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ERCOT MetCenter



10:00 AM
Introductions

	TX SET Minutes 9/2003 Approved
	(Y/N)    (Y) - Yes 

Approved as written - Motion to Approve Submitted by Kyle Patrick and Second by Bernie Dawson
	TX SET


	COMET Update
	20 Min
	Johnny Robertson TXU

	TX SET Discussion
	Johnny Robertson updated TX SET on the pending documents scheduled to be completed by COMET (Competitive Metering Working Group).  

COMET has completed an initial Draft document of the Competitive Metering Guides (CMG), which will be sent to RMS for October 16, 2003 meeting for comments.  The final CMG document will be recommended to RMS for a vote of approval at the November 13, 2003 Open Meeting.  If approved by RMS, this document would be referred to TAC for their open meeting scheduled for December 04, 2003 for TAC approval.  With TAC's approval the CMG document will be sent to the Board for approval scheduled December 16, 2003.  After ERCOT Board approves this document the CMG will be posted on ERCOT's website at www.ercot.com located under Competitive Metering to be utilized for Market implementation on January 1, 2004.  

Johnny also discussed the High Level Competitive Metering Future Phase information already considered by COMET Team 3 based on their projected view of the Future Market Model allowing additional Competitive Metering Services into the Texas Market, example Meter Service Providers (MSP).  



	TX SET Action Item
	The following link will provide interested parties with the exact presentation Johnny Robertson presented today to TX SET for the COMET (Competitive Metering) update. 

http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2003calendar/Attachsep03/RMS09262003-18.ppt 




	Power Factor Educational Seminar   
	
	90 Min
	Oncor

	The Power Point presentation provided by Oncor to TX SET will be presented at the REP Workshop scheduled November 12 and 13 at Oncor's facilities.    At this time the documents presented were not officially signed off by Oncor for market distribution and could not be included in today's TX SET Meeting Minutes. 



	Action Items from September 2003   
	
	30 Min
	


· Can CRs accept 814_27 rejects from ERCOT without a TDSP DUNS number populated?

	TX SET Discussion
	Would MPs be opposed to ERCOT implementing CC #2003-493 which makes the N1~ 8S (TDSP segment) optional?  This change will only affect CRs.  ERCOT wants to implement this change immediately as a v1.5 emergency change.  This is a gap since ERCOT cannot reject an 814_26 if the CR does not put the TDSP segment in the original request (TDSP is not required on an 814_26).  CRs asked ERCOT to do more analysis.  If problem is isolated to a single CR or service provider ERCOT may be able to work with them directly.  MPs should be aware that until this issue is resolved no 814_27 would be sent on a rejected 814_26.
	

	TX SET Action Item
	CRs should review this CC and see if they can approve emergency implementation.  ERCOT will research to see how many CRs are leaving off the TDSP segment and present this analysis at the next meeting.
	


· Can CRs process 867-03's with a PTD-PL loop QTY01 of 92?  It says it is "Not Used At This Time"  does that mean CR’s did not code to receive this 92?

	TX SET Discussion
	CR's will be looking for consistency and an agreed upon proposal between the TDSPs in the method that this notification is made and communicated to the REP of Record.  The TDSPs proposal should be resubmitted to Texas SET as a Market solution at a future SET meeting. 

	TX SET Action Item
	TDSPs will need to meet to discuss possibilities and determine a standardize notification process for an event where the meter is inaccessible and the CR needs to be notified prior to any inaccessible charges being applied.  Currently, CRs maybe receiving this same information via email on individual ESI Ids or spreadsheets.  


	2.0 Visio Review (Attached to Distribution Email)   
	90 Min
	Bernie Dawson Envision

	TX SET Discussion
	With SET members approval Bernie Dawson and Kyle Patrick made the appropriate corrections to the VISIO Flow process for Scenarios Group A, B, C, D, M, and N. 

	TX SET Action Item
	Bernie Dawson and Kyle Patrick will synch up the VISIO Flows with their previous or most recent changes prior to today, Version 1.6 changes already made, and changes applied today. The corrected (final draft) documents will be re-distributed to SET list serve email address for final  review and comments.


	810
	30 Min
	BJ Flowers TXU


· As discussed at RMS - we need to confirm the documentation for the 810 BPO and the Guidelines match for TDSP Rebills.

	TX SET Discussion
	TXU ES brought an issue to SET's attention that the 810 BPO needs to be clarified.  The clarification involves if the TDSP creates a cancel/rebill invoice that the new original (rebill) would now have a new 35-day clock applied.  TXU ES stated that in their analysis they have found that each TDSP has different procedures for this same scenario.   The example expressed was that the cancel has same due date of the original, however the re-bill should now have a new due date of 35 days from the new invoice (rebill0 creation date (ITD06) Payment due date.   TXU ES has real examples that TDSPs are not providing a new 35 day due date on the re-billed invoice.  The TDSP's present provided SET with their current billing and due date process relating to this scenario.  TNMP stated they currently do not provide an additional 35 days to the re-billed invoice.   CNP (Kathy Scott) requested that TXU ES provide the TDSPs with actual occurrences or examples of this problem, because Oncor and CNP stated that their current billing process for this scenario would provide a new 35-day due date on the new (re-billed) invoice.  

