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March 2003

Minutes

ERCOT MetCenter




10:00 AM
· Introductions

· Approval of Minutes

· Minutes from last meeting were approved without modifications

· TX SET 2003 Workbook

· Includes meeting schedules, agenda items, sponsor, and action items this workbook will be dated and sent out with TX SET Meeting Minutes.  

· Reorganize Agenda
10:15 AM
· TX SET DISCUSSION ITEMS (Cary Reed) 
· For issues related to CCD+ only, AEP would like to propose a change to the 820 that would add a REF ZZ in the addenda record
· DISCUSSION: Cary Reed, Billy Relliy, and Diana Rehfeldt have discussed this earlier and a suggestion coming from these individuals were to have a workshop with Market participants to address the issues that have been discovered with both the 820 and 810 transactions.  The suggestion is that this would be a TXSET workshop that could be facilitated by a neutral party (?) to keep the meeting on target and focused.  A small group would create an agenda along with a Power Point presentation to distribute to all Market participates that would determine the scope, objective(s), and topics of discussion. 
Action Item: 

1. Project Plan

· Small Group to collect Workshop Issues

· Designated Facilitator

· Timeline 

· Small Group Gather (Bill Reily, Cary Reed, Wendy Ohrt, Kyle Patrick) 

· Agenda Items Collected

· Agenda Designed

· Meeting Date

· Meeting Location

10:45 AM ACTION ITEMS

· Noticed the REF*BLT segment is missing from the 814_10 example in the guideline.  

(Jennifer Teal)

814_10 Examples #1 of 1 

Drop to AREP Request - Current CR to ERCOT 

Current CR sends Drop to AREP Request to ERCOT Current CR is dropping the customer to the Affiliated Retail Electric Provider (AREP)   

ST~814~000000001        Transaction Type, Control Number       

BGN~13~200105010800001~20010501~~~~~10  Request, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number   

N1~8R~CUSTOMER NAME     Customer Name  

N2~D/B/A ABC COMPANY~C/O JANE SMITH     Customer Name Overflow 

N3~123 N MAIN ST~ANY ADDITIONAL INFO    Customer Service Address       

N4~ANYTOWN~TX~781110001 Customer Service Address       

PER~IC~NAME~TE~8005551212       Customer Contact Name and Telephone number(s)  

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

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

N1~BT~ACCOUNTS PAYABLE DIVISION Customer Billing Name  

N2~D/B/A ABC COMPANY~C/O JANE SMITH     Customer Billing Name Overflow 

N3~123 N MAIN ST~ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION     Customer Billing Address       

N4~ANYTOWN~TX~78111     Customer Billing Address       

N1~ SJ~CR COMPANY~9~007909422CR51~~41   CR Name and DUNS Number, Sender

LIN~1~SH~EL~SH~CE       Cycle Switch   

ASI~7~002       Drop Request

REF~BLT~ESP Billing Type   

REF~Q5~~10111111234567890ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRS    ESI ID 

REF~SU~Y        Special Needs Indicator

SE~19~000000001 Number of Segments, Control Number
DISCUSSION:
Action Item:
· There is a correction that needed to be made, which has been identified as: 

REF~BLT~ESP Billing Type that is displayed above in RED in the 814_10 example 1 of 1.

A message will be sent to Jennifer Teal to write a Change Control on for the 814_10 transaction to correct the example as noted above.  Diana Rehfeldt will take this action item to notify Jennifer. 
11:30 AM
· TX SET DISCUSSION ITEM

· ERCOT Issue No. A0030 (Johnny Robertson) 

ERCOT addressed the issue of DUNS number as reflected in the entities Digital Certificate.

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.

DISCUSSION:
Question:  Should validation be placed on these data fields CR GS and N1*SJ DUNS in ERCOT's system to ensure accuracy and compliance of this information by all market participants? 

Answer:
Yes, ERCOT should be validating these fields.  

Comments:  
This will affect all transactions. 

Question:  Where would the GS Segment be documented to provide the most visibility and documented?

Answer:
The best location of this information would be an addition to Protocols listed under a new section as:

19.5 Envelop Standards 

ERCOT has an established list of "best practices" that will be reviewed by TXSET to determine what additional verbiage should be used or best for this new Protocol section as a long-term solution.  

ACTION ITEM: ERCOT will bring "Best Practice" documentation to further discuss and hopefully provide the best solution for this issue to the next TXSET meeting scheduled in April.   

· TX SET DISCUSSION ITEM (Diana Rehfeldt) *New Item*

DISCUSSION:  A request from RMS (Don Bender) for each working group to document Recommendations and Procedures on how voting is conducted for officials and/or issues within the working groups.  
Diana Rehfeldt Johnny Robertson and Kyle Patrick will create a draft document to be emailed to SET members for review that will provide a formal response to Don Bender (RMS) on TXSET's :

· Voting process for Officer Elections

· Voting process on TX SET Change Control Calls

· How TX SET handles Ad Hoc Voting situations.
Lunch               
1:00 PM
· Question:

· Is there a transaction to address when 810s and or 867s are missing?  

· DISCUSSION: No, there currently only exists FastTrak to address these issues.  This does not address the root cause of this issue.   SCR 727 should help with the synchronization of ESI IDs.  At this time the only suggestion was for the MP to detail a RMS Issue and take to RMS.

· Change Control Call Discussion

· 2003-489 (Ed Skiba)

· DISCUSSION: Deferred to the 810 820 Workshop.
· Old MVI MVO Change Controls (Suzette Wilburn)

· DISCUSSION: Change Control 
· 2001-225 is a valid option and is being discussed at MIMO 

· Status: Withdrawn at TX SET March 12, 2003

· 2001-227 will not be necessary once the solution for stacking is implemented

· Status: Withdrawn at TX SET March 12, 2003
· 2002-250 This change control says 'Implement a solution for stacking' which, without the MIMO teams efforts and design work is a mute point and should be invalidated.
· Status: Withdrawn at TX SET March 12, 2003
· Question 1 from Q&A on March 7, 2003 TX SET CCCC (Diana Rehfeldt)

Question 1: 

We are receiving 814_05 switch request responses from a TDSP, which indicate that there are no facilities on the ESI ID.  The question we have is: Can there be an active customer at an ESI ID, ERCOT has the ESI ID as energized and yet there are no facilities associated to the ESI ID?  If the TDSP knows there are no facilities at the ESI ID, I would expect that the TDSP would reject the switch and indicate move-in is required rather than a switch.

Answer 1: 

DISCUSSION: Yes, this can happen.  The TDSP will not reject the switch and ask for a Move In.  In 1.4 the CR could get the facility installed on a out of cycle.  In 1.4 if you choose an on cycle switch the CR would have to notify the TDSP.  In 1.5 after the switch has been completed the CR will need to send in a 650 reconnect.
2:00 PM
· STATUS TX SET BASELINE ACTION ITEM UPDATE (Suzette Wilburn)
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· Outstanding Issues from Baseline Review

· DISCUSSION: 867_02-to be corrected to include MEA segment page from Change Control 333. 
2:30 PM
· TX SET CHANGE CONTROL CONFERENCE CALL DISCUSSION (Charlie Bratton)

· The current Texas Set Change Control process should be changed to allow all Market Participant's to receive Change Controls in an acceptable time frame prior to the Friday conference call. Currently all Market Participants revive Change Controls 2 days prior to Conference call. This is not enough time to evaluate in our shops.
· DISCUSSION: Proposed to change the TX SET Change Control Conference Call procedures.
New Schedule for Change Control 

This schedule will be adhered to for the April 4th Change Control Conference Call.

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday

March 24th 

TX SET Change Controls due for submission of call by midnight

March 26th 

TX SET Change Controls sent to set@ercot.com.







April 4th
TX SET Change Control Call at 9 am CDT

3:00 PM
· 810_03 Deferred Payment Modifications (TOm Jackson)

· I would like to add an agenda item related to the 810_03.  Should this transaction be modified to include information related to deferred payment agreements?  At the last meeting, I asked for the CR's to be thinking about whether DPA information was needed in this transaction.  If it is needed, we need to decide how to modify the 810_03. 

· DISCUSSION: Yes deferred payments should be available.  Tom Jackson will talk to Johnny Robertson about this.  They will draft out the proposed 810_03 changes to accommodate deferred payments. 

· Also, we need to ask for volunteers to change the cancel example in the 810_03 to be consistent with the cancel examples in the 810_02.  (The 810_02 cancel examples are better because they break out the cancel into a 3-step process:  original invoice, cancel, rebill.)

· DISCUSSION:  Yes the 810_03 examples will be changed to be consistent with the 810_02.  Change Control will be submitted after change control 2003-491 (Kathy Scott submitted) is resolved.

 
3:30 PM

· TX SET DISCUSSION ITEMS (Charlie Bratton)
· Updating customer contact information on ESI ID's after V1.5.  Process for CR's to provide 814_PC's ( or  something)  on ESI ID's that are already in the CR's name.
· DISCUSSION: Option 1 CRs do not use 814_PCs.  The reason is that in 1.5 contact information is provided on the enrollment transactions.  Option 1 CRs do not update special needs, the TDSP updates Special Needs for these customers to the CR on the 814_20. 
Adjourned
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		Transaction		TX SET Volunteer		Analysis Results		Changes to be applied

		650_01		Charlie Bratton		Ready		None

		650_02		Charlie Bratton		(2002-305) - 650_02 RD Read (Out of Cycle) still inserted??		None - it appears that the changes from CC 2002-305 are applied to redline correctly - may need clarification on this one

		650_04		Charlie Bratton		(2002-346) - Not fixed in Example 2		Update ST/SE segment count in example 2

		650_05		Charlie Bratton		Ready

		814_PC		Diana Rehfeldt		(2001-188) Examples 1 - 3 not updated to remove the PER02 Name from the PER*IC of the N1*FJ and N1*VA
(2003-477) Summary Page not updated to remove 2002-405 change control and Examples as listed above still not updated
(2002-267) Listed this transaction to remove the 9 DUNS Qualifier in the N1*AY, but does not apply. Also was not listed in the Summary of pages.
(2002-331) listed on summary of changes page and examples cleaned up by replacing the F5 code with the proper FJ code, but this change control does appear on the list as an approved change control for v1.5
(2002-405) listed on Summary of changes page, but does not appear as approved change control for v1.5. Also see reference in 2003-477 above.		Will update the guide to reflect these changes



Will remove change control 405 from the summary of changes as it was withdrawn



None, change does not apply to this transaction



This CC was approved as an emergency for both 1.4 and 1.5.  It's located on the 1.4 tab of the CC Log.  Should we add it to the 1.5 as well?




Will remove reference to the CC in the summary of changes as it was withdrawn

		814_PD		Diana Rehfeldt		2002-267 Listed this transaction to remove the 9 DUNS Qualifier in the N1*AY, but does not apply. Also was not listed in the Summary of pages.		None, change does not apply to this transaction

		814_01		Diana Rehfeldt		Ready

		814_02		Diana Rehfeldt		Ready

		814_03		Cary Reed		(2002-444) - missing from Change Control page as approved on 10/25/02.  The gray box information on the REF~BLT. Required		Will update Summary of Changes and guide to reflect the information from CC444

		814_04		Cary Reed		(2002-246) - ok,although it really applies to 814_05 and is listed there also.

		814_05		Cary Reed		(2001-161) - not marked at V1.5 on Change Control Log, otherwise, ok. 
(2002-266) - missing from Summary of changes page-The information on the cc log would be nice to include in the change summary		Will update the change control log to reflect this CC in the 1.5 section

Will update the summary of changes to reflect the information from CC266

		814_06		Cary Reed		Ready

		814_07		Kyle Patrick		Ready

		814_08		Kyle Patrick		(2002-231) - 2002-293 is in place so 2001- 231 does not need to be applied.
(2002-317) - 2002-362 reapplies this change control correctly.		None, both change controls are listed correctly



None, both change controls are listed correctly

		814_09		Kyle Patrick		Ready

		814_10		Kyle Patrick		(2002-450) - Still Required if Available in the REDLINE
(2002-261) - example 2 of 2 is not included in the REDLINE
 it appears to me that the latest CC in this transaction "428" was not written from the latest REDLINE so some of the changes that previous CCs initiated were not captured in the last one.  So whomever overlayed "428" in fact overlayed the old document...wiping out some of the changes.  Thats just a guess...whatever the case 231, and 317 just need to be applied. Thanks KP		Update verbiage in the guide to 'Required'

Add example to the guide

Need some clarification on this one.  428 was applied correctly, the redlines changes in the guide do not exactly match the redline changes in the change control, however, this is because of how the Track Changes Feature works.  Content is correct.  Also, CC 231 and 317 do not apply to the 814_10, only the 814_08.

		814_11		Johnny Robertson		(2002-394) - Does not match the Change control in REDLINE		Update the summary of changes to reflect CC 2002-394

		814_12		Johnny Robertson		(2002-349) - Does not match the Change control in REDLINE
(2002-354) - Does not match the Change control in REDLINE		Update the summary of changes to reflect CC 2002-349


Update the summary of changes to reflect CC 2002-354

		814_13		Johnny Robertson		Ready

		814_14		Johnny Robertson		Correct Examples for (2002-261)		Example needs the REF~BLT added to reflect CC 2002-261

		814_15		Bernie Dawson		Ready

		814_16		Bernie Dawson		(2002-257) - All Change controls are included, but there are some differences in the way CC 2002-257 was originally approved.		2002-257 was approved, but put into the wrong N1 loop.  CC 2002-430 was then written to correct CC257.  The gray box in the 814_16 refects the example in CC 430.  Because this was the latest CC approved, the gray box in the 814_16 will reference this example. Summary of changes will be updated to indicate that 430 was written to correct 257

		814_17		Bernie Dawson		(2002-382) -  see graybox, whch should have used the word "witihn" instead of "with";  
(2002-354) -  DTM segment was removed from standard ANSI ASC structure section on page 6 in error.		Will update the guide to reflect these changes


Will update the guide to reflect these changes

		814_18		Bernie Dawson		Ready

		814_19		Robert Rodriguez

		814_20		Robert Rodriguez

		814_21		Robert Rodriguez

		814_22		Robert Rodriguez

		814_23		Kathy Scott		(2002-267) - Remove code in the N103 that allows DUNS +4 for ERCOT.Add CC #2002-267 to Summary of Changes for this Change Control date 4/1/2002		Will update summary of changes

		814_24		Kathy Scott		(2002-267) - Remove code in the N103 that allows DUNS +4 for ERCOT.Add CC #2002-267 to Summary of Changes for this Change Control date 4/1/2002
(2002-326) - Correct the spelling of the word -" Investigate" shown in the Summary of Changes for this transaction
(2002-353) - Need to align or line-up the bullets and information on the Summary of Changes so all will look uniformed as all previous changes noted in the Summary, please see this change control.  If any questions call me on this one - 713-582-8654 
(2002-354) - Correct the Note in the Summary of Changes for this Change Control - to Modified gray ox of the "N402" in the N1~BT currently shows "N4.02"		Will update summary of changes




Will update summary of channges





I believe the bullets relating to this CC were intended to be indented to reflect the CCs that were cleaned up with the the approval of CC 353.  With this said, no updates will be made to the summary of changes.  


x12 elements can be written as either N402 or N4.02.  Both examples describe the same thing.  No updates are necessary

		814_25		Kathy Scott		(2002-281) - This Change Control is listed twice in the Summary of Changes for this transaction.  Not sure if it needed to be twice, if not , does it being listed this many times cause confusion.
(2002-290) - This Change Control appears to documented/worded correctly on the 814_25 transaction according to this Change Control, however these changes are not red-lined on the v1.5 814_25 transaction. 
(2002-353) - This Change Control is listed twice in the Summary of Changes for this transaction.  Not sure if it needed to be twice, if not , does it being listed this many times cause confusion.  Need to align or line-up the bullets and information on the Summary of Changes so all will look uniformed as all previous changes noted in the Summary, please see this change control.  If any questions call me on this one - 713-582-8654
(2002-417) - According to this change control Reject Reason ANK "Invalid Source Information" was added to the 814_25 transaction, however the v1.5 does not have this new code in the REF~7G		I believe the structure of this listing in the summary of changes was done as a part of CC 353's effort to clean up the Summary of Changes.  With this said, no updates will be made.




CC wasn't redlined in the summary of changes, but reflected correctly.  No updates will be made




I believe the structure of this listing in the summary of changes was done as a part of CC 353's effort to clean up the Summary of Changes.  With this said, no updates will be made.








Will update the guide to reflect this change

		814_26		Kathy Scott		Ready

		814_27		Bill Reily		Ready

		814_28		Bill Reily		Ready

		814_29		Bill Reily		Ready

		810_02		Bill Reily		(2002-416) page 3 example does not match the current IG examples on page 23.		Will update example in 810_02 to reflect the example in the change control

		810_03		Tom Jackson		Ready

		820_02		Tom Jackson		Ready

		820_03		Tom Jackson		2002-310) - differences between change control 2002-310 and the Guide.		It doesn't appear that CC 310 was ever applied to the 820_03.  Will update the guide to reflect these changes

		867_02		Tom Jackson		Ready

		867_03		Dave Odle		Ready

		867_04		Dave Odle		Ready

		824		Dave Odle		Ready
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