TX SET Agenda

 Austin, Texas ( Airport Hilton  by the ERCOT MET Center)

February 12, 2002

· Finalize Minutes from 1/22 - 1/23 Meeting 



9:30 – 10:00

Minutes were approved by the group.
· Review 2/12 Agenda






10:00 – 10:15

· Review Open Items from Last Meeting




10:15- 12:00
· 824s – Is the market still on track to place the point-to-point 824s on 867_03s in production no later than 3/1/02 (ERCOT is now forwarding the 824s to the TDSPs)?
Susan said that she understood that ERCOT is  forwarding the 824’s to the TDSP.  ERCOT said that they are forwarding the 824 based on the SJ.  SJ is mandantory segment so it should be sent.  ERCOT need to send the CR as the originator on the 824 by sending the N1 as to who the originator of the transaction.  The change control that goes point to point needs to be withdrawn.  ERCOT will give us a date of when it will be in.  We would feel better if RMS went thru ERCOT. Change control 232 will be withdrawn. ERCOT made a commitment that the 824 going thru ERCOT with a SJ will be done by March 1st. 
· Discussion on forward of 814_04 rejects to the CRs
Dave said that currently a TDSP is sending an 814_04 reject and it really means to be an 814_04 accept. Then they will send an 867_04 and an 867_03. There seems to be several problems related around the 814_04 and the receiving the 814_04.  It was stated that we need to encompass the whole problem. As the discussion went on, it is apparent that ERCOT and the TDSP’s were out of sync. ERCOT said that we are always going to be out of sync problems.
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Issues:

1. 814_05 “reject. Should it cancel?  Dave would like for allow for a rejection. Dave said that the 04 is failing because there is an out of sync problem. Dave stated that if the problem was between ERCOT and the TDSP being out of sync then the TDSP and ERCOT need to get into sync
What is the Reasons that this is happening. These are some of the pilot reasons. 

· No transmission service agreement signed with TDSP. CR problem. 
· Out of sync
i. Zip code

ii. ESI ID is not active

-     Duplicate switch request
· Invalid data item???

· Invalid switch date

· Request rep already rep of record

· Rep not found in table 

Dave does think that the 814_04 reject to the CR. The CR’s said that the if they receive an 814_05 reject then the CR’s should not just send it again, that they should take responsibility and just send it again so it ends up in an endless loop. After some discussion on the reject reasons of the 04 it was decided that we should take each reject reason and write some process on this process.

Duplicate  – Anytime ERCOT gets a duplicate 01 from the CR ERCOT will send a 02. ERCOT said that this is happening. If ERCOT sends a duplicate 03 to the ERCOT, ERCOT and the TDSP need to get together and get synced up because ERCOT would of dropped the file twice and they should not send an 814_04 reject to ERCOT.  
TDSP’s need to understand that if they send an 814_04 reject they should not schedule power. 
ERCOT suggested that when the 814_04 is rejected from the TDSP the CR’s should send an 814_08 cancel to cancel the event in ERCOT and to insure that the TDSP is not scheduling power.  But after much discussion most parties thought that when the TDSP sends an 814_04 they should not be scheduling power and that ERCOT should cancel that event in their system.  

Agreement for all rejects other than duplicates:

· 814_04 reject will be sent from the ERCOT to CR 
· ERCOT will close their BPI or event and cancel the switch in ERCOT system

· The CR upon recept of the 814_05 reject, the CR will close and/or cancel this switch in their system.
Duplicate 814_04 rejects:
· On a duplicate, a duplicate is defined as a same BPR03,  
It was suggested that the 814_20 was the problem to the out of sync process.  
ACTION ITEM: Dave Odle is going to get us an updated list of rejections on the 814_04.  Someone needs to write a duplicate reject code.  Revise SCR and Christine Meloro will raise a change control
ACTION ITEM: Christine asked if we could get a report of switches in review where ERCOT has received an 867_04 and not received an 814_04. The TDSP’s think that they are holding the 867_04 until they send out the 814_04.  This may come up at the RMS meeting tomorrow.  Dave Odle said that the report is already being generated and every report is being generated. 
ERCOT is proposing that they would like to reject the 867_04 and the 867_03 when the 814_04 is not being received by the CR.  There was some discussion on this. Christiine asked that if we can get a quantified if this is a problem.  Susan said that she would like to put this on the agenda for the next TX SET meeting. 
2. Now do we close the loop?
3. 867 is received prior to 814_04
· 814_05 (Switches or Move-ins)

· 814_11 (Drop to POLR)  
· ERCOT’s validation for “Date in the Past” – Working Group Update (Darrell Hobbs, Dave Odle, Susan Neel, Kyle Patrick, Cary Reed, and Heidi Schrab).
Set believes that is ERCOT puts this validation in right now it will cause other problems.  Reliant said that right now they are doing some back dated transaction and some on paper so if they put this validation in, it will cause other problems. Pam said that if the window is too large then it causes other problems which effect settlement and billing. Oncor said because of all the problems currently they working on the dates in the past. Susan said she thought that the validation was there for most of the TDSP’s but they were working on accepting the dates in the past.   Some were concerned that we if we don’t have ERCOT do this validation now, then it would not be able to be done until the next year of funding.  It was finally decided that we we should table this issue until we decided on what we really need.  Darrell said that CR’s should not be sending dates in the past. Some thought that ERCOT should do some validation.  We think that we should defer this decision and it may come back up. Susan said that we will raise a change control to say that the CR’s should not send a date in the future. 
· TA1 Discussion: Johnny Robertson and Dave Darnell to present issue – Decision to be presented at RMS on 2/13.
Discussion: Susan went over the problem on the issue. Susan stated that TX SET make a recommendation and that TX SET make a firmer presentation and discussion on this subject.  Rita said that the Test team said that we would look at added a script to test the GS segment if it is wrong. There was discussion about the pros and cons for this segment.  Some TX SET members stated they have not seen anyone documentation that support the use of the TA1.  From Entergy’s perspective they would not like to make any changes to the market right now.  It was suggested that the test team take this issue up to test it. Dave Darnel stated that the TA1 said that TA1 is to check the enveloping of the file. After much discussion it was suggested that TX SET recommend that test team see if they would like to use discussion how to test for the TA1 issue.  Susan Neel wrote up a presentation and statement for RMS.  TX SET is not recommending the use of the TA1. 
· Lunch







12:00 – 1:00
· Version 1.5

1:00 – 3:00
· PRS Priority Update (Susan Neel)

· Version 1.5 Change Control Review 
· What happened to Change Control 157 - Remove rejection reason code to the 814-17 to allow ERCOT to accept requests when the CR requesting a Move In is already the CR of record (Remove B30 code in the REF~7G in the 814_17)? 
 This change was done in Version 1.4 and should be in the redlines.  Dave has seen the PRR, but the updated redlines may not have been published at this time.  Dave Odle will add to the redlines.  It is, however, that it is implemented and working.
· Does the 814_17 need more reject codes?  If so, when should they be implemented?  Discussion for RMS on 2/13.
Dave Odle has two rejection codes (bill type and bill calculator), which are also found in the 814_02.  ERCOT now passes those in an A13 error text field and would like to add them to the guides.  A change control will be written by Dave Odle. 
· 814_28 / 814_29 Issues Review Susan said that there were two issues. 
Life Support indicator is on the drafts and do we want to take it off. Does anybody think that there is an issue on it. Life support is Special Needs.  If you have a disconnect for non-pay and the TDSP does not have it as a life support issue. The TDSP work man is not going to turn it off and the permit should come back and be rejected.  Final decisioin was that Tx SET didn’t think that the Life Support or Special needs flag is needed but it seems that it would do no harm and there may be some benefit to keeping it in. The V codes will also be removed. Disconnects cannot be done with this transaction. 
Susan went over some of Dave Robinsons notes and we discussed them. Pam said that she would go thru the questions and try to consolidate the questions and insure that they can streamline the questions. Susan said that if PRS 258 needs to be changed, and since it is approved, Dave needs to update the PRS and submit a new protocol change. 
· Implementation Guides
· Review of Dave Odle’s Baselines
· TX SET’s application of Version 1.5 Change Controls (time permitting)

Susan asked how should be do the 1.5 guidelines. Susan said that she thought that about 5 people come together and do the gudes in a working session. She thought that we would take the baseline and then apply each change control one by one. A small group of about 5 people would be a good size group to get this done.  She asked for volunteers to see if this could get done. Oncor thought that they would like to have it done sooner By Mid april is when we thought that we should have a final version.  Susan asked for volunteers for the 25th, 26th and 27th. Darrell Hobbs and Susan Neel will participate.  Susan will send out an email and ask for some volunteers.
· Other Issues (Time Permitting)





3:00 – 4:00

· Modify election procedures for Chair and Vice Chair to mimic RMS elections

Action Item: Susan will give this document to Dave Robeson/Darryl Hobbs to fill in the gaps in the document.  Section III B and C needs to be moved to Section VII E (Agendas) possibly.  This revised document will be presented at TX SET in March by Dave Robeson and Darryl Hobbs.
As for direction on Chair and Vice Chair elections, the term will be January through December.  Nominations and elections will be from the floor for both positions in December to take office in January.  Must be present for nomination.  Consecutive terms are allowed.  One vote per entity (Retailers/TDSPs with several arms get just one vote.)  Service Providers vote for themselves, not for all their clients.  No proxies are allowed.
· CSA Move-in Gaps – Open Issues (Dave Odle)

Review the 3 CSA issues that we presented last meeting.  In all of our scenarios it shows that the 814-22 is the last transaction in the scenario. 
It seems that there are still some problems with concurrent processing. At the last meeting we talked about an 814_06 solving some of the CSA gaps.   Dave gave another option on the CSA 

CR3 in effect for 1/15. 814_22 MI
Move in scheduled by 1/3 by OLD CR
On 1/8 Move in submitted for 1/250 for new CR.
There is no transaction that says you are loosing the CSA on 1/25. 
The problem is that CSA’s are basically stacked move in’s. ERCOT needs to recognize their current rep as their pending rep. 

TX SET thought that when you have multiple move in’s  ERCOT should create a move in to notify CR 3 that they are loosing the customer. 
Dave Odle from ERCOT suggested that if a MO was sent that had a date that was great than the MI date, ERCOT rejects the MO request.  It would also mean that 814_06’s would be sent to all parties to let them know what is going on. 

TX SET would like to wait until the RMS meeting and see what comes out of the RMS meeting.  
· New Questions/Issues

Action Item: All flows (especially moves) should be reviewed next TX SET.

· Last Set Meeting’s Discussions – How to correct an 867_03 Final and/or 867_04?
A cancel/rebill can be done on a FINAL only for consumption or read changes (no date changes).  Also you cannot cancel/rebill an 867_04, you must overlay the first 867_03’s data instead.

RSVPs – As a reminder, please RSVP to Christine Meloro (cmeloro@newpower.com) 


and Terri Waggoner (twaggoner@ercot.com)
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