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Comfort Suites


10:00 AM
· Introductions – See TX SET Workbook for attendees
· Approval of Minutes – Approved (Motion by Cary Reed; seconded by Bill Reily)
· Reorganize Agenda
10:15 AM
Current Action Items Diana Rehfeldt-First Choice:

TX SET Version Release

1.5

1.5 Emergency Baseline Posted:

Action Items:

· Change Controls Identified as v1.5 EMERGENCY: 

· Change Control 2002_479 
· Assignment for TX SET is to take the 814_24 to Redline and Baseline this transaction for version 1.5 Emergency )
· Change Control 2003_502 
· ACTION ITEM: Assignment for TX SET is to take the 814_20 to Redline and Baseline this transaction for version 1.5 Emergency
· Change Control 2003_505 
· ACTION ITEM: Assignment for TX SET is to take the 814_20 to Redline and Baseline this transaction for version 1.5 Emergency

· Change Control 2003_507 
· ACTION ITEM: Assignment for TX SET is to take the 814_03 to Redline and Baseline this transaction for version 1.5 Emergency
1.6

Discussion: Should we be writing updated BPOs for version 1.6?  Are there any BPOs that we skipped originally that may now be needed?  It may be beneficial to talk to new market participants (in flight 07003) to see if BPOs were helpful before writing more.  

TX SET reviewed list of transactions to determine which already have BPOs, which BPOs may need updates, and which transactions that do not have BPOs should have one.  Should all transactions have a BPO for consistency, or just those where there has been confusion in the market?  Per TX SET consensus, only need BPOs for clarification.

Action Item: TX SET volunteers will review all transactions to verify that existing BPOs are still valid for v1.6.  If no BPO exists, volunteer will evaluate need and create one, if necessary.  See TX SET Workbook (1.6 Baseline Matrix worksheet) for assignments.  This must be completed by 8/12/03 for discussion/approval at TX SET’s August meeting.  ERCOT will repost these changes (non-functional/BPO only) by 8/22/03.  

1.6 Market Coordination Team

Meeting Date: July 14th 

1.6 Baseline Posted: Repost 8/22/03
Action Items: See Workbook assignments
2.0

Discussion: Version 1.6 baseline will be redlined for v2.0 (to include all MIMO changes) and these must be reviewed by TX SET and posted to the ERCOT web site.  Initial review of the v2.0 redlines will not include updated BPOs.  These will be revised for v2.0 after v1.6 BPOs are approved.

Action Item: Version 2.0 redlines will be distributed to TX SET volunteers by 8/1/03.  Comments will be returned to ERCOT (Suzette Wilburn) by 8/22/03, and v2.0 redlines will be posted on ERCOT website by the end of August 2003 (8/29/03).  

2.0 Market Coordination Team

Meeting Date: July 10th and July 11th 

2.0 Baseline Posted: 8/29/03
Action Items: See Workbook assignments
· The gray box for the REF~2W~MVO on the 814_24 states;

The Current CR must use the new code concurrent with 814_24 Remove Meter Flag (REF~1P~B44) to avoid a re-energization if a CSA exists.
Need clarification on if the REF~2W~MVO segment is required any time a REF~1P~B44 is present on the 814_24, and if so, why.
11:30 am
Discussion Suzette Wilburn-ERCOT
1. Loading NOIE historical usage at ERCOT - exploring which 867 would be best suited for this process

Discussion: Per Suzette Wilburn, ERCOT still has the 867_01 functionality in its system.  The Protocols still reference the 867_01, but it is no longer supported by TX SET.  An alternative would be to have the opt-in entity send twelve 867_03 transactions, one for each of the past twelve months.  ERCOT may need historical data in separate transactions for each month, even if the 867_01 is used, in order to maintain accurate load profiling data.

Action Item: Suzette Wilburn will confirm ERCOT’s requirements with Betty Day for getting a separate historical usage file for each month versus receiving a single 867_01 with usage broken down by month..
2. Pulling approved 1.6 change controls that are gray box changes to system changes change controls that are not part of a release yet.  Please see Warren Duke's email that I forwarded to you.  I've also met with Dave Odle who is in favor of pulling these change controls from the 1.6 release. 

Discussion: Change controls 412, 413, 414, 415 add examples to illustrate changes for change control 400 and 401, which are not being implemented in v1.6.  These changes will be removed from version 1.6 and will be held until future implementation of change controls 400 and 401.

and if time allows, 

3. Getting suggestions on improving the TX SET pages/links on the ERCOT website. 

Discussion: TX SET documents could be better organized to separate v1.5, v1.6, v2.0, etc.  Existing structure of TX SET pages can be confusing.  Any specific suggestions for improving the layout should be submitted to Suzette.  

Action Item: Suzette Wilburn will inquire at ERCOT to see if they have resources available to make any changes to this and to see if a project must be assigned. 

LUNCH  
1:00 PM
Discussion Kathy Scott-CenterPoint Energy
· CenterPoint is currently experiencing several issues and scheduling conflicts all around TDSP construction for move-in transactions.   The TDSP sends back an 814_28 complete unexecuteable with a code of Q001 for Construction required by the TDSP.  This information is sent to CR via ERCOT.  The TDSP is communicating with the customer concerning what is needed to be done to get electrical service. After customer approves work (may require payment before work is started) the TDSP is now scheduling construction, crews and equipment based upon the initial request for service and customer's authorization. The CR is continually sending in MVI transactions for this premise so if the TDSP can return a date of service connection for their retail customer responding on the 814_04.  If construction uncompleted the TDSP continues to send back complete unexecutable for construction required Q001on the 814_28 transaction.  This process may continue for days, weeks, and depending upon the amount of construction required or weather conditions during that time, it maybe months.

   
  Questions:

· Is there anyway that Construction type Turndown codes or code created on a transaction that will queue or hold the MVI for a predetermined number of days similar to Permit situations?

· Is it possible that protocol requirements for Move-In situations that require TDSP construction 814_28 (Q001) be considered an exception and taken out of the TDSP Market Metrics reporting?

· Are there other options that should be considered? Maybe MIMO have considered some already that can be discussed?
	Discussion: This may not be an issue that can be resolved at TX SET.  It may require further investigation and could result in a recommendation being proposed to RMS for a vote.

Action Item: Kathy Scott will schedule a workshop to evaluate this issue.


1:30 PM         
· COMET Update Johnny Robertson-TXU
Discussion: Johnny Robertson presented one of several Visio diagrams (9 total) developed by COMET.  These process flows are based primarily on manual processes using forms and emails for communication of information.  One of the key documents being used in the Texas Metering information (TMI) form.  COMET also has a word document that supplements each Visio diagram, describing each process step-by-step.  These Visios will not be distributed to the market yet, since they are still pending further discussion and approval by COMET.  Once approved by COMET, the Visio diagrams will be posted to the COMET web page.  Per Kathy Scott, COMET is also developing an operating guide for competitive metering.

· TPITF Update Kyle Patrick-Reliant
Discussion: Task force is looking for gaps in protocols in hopes of improving performance of transaction flows, etc.  Currently working on definition of a ‘Business Day’.  They are also evaluating service order process.  One of the duties of the task force is to document what is currently happening.  No action items for TX SET yet, but there may be some in the future.

BREAK

2:00 PM
· We have had a couple new CR's question the structure of the 814 about sending multiple ESI ID's enrollments in one 814_01.  The CR thought they could just send multiple LIN segments for each ESI ID in one 814_01.  We clarified, but in looking thru TX Set (unless I am missing something) I don't see anyplace that clearly says one 814_01 per ESI ID, only one LIN allowed, etc..
Should we look at adding something to the guidelines - this may be in the How To Use Guides.

	Discussion: This is not allowed.  Only one LIN segment should be sent in an 814_01.

Action Item:  Suzette Wilburn and Jennifer Teel will draft a change control to clarify this within a gray box in the Implementation Guide.


· If the TDSP changed the profile to BusDemand from BusNoDemand - