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April 2003

Agenda

Amerisuites




10:00 AM
· Introductions

· Approval of Minutes – APPROVED (Motion by Cary Reed; Seconded by Kyle Patrick)
· Reorganize Agenda
10:15 AM
· ACTION ITEMS FROM MARCH MEETING

· (TX SET)

· ACTION ITEM: Voting Procedures 
· ISSUE: RMS request that each sub Work Group produce their formal voting procedures.

· STATUS: - Per Diana Rehfeldt, RMS no longer needs any input from TX SET on this item
· (Tom Jackson-Austin Energy)
· ACTION ITEM: Bi Directional 814_PC Discussion
· STATUS: Bernie Dawson suggested that there could be a need in the Muni/Coop market to have the cooperative provide updated customer information to the CR.  Per Cary Reed, this may also have a use in the IOU market for the TDSP to update ‘special needs’ customer info.  Wendy Ohrt agrees that this is probably needed, but sees some other things being a higher priority.  CRs generally agree that current customer information is important, and that asking the customer to make a second phone call is not optimal.  
ACTION ITEM: Bernie Dawson, Wendy Ohrt, and Tom Jackson will perform additional analysis.
· (Diana Rehfeldt-First Choice)

· ACTION ITEM: Timeframe for TDSP to send read information on Standard Monthly On Cycle Read not associated with Disconnect/Termination.
· STATUS: Protocol Revision Request (PRR) was drafted and submitted to RMS for approval on 4/23/03.  Original was changed by Don Bender to add the word ‘scheduled’.  Suggested at TX SET that further changes to ‘scheduled meter read cycle date’ for clarification.  Further suggested that this be tabled until 810/867 task force.  Discussion about language referring to ‘exceptions encountered in the normal course of business’.  Removed reference to ‘extenuating circumstances’.
· (Bill Reily-Oncor, Cary Reed-AEP, Diana Rehfeldt-First Choice, Wendy Orht-STEC, and Kyle Patrick-Reliant)

· ACTION ITEM: 820/810 Workshop: Subgroup to discuss and design 810/820 Workshop.
· STATUS: Workshop scheduled for 5/6/03 at Airport Hilton (9:30 AM – 5:00 PM).  Agenda focus is on 820.  Training on how to use this document and identification of gaps for future improvements.  ‘Transaction set notes’ may be reformatted and moved to back of guide as Business Application Overview.  MPs are encouraged to send people from their staffs that are involved in the remittance process.  Those people should become acquainted with the 820_02 implementation guide and how their bank handles remittances.  Service providers are also encouraged to attend, since their processing could be impacted.  It is likely that changes made to the 820_02 would also need to be made to 820_03 (Muni/Coop model).
· (ERCOT)

· ACTION ITEM: Envelope Standards: ERCOT to bring documentation to further discuss this issue.

· ISSUE: Myself as a CR along with 2 other cases hit a situation this test flight where the N1*SJ DUNS number had to be the same as the CR GS code.  This is an ERCOT requirement.  ERCOT caught some of these fixes in the last couple of weeks, but in my case we had started sending Frame 1 and had to make a change and communicate to the TDSP. 

I don't know of any documentation in the TX market that states that the GS and the N1*SJ DUNS have to be exactly the same.  Maybe I am missing something.  If this is not documented does it make sense to document this somewhere so we can avoid issues with New CR's or service providers entering the market and making the same mistake. 

Any feedback on if this is already documented or if not - where should it be documented would be much appreciated.

· STATUS: Suzette Wilburn drafted a suggested Protocol Revision to clarify envelope standard requirements (proposed section 19.5, see attached).  ERCOT distributed a bulletin on 6/1/01 addressing this issue, but it has never been formally adopted as a market standard.  Since the ISA envelope information is outside the realm of an implementation guide, this may be an issue for TDTWG.  
ACTION ITEM: Suzette Wilburn will bring this to the TDTWG meeting on 4/25/03 for review.

· (Suzette Wilburn-ERCOT)

· ACTION ITEM: SET V1.5 Baseline to EDI Guides
· STATUS: SET V1.5 baseline Implementation Guides were posted to ERCOT website on 4/1/03
11:30 AM 

· TX SET Workbook Review Project Plan (Diana Rehfeldt-First Choice, Johnny Robertson-TXU, and Kyle Patrick-Reliant) – Reviewed timeframe for new release (originally created by Johnny R. last year).
· TX SET Next Version Release Discussion
· Would like to work on what will constitute NEXT RELEASE and what is the timeframe.

· A few things that should be considered in this discussion include:

· COMET – Probably could implement COMET changes as emergency changes to V1.5.  Only foresee a couple of transactions being affected (see below).
· MIMO  

· Intermediate

· Stacking - Approx. 18 change controls for MIMO.  Many of these are significant changes.

· TTPT Test Flight Schedule

· 810/820 workshop

· 810/867 workshop

· Customer Transition Task Force (mass drop)

· Muni/Coop fixes

· IDR Meter reads

· Business Process Overviews (BPOs)

· Approved change controls

ACTION ITEM: BJ Flowers, Kyle Patrick, Cary Reed, Diana Rehfeldt, Bill Reily, Kathy Scott and Suzette Wilburn will review and categorize all approved change controls for presentation/discussion at next TX SET meeting.
LUNCH              
1:30 PM
· COMET UPDATE (Johnny Robertson-TXU, Kathy Scott-CenterPoint Energy)

· 810_02 Discussion: TDSP needs a code to allow credit to be passed to the customer who authorized the change of meter ownership..   Second is notify all parties the meter change was complete and who the meter owner is CR, TDSP, Customer, or third party,
· DISCUSSION: COMET recommends changes to 810_02 to add a charge code for customer credit for owning their own meter (new SAC04 – code already exists in UIG).  COMET recommends changes to 814_20 to identify owner of meter.  One of 4 parties can own the meter: Customer, CR, TDSP, or 3rd party entity. Change would be to add a REF, a code in N1 loop, or a separate N1 segment.  Johnny R. drafted change controls for each of these transactions for discussion at TX SET meeting.

· ACTION ITEM: Johnny will modify these change controls per TX SET discussion for COMET review and will submit to TX SET Change Control.  No changes to TX SET Visio flows are anticipated.  COMET has developed process flow charts, which may eventually be available on the ERCOT website.

· Preference of TX SET is to add a REF segment (REF~0P – Real Estate Owned Property Identifier) to the 814_20 for meter owner type (1-customer, 2-CR, 3-3rd party, 4-TDSP).  Implementation would be immediate (emergency) and testing in flight 1003.  Per Bill Bell (TTPT chair), the scripts for this change could be scheduled for latter part of the flight (~11/03).  Some TDSPs may not be able to implement changes to 814_20 by this fall.  Manual workaround (i.e., phone call process) may need to be developed in the interim for 1/1/04 implementation.

· DECISION: TX SET concurs that 810_02 may need modification to add an SAC04 for customer owned meter credit - CRE020=Meter Owner Credit.

2:30 PM
· Cancel/Rebill Process Review: Market requested through RMS Chair that TX SET review the current cancel/rebill process to determine if the number of cancel/rebills can be reduced in the market.
· RMS requested discussion at TX SET to determine if there is a transaction change that can reduce the number of cancel/rebill scenarios.  

· Example: Backdated Move-ins cause cancel/rebill

· What is a large volume of cancel/rebill?

· What are the causes?

· Is it across the board or specific to certain MPs?

· Conclusion of TX SET is that there is not a general TX SET solution.  If there is a specific scenario that requires attention, TX SET may be able to address it.

· Suggest further analysis by Market Metrics and/or 810/867 workshop.
BREAK 
3:00 PM
· BUSINESS PROCESS OVERVIEWS (BPO)

· General Issues: Implementation (TX SET version?), Location (in IG or separate document?), Approval (Change control?), Fall-out (resultant changes to gray boxes, etc.?).  Consensus of TX SET that BPO should be added to implementation guides.  These would be approved as change controls.  BPOs for v1.5 should be added guides as soon as possible (prior to v1.6) as an interim release (v1.5a?)

· ACTION ITEM: All BPO working groups are requested to send the completed BPOs to Diana Rehfeldt by 5/5/03 for distribution with the May agenda. 

· 810_02 ( Bill Reilly, Cary Reed)

· STATUS: Meeting was held last month to review this overview.  Compromise was reached on the level of detail to be covered.  Information that is addressed in the gray box (or should be) will be omitted from BPO and added to gray boxes as necessary.  To be reviewed at the 810/867 workshop.

· NEXT STEPS: Pending feedback from 810/867 workshop.  Submit to TX SET Change Control and add to guide (v1.5a).

· 810_03 (Tom Jackson, Bernie Dawson)

· STATUS: Meeting was held last month to review this overview.  Compromise was reached on the level of detail to be covered.  Information that is addressed in the gray box (or should be) will be omitted from BPO and added to gray boxes as necessary.  To be reviewed at the 810/867 workshop.

· NEXT STEPS: Pending feedback from 810/867 workshop.  Submit to TX SET Change Control and add to guide (v1.5a).

· 650 (Charlie Bratton, Kyle Patrick, Kathy Scott)

· STATUS: Working group is completed with this set.  Ready for final review.

· NEXT STEPS:  Approval at next TX SET meeting.

· ACTION ITEM: Kyle/Kathy to send latest version to Bernie Dawson and Tom Jackson for review.

· T Series (Charlie Bratton, Kathy Scott)

· STATUS: Working group is completed with this set.  Ready for final review.

· NEXT STEPS:  Approval at next TX SET meeting.

· ACTION ITEM: Kyle/Kathy to send latest version to Bernie Dawson and Tom Jackson for review.

· 814_28 (Vera Pell, Bill Reilly, Tom Jackson)

· STATUS: Being reviewed/modified by working group.  May be ready for approval by next TX SET meeting.  Working group is considering removing the BPO from the 814_29.

· NEXT STEPS: Complete revisions.  Submit for approval at next TX SET meeting, if possible.

· 824 (Bill Reilly, Kyle Patrick, Cary Reed)

· STATUS: Nearly complete.  Could be approved at next TX SET meeting, but may be subject to change at 810/820 workshop.

· NEXT STEPS: Pending feedback 

· 814_16 (Kyle Patrick, Johnny Robertson)

· STATUS: Work group needs to rework the BPO. Will submit to TX SET for review when completed.

· NEXT STEPS: Rework document.  Get approval at next TX SET meeting, if possible.

· 814_10 (Johnny Robertson, Diana Rehfeldt)

· STATUS: Still a rough draft.

· NEXT STEPS: Complete draft.  Submit to TX SET for approval.

· ACTION ITEM: Johnny will send copy of draft to Diana for her review.

· 814_24 (Bill Reilly, Suzette Wilburn, Bernie Dawson)

· STATUS: Original team not available to complete.  New team formed to develop the BPO for this transaction.

· NEXT STEPS: Review work previously done by original team and revise as needed or start anew.

· ACTION ITEM:  Johnny R. to send draft to Bill R., Bernie D., Suzette

· Question: Are there other transactions that should have Business Process Overviews?
ACTION ITEM:  Suzette Wilburn will ask Karen Bergman if there are any business processes that have caused problems for new participants during market testing.
· UPDATE: REJECTION REASON CODE DISCUSSION IN MAY (moved from 4/22/03 agenda)

TX SET will be discussing this topic in May.  We need to just have a quick discussion getting everyone prepared.

Discussion: ERCOT will provide analysis of the reject reasons most used in the market for each transaction for the “A13 - Other” reason.  Market participants are also supposed to be getting this information from their own shops.  Once analysis has been done on these lists, TX SET will adopt new reject codes for frequent scenarios.

ACTION ITEM: Suzette Wilburn will distribute ERCOT list to TX SET and send each MP.  MPs will review ERCOT’s list and prepare recommendations for new reject codes for reject descriptions they are using.
Other Discussion Items (not on agenda, but discussed in time available)

QUESTION:  How will MPs in the Texas market deal with area code changes? (Cary Reed)

ANSWER:  Option 1 CRs will send the correct area code in the phone number when service is requested.  Option 2 & 3 CRs should send an 814_PC when the area code change is implemented.

ACTION ITEM:  MPs should go back to their companies to determine what they will actually do in the case of a large area code change.

QUESTION:  Would it be possible to add a FAQ page to the TX SET web page, or otherwise maintain a log of questions about TX SET guides that have been answered by TX SET/ERCOT? (Bernie Dawson)

ANSWER: No resolution.  There seems to be a need for this but it would require regular maintenance.  Who would be responsible for this? 

QUESTION:  Change Control meeting – What can we do about scheduling change control calls so they do not conflict with other meetings? (Cary Reed)  Could we approve changes at the monthly TX SET meeting? (BJ Flowers) 

· Consensus decision: Since implementation guide versions are released so infrequently, there is not a need to have weekly/bi-weekly conference calls to approve changes.  Time will be allotted at each monthly TX SET meeting to approve/discuss change controls and questions.  TX SET should still have a conference line available for MPs that cannot attend meeting.  Change controls forms will be distributed at least two weeks prior to the meeting.  Change controls for May meeting must be submitted by 5/5/03.  Suzette Wilburn of ERCOT will continue to facilitate the change control process.

Deferred Payment Information on 810_03 (Tom Jackson)

QUESTION:  Should a new segment (INC – Installment Payment) be added to the 810_03 to allow CRs to communicate deferred payment information to their customers?

ANSWER:  Why shouldn’t this just be lumped together in the previous balance amount?  Wouldn’t current amount due from deferred amount be shown as a charge on the 810_03 with a SAC04?

ACTION ITEM:  CRs are asked to get input from their companies on how they would like to manage deferred payment agreements with MC TDSPs who are doing consolidated billing.

Items moved from morning agenda for 4/22/03:

· TX SET CHANGE CONTROL CONFERENCE CALL DISCUSSION

· UPDATE: Change Controls 2003-483 & 484 (Kathy Scott-CenterPoint Energy)
· One submitted for change control call on 4/25/03.  Another still to be submitted.

· QUESTION: Should there be a Rebill Code on the 810_02/810_03?
· ANSWER: Per TXU, there should be a Rebill code to identify an 810 as a rebill.  CRs would like to know whether or not to expect a replacement 867 to match the 810.  The PUCT requires reporting of rebills, and this code would be helpful.  Per AEP, this code would require some effort on the TDSP’s part to add a new code.

· ACTION ITEM: Diana/Kyle will refer this topic to the 810/867 workshop.

· QUESTION: How is the meter change handled in a cross metered condition?  Meters must be removed and installed at the correct Premise.  How does the market get the historical usage and rebills for Premise "def" with meter 123 and Premise "abc" with meter 456.  Six months of usage has to be moved from one ESIID to the other. How does ERCOT expect to see these canceled and corrected 867's ?
· Below is info out of the Terms and Conditions- We were trying to figure out how the market handles crossed meters. Ex: Meters crossed for 6 months. CR sends 650 crossed meter investigation-TDSP finds out meters are crossed June - Prem abc  Meter number 123  Find out  in Dec that  Prem abc has meter 456 June- Prem def   Meter 456 Find out in Dec that Prem def has meter 123

· I know the TDSP would have to do a cancel rebill but how would the meter change be handled? 

· I did not think you could do a back dated meter change?
· From T & C's.

4.8.3 ADJUSTMENTS TO PREVIOUSLY TRANSMITTED DATA

Resending or adjusting of previously transmitted data arises from data maintenance  activities  (e.g.  response to inquiries, needs to restore  data files, and responses to problems with posted data), and

Meter   maintenance   activities   (e.g.   adjustments   as improved information becomes available due to discovery of incorrect reads, crossed   Meters, non-registering  Meters,  slow  or  fast  Meters, incorrect multipliers, etc.)

The following standards apply:

When corrections are made to previously sent data, the original SET is first cancelled.  A new SET of "original" data is then transmitted; When corrections are made to previously sent data, the complete set of data pertaining to a Meter and billing cycle will be resent.  When resending or correcting data, each billing cycle for the affected Meter will be in a distinct data set in the SET.  Only the data for the affected billing cycle and Meter will be resent; In the case of "crossed Meters", in which Meter numbers have been incorrectly reported for sets of usage data, the original SET will be cancelled, and a new SET transmitted that correctly reports the data, ESI

ID, and other associated data; and Company will make corrected data available to the original recipients in a timely manner no matter when the correction is made. Company shall provide a reason for an adjustment to the Competitive Retailer when the adjustment is made.

ANSWER: Per Cary Reed w/AEP, the meter number is corrected in the system (814_20), using a current date meter exchange (not back-dated).  Once the meter number changes are made, usage and invoices are cancelled and rebilled back to the date the problem occurred (up to the legal limit for back billing).



8:30 AM
· Question (Vera Pell): Why are CRs seeing 810_02 with an account type of ‘26’ invoiced after final bill and sometimes seen 6 months or more later?

· Answer: These are valid charges, normally for discretionary service requests.

· Question (Vera Pell): Can there be a code added to 810 and/or 867 to indicate whether there will be corrected usage/charges?

· Answer: This question should be referred to the 810/867 workshop.
9:30 AM 
· MIMO Discussion (Glen Wingerd-ERCOT)
· Glen presented a high-level overview of the solution to stacking that was distributed to the market for comment approx. 3 weeks ago (note that solution may be revised further after the MIMO task force reviews comments).

· TX SET Deliverables

· MIMO is recommending 19 TX SET Implementation Guide changes (see TX SET worksheet, attached).

· Final Read prior to Drop notice

· Example was presented for scenario where a current CR may receive a final reading (867_03) before a forced move-out (814_06).  Per Glen, CRs are currently rejecting Final and Initial readings when they are received prior to 814_05 or 814_06.  See attached FinalPriorToDropNotice.doc for valid scenarios where this can occur within protocol.

· ACTION ITEM: TX SET to inform MPs that this scenario is valid (technical call?)

· ACTION ITEM: TX SET to explain this scenario in the Business Process Overview for applicable transactions (824?)

· For any questions about MIMO stacking recommendations, contact Glen Wingerd of ERCOT at (512) 750-4586.
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LUNCH              
1:00 PM
· 814_04 Discussion

· 814_04 implementation guide is not completely clear on whether it is appropriate to have the value of "NONE" (Use NONE where meter or unmetered devices are yet to be installed.) in the NM109 if it is an 814_04 for a MVO to CSA, LIN contains MVO
· Question: Is it possible to have a CSA on an unmetered service?  Would this have a value of “NONE”?  
· Answer: TDSPs represented at TX SET meeting were not aware of any scenario where a “NONE” value for would occur.
· Per Suzette, there is one TDSP that is sending “NONE” for a value (approx. 318 were sent to ERCOT sometime last month)
· DECISION: Consensus at TX SET is that there are no valid scenarios for 814_04 on a CSA move-in where meter number in NM109 would have a value of “NONE”.
1:30 PM
· Switch Discussion from RMS “Mass Customer Transition” Work Group

Issue: Currently the Market is using back dated MVIs.

Result: These transactions have been very labor intensive and difficult for all parties to manage.

Discussion Item: Is there a way to use the switch transaction instead of a backdated Move In.

Discussion: MPs do not want to use move-ins to switch customers to AREP, POLR, or another CR.  Can TX SET modify the 814_01 Enrollment Request transactions to let ERCOT know that this is a special situation and to bypass the 6-day limitation on switches and that the rescission period should be waived?  Can ERCOT originate the 814_03 transaction without an external switch or drop request?

· Scenario “Losing” CR
· All customer base
· Portion customer base
· Options
· “Gaining” CR sends 814_01 transaction
· New segment?
· Optional
· Code
· Waive Rescission
· Remove 6-day limitation
· Bypass postcard and contact requirements
· ERCOT sends 814_03 to TDSP and 814_14 to “Gaining” CR
· How would TDSP send any customer info that it has to the CR?
· Modified 814_04 with optional customer segment?  Could existing N1~8R segment be used?  May need to add data elements.
· Bi-directional 814_PC?
· What other information would “Gaining” CR need that ERCOT/TDSP would not be able to provide?
· How would ERCOT flag 814_03 to notify TDSP that it is a mass drop?
· New code in ASI01 for mass drop?
· New code in the LIN?
FOR MASS TRANSITION WORKGROUP DISCUSSION

DROP TO POLRPOLR

TX SET will make a recommendation to “Mass Customer Transition” Workgroup, that the 814_10, 814_11, 814_14, and 814_15 all be readdressed to include POLR as a “Drop” option.  This would require TX SET to write up change controls to add POLR as a “Drop” option.  This would be a future release implementation.  

PROS: Allows POLRs to receive customers through drops.

REQUIREMENTS: TX SET Change Control, Protocol Revision, ERCOT SCR

SWITCHES FOR TRANSITION, COOPERATIVE “LOSING” CR 

CR INITIATED 814_01 SWITCH FOR MASS CUSTOMER TRANSITIONS

TX SET recommends that for a 814_01 to be used in transitions that a additional code be added to either the BGN or ASI segment.  ERCOT would key off of this code to bypass the 6 day window.  CRs submitting these transactions would have to send the transaction with the waiver on customer rescission, when the customer rescission is waived ERCOT will not send letter to the customer.

ERCOT TRANSFER 814_03 SWITCH FOR MASS CUSTOMER TRANSITIONS

TX SET recommends that the 814_03 be adjusted so that the mentioned BGN or ASI code above be passed by ERCOT to the TDSPs in the 814_03.  TDSPs can then isolate these switches.  TDSPs are currently evaluating whether they feel it is necessary to send these new codes on, but they did see some benefit at first discussion.  This will still be a manual process at the TDSP level.

PROS: This would accommodate two situations with a cooperative “Losing” CR: Date Driven Transitions to CRs, and Customer Acquisition by CRs over a period of time.

REQUIREMENTS: TX SET Change Controls, ERCOT SCR

SWITCHES FOR TRANSITION, NO “LOSING” CR FOR TRANSITION

ERCOT CREATED 814_03 FOR MASS CUSTOMER TRANSITION

TX SET recommends that for situations when no “Losing” CR is not present to assist in a Mass Customer Transition, that ERCOT create 814_03 transactions and send to the TDSP.  ERCOT would populate the transaction with all the information that was within its system (ERCOT’s system contains the RED fonted noted below in: 814_03 Example #1 of 3).  Two segments would be populated with default values by ERCOT (N1 and PER bolded below in: 814_03 Example #1 of 3).  TX SET would add a code to the ASI Segment (Bold and Underlined Segment below in: 814_03 Example #1 of 3) instructing the TDSP to pull whatever customer name they had in their records and place their information in the (N1 Segment below in: 814_04 Example #1 of 3 ) on the 814_04.

814_03 Example #1 of 3 

Switch CR Notification Request –ERCOT to TDSP

	ERCOT passes the Enrollment Request Information to TDSP
Off Cycle Switch Request Not Valid

Switch Request Not carried forward (no SH~SW in LIN, no DTM~MRR)

	ST~814~000000001
	Transaction Type, Control Number

	BGN~13~20010402000719~20010402~~~200104011956531~~3
	Request, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number 

	N1~8R~TRANSITION CUSTOMER
	Customer Name

	N4~~~781110001
	Zip Code

	PER~IC~CUSTOMER, TRANSITION~TE~8005551212
	Contact Name/Number

	N1~8S~DISTRIBUTION TDSP~1~007909411~~40
	TDSP Name and DUNS Number, Receiver

	N1~AY~ERCOT~1~183529049~~41
	ERCOT and DUNS Number, Sender

	N1~SJ~NEW CR CO.~9~007909422CRN1
	New CR Name and DUNS

	LIN~1~SH~EL~SH~CE~SH~HI
	Cycle Switch and Historical Interval Usage Request

	ASI~25~101
	Request TDSP Provide Customer Name

	REF~BLT~ESP
	Billing Type

	REF~PC~DUAL
	Bill Calculator

	REF~Q5~~10111111234567890ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRS
	ESI ID