	TX SET Action Item
	TXU ES (Charlie Bratton and BJ Flowers) will write a new Change Control to update the BPO to include language that the original invoice has a 35 day due date, however when that original has been cancelled and re-billed the new (re-billed) invoices will have a new 35 day due date.  

Also TXU ES will provide examples of this issue to the TDSPs for internal research and analysis at a future meeting. 


	867_02 Issue
	20 Min
	Jason Bear TCE



PTD*PL

DTM*150*20020831

DTM*151*20020916

REF*JH*A

REF*MT*K1MON

QTY*KA*1.2

MEA**MU*2

MEA**PRQ*1.2****51

PTD*PL***MG*929734

DTM*150*20020831

DTM*151*20020916

REF*JH*A

REF*MT*KHMON

QTY*KA*48

MEA**MU*2

MEA**PRQ*48****51

PTD*PL***MG*929734

DTM*150*20020916

DTM*151*20021015

REF*JH*A

REF*MT*K1MON

QTY*KA*1.2

MEA**MU*2

MEA**PRQ*1.2****51

	TX SET Discussion
	· TCE has received several 867-02s with missing information in the first PTD~PL of each transaction.  Is there any validation performed by ERCOT? Is the gray clear on what should be expected?  I have provided and example for TX Set review.

Answer:  ERCOT only completes TX SET Validation for any 867 transaction. This was due to the length of time it would take ERCOT to process the 867 transactions into their internal systems.  This was also the reason the 867 Contingency was created to provide some faster, more immediate transmission of the 867_03 transaction (usage information) from the TDSP to CR.   



	TX SET Action Item
	TCE (Jason Bear) will address these issues with the TDSPs involved, including ERCOT (Suzette Wilburn) for resolution and/or corrective actions. 




Jason Bear - 810 Discretionary Charge questions? 

· Discussion: Outstanding Discretionary Charges = referencing example #5 in 810_02 Implementation Guide - certain field are indicated as not required before the final, but TCE has been receiving these non-required data fields on the 810_02 transaction prior to the final.  If the Implementation Guide states that these fields are not required then the TDSPs should have coded to that affect.   Per TX SET TCE could choose to reject the invoice that fall into this scenario.  

· Answer:  TCE (Jason Bear) stated this information would be brought back to his company to evaluate the appropriate actions to take concerning this issue and how to proceed.  TCE will try to work directly with the TDSPs involved.

Mark Malinak ERCOT - Suggesting Changes to Texas SET Change Request form-  

· Mark Malinak suggested several new fields added to this form, for example: 

Assigned To: 
Assignment Due Date:  
and Assignment Type

BPO and Examples updated - similar to a check-off list.

Suggestion was to separate or divide the form into segments where:

· Requester/Submitter completes their section of this form  


· TX SET completes their section in reference to Conference Call discussion, approval, and checklist of tasks required. 

·  ERCOT completes their section to ensure all tasks required have been accomplished for that approved change control, again a checklist. 

Mark will make redline corrections as these were discussed and recommended by TX SET in today's meeting to the Change Request form.   Mark will forward the redlined version of the TX SET Change Request to Kathy Scott for inclusion with the TX SET October 03 Meeting minutes.  

Another suggestion by one TX SET member is to no longer change the TX SET Change Control number assigned by ERCOT in an event where that change control was withdrawn.  This would allow the requester or submitter of the initial/original change control to use that same change control number after revisions or corrections have been made to re-submit at a later time and date, if required. TX SET will place this as an agenda item for discussion at a future SET meeting. 

	867 Errors
	20 Min
	Johnny Robertson TXU


· What happens when ERCOT errors out an 867 after they have forwarded the 867 to the CR.  A reject is sent to the TDSP ,  Does the TDSP just resent a new 867?   or does TDSP cancel the original and resend a new 867_03. The CR gets the second one from ERCOT and it errors out for duplicate period?  CR never knew the 867_03 was rejected. Will the TDSP cancel the 810 to match the new 867_03? 

	TX SET Discussion
	Johnny Robertson emailed this question to SET members for each to provide their process in this event.  There were several questions and answers submitted by email and conveyed in the SET discussion from TDSPs and ERCOT on this item.  

