
	AEP
	slhowell@aep.com

	Cary Reed
	AEP
	careed@aep.com

	Shelly McKain
	AEP Retail
	

	Tom Jackson
	Austin Energy
	Tom.Jackson@austinenergy.com

	Brian Barrett
	R.W. Beck
	bbarrett@rwbeck.com

	Gary Hurse
	Brazos Electric Coop
	ghurse@brazoselectric.com

	John Adams
	CPS
	jsadams@cps-satx.com

	Ed Skiba
	Entergy
	edskiba@us.ibm.com

	Dave Robeson
	Entergy
	drobe90@entergy.com

	Bernie Dawson
	Envision Utility Software
	bernardd@envworld.com

	Dave Odle
	ERCOT
	dodle@ercot.com

	Denise Taylor
	ERCOT
	dtaylor@ercot.com

	Rosemary Freeman
	Exolink
	rosemary.freeman@exolink.com

	Matt Fehnel
	HILCO E.C.
	mfehnel@hilcozaq.net

	Greg Thorburn
	New Power
	

	Ernest Godoy
	Nueces Electric Coop
	egodoy@nueceselectric.org

	Donna Smith
	Oncor
	dsmith2@oncor.com

	Darrell Hobbs
	Oncor
	Dhobbs2@oncorgroup.com

	Paul McKinney
	Oncor
	

	Angela Hurdle
	PUC
	

	Susan Neel
	Reliant
	susan_j_neel@reliantenergy.com

	Kyle Patrick
	Reliant Retail
	kpatrick@reliant.com

	Leanne Hayden
	Republic Power
	

	Jennifer Garcia
	San Patricio & Nueces Electric Coops
	Jennifer@sanpatricioelectric.org

	Darrell Klimitchek
	STEC
	Darrell@stec.org

	Kathleen Sproles
	STEC
	Kathleen@stec.org

	Mike Coyle
	STEC
	mac@stec.org

	Wendy Brubaker
	Systrends
	wendy.brubaker@systrends.com

	Johnny Robertson
	TXU Business Services
	jrobert1@txu.com

	Charlie Bratton
	TXU Energy
	cbratto1@txu.com





TX SET wishes to recognize the commitment and outstanding work of Christine Meloro as Vice Chair of TX SET.  Her efforts are appreciated and her valuable input will be missed. 
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