	REF~SU~Y
	Special Needs Indicator

	DTM~656~20010415
	First Available Switch Date

	SE~16~000000001
	Number of Segments, Control Number


814_04 Example #1 of 3 

Switch CR Notification (Special Read for Switch Accepted) Accept Response –TDSP to ERCOT
	TDSP responds to ERCOT with Premise Information
Early Switch Request Accepted

Example shows a single meter that measures Off Peak and Totalized Usage

	ST~814~000000001
	Transaction Type, Control Number

	BGN~11~200104021201001~20010402~~~200104011956531~~4
	Response, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number 

	N1~8R~CUSTOMER NAME
	TDSP Provided Customer Name

	N3~123 N MAIN ST~ANY ADDRESS OVERFLOW
	Customer Service Address

	N4~ANYTOWN~TX~78111
	Customer City, State, Zip

	N1~8S~TDSP COMPANY~1~007909411~~41
	TDSP Name and DUNS Number, Sender

	N1~AY~ERCOT~1~183529049~~40
	ERCOT and DUNS Number , Receiver

	N1~SJ~CR NAME~9~007909422CRN1
	New CR Name and DUNS Number

	LIN~1~SH~EL~SH~CE~SH~SW~SH~HU
	Cycle Switch and Historical Summarized Usage Request an Echo LIN from Request 814_03

	ASI~25~101
	TDSP Responds to ERCOT request for Customer Name

	REF~AQ~T
	Distribution Loss Factor

	REF~1P~HUU~HISTORICAL USAGE UNAVAILABLE
	Status Reason Code and Text

	REF~PTC~01
	Premise Type

	REF~Q5~~10111111234567890ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRS
	ESI ID

	REF~SPL~~ WEST
	Station ID

	REF~SU~Y
	Special Needs Indicator

	DTM~150~20010405
	Service Period Start Date

	NM1~MQ~3~~~~~~32~1234568MG
	Beginning of Meter Loop, Meter Number

	REF~MT~COMBO
	Meter Type

	REF~4P~1~KHMON~TU^41
	Meter Multiplier

	REF~4P~1~KHMON~TU^42
	Meter Multiplier

	REF~4P~1~KHMON~TU^51
	Meter Multiplier

	REF~4P~10~K1MON~TU^51
	Meter Multiplier

	REF~IX~6.0~KHMON~TU^51
	Number of Dials

	REF~IX~5.1~KHMON~TU^41
	Number of Dials

	REF~IX~5.1~KHMON~TU^42
	Number of Dials

	REF~IX~6.0~K1MON~TU^51
	Number of Dials

	REF~LO~ RESLOWR_WEST_NIDR_NWS_TOUØ1
	Load Profile

	REF~NH~RS1
	TDSP Rate Class

	REF~PR~123
	TDSP Rate Subclass

	REF~TZ~15
	Meter Cycle

	SE~32~000000001
	Number of Segments, Control Number


PROS: Addresses Mass Customer Transition Scenarios when the “Losing” CR is not available to help with the transition.  TX SET would make the recommendation that this be used as the long term solution to all Mass Customer Transitions.

REQUIREMENTS: TX SET Change Controls, ERCOT SCR, Protocol Revision
810/820 Coordination Issues (not on original agenda)

· Texas 820 issues spreadsheet was created by Karen Bergman to document issues that have arisen during recent test flight(s).  This document is broken into 3 categories:  General issues, Wires issues, and ACH issues.  TX SET reviewed this document, added comments, and removed issues pertaining to specific MPs.  This document will be used as reference for TX SET 810/820 workshop scheduled for 5/6/03.  Workshop participants will explore solutions to address these issues.  Workshop planners are still determining whether 820 issues document will be distributed prior to workshop, or just used for planning purposes.

· MPs should be aware that 810/820 workshop will be making decisions on changes to the TX SET Implementation Guide during the workshop.  Change controls will be drafted and “approved” at a subsequent TX SET meeting.  MPs wishing to influence the 810/820 decisions should have both their TX SET and remittance business process representatives in attendance. 

ADJOURN
4.22.2003
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