	TX SET Action Item
	TDSPs should go back to internally identify and document how they are handling the various error codes provided on the 867 spreadsheet. The results of this internal investigation would be provided to TX SET at the November 2003 Meeting


	2.0 Baseline Update
	10 Min
	Mark Malinak ERCOT


· Version 2.0 Baseline documents are all completed and posted to the ERCOT website under TX SET Key Documents under version 2.0 transactions and/or change controls documents.  See Link below: 

· http://www.ercot.com/Tac/RetailISOAdHocCommittee/Customer/SET/keydocs/Keydocs.htm
· Thanks and gratitude goes to all of TX SET members who assisted in completing this task for their hard work and providing these reviews to Mark Malinak (ERCOT) by the scheduled deadline date.  

	A13 Code Discussion
	30 Min
	Mark Malinak ERCOT

	TX SET Discussion
	Per ERCOT this is still work in progress for completion of the requested analysis for each transaction involved in the previously distributed in a spreadsheet to Market Participants.  

	TX SET Action Item
	ERCOT is still waiting for Market Participants responses on this project.   Mark Malinak will be getting with each individual company directly as a follow-up.  


	Reverse Payments
	20 Min
	Suzette Wilburn ERCOT


· A change for adding a payment adjustment code (RMR03 segment) indicating 'PO' for payment or 'AJ' for adjustment and a RMR07 segment for what the adjustment is (CS for adjustment, IF for insufficient funds, etc).  

· I wanted to see if TX SET had ever discussed this type of scenario before. Any information you have would be appreciated.
	TX SET Discussion
	Muni/Coop Terms and Conditions allow the Muni/Coop to accept payments from end-use customers and those payments would be forwarded to the CR.  However, there are events where the payment received from the customer was insufficient funds or an adjustment was made then those funds forwarded to the CR now need to be returned to the Muni/Coop for the appropriate amount.  

	TX SET Action Item
	A Discussion item to address this issue will be added to the November 2003 TX SET agenda to allow time for different proposals or solutions to be presented and considered.  Also, Jennifer Teel will provide Kathy Scott with how other states are currently handling this same scenario that could provide SET with some guidance on a Market recommendation.  


	867_03 w/ multiple DTM segments in the PTD PL Loop
	20 Min
	Jason Bear TCE



PTD*PL***MG*17781555

DTM*150*20030313

DTM*151*20030313

DTM*514*20030220

	TX SET Discussion
	· TCE has a question regarding the 867_03.  TCE received this 867_03 via ERCOT and it had three DTM segments in the PTD PL loop as shown.  TCE is expecting only two DTM segments here.  Is this a valid transaction?  

·  Answer:  Per TX SET this is not correct.  

· Should ERCOT have rejected this 867_03?  

· Answer:  ERCOT only completes TX SET Validation for any 867 transaction. This was due to the length of time it would take ERCOT to process the 867 transactions into their internal systems.  This was also the reason the 867 Contingency was created to provide some faster, more immediate transmission of the 867_03 transaction (usage information) from the TDSP to CR.   



	TX SET Action Item
	TCE (Jason Bear) will address these issues with the TDSPs involved, including ERCOT (Suzette Wilburn) for resolution and/or corrective actions. 


	TX SET Logistics Discussion
	30 Min
	Diana Rehfeldt 1st Choice


· Meeting Calendar 2004

· It was suggested that TX SET meetings could be scheduled in cities other than Austin, example Houston, Dallas, Corpus, and/or Tulsa. Changing of city meeting location was discussed as maybe every quarter, which could be approximately 4-times a year.  

· TX SET 2004 Tentative Schedule:

· January 20 and 21, 2004

· February 17 and 18, 2004 

· March 23 and 24, 2004 

· April 20 and 21, 2004

· May 18 and 19, 2004

· June 22 and 23, 2004

· July 20 and 21, 2004

· August 17 and 18, 2004

· September 21 and 22, 2004

· October 19 and 20, 2004 

Jennifer Teel will email Kathy Scott a soft copy of the TX SET 2004 Calendar dates as referenced above to be included with October's SET meeting minutes and for TX SET distribution - set@ercot.com.  

· Elections

· Currently, TX SET Elections will be held at the January 20 or 21 TX SET meeting provided that this SET meeting will be held following RMS January's open meeting.  This will allow for confirmation of the Elected parties at RMS February's Open Meeting.  

· Version(s)
· Bill Reily - discuss 2.1 (What Change Controls are included and Scope of  Version 2.1) 
· Create a matrix and spreadsheet identifying the scope of version 2.1 based upon all of SET's remaining approved Change Controls slated for future implementation.  A sub-group of TX SET members will review the entire list of approved future implementation change controls to determine what should be included into 2.1, the scope of 2.1, and what future implementations may consist of and suggested timeframes.   This subgroup will include the following: 
· Bill Reily - will coordinate meeting location, time, and place. 

· Jason Bear

· Suzette Wilburn

· Shelly McKain

· Charlie Bratton

· Jennifer Teel

· Mark Malinak

· Kyle Patrick

· Kathy Scott

10.13.2003
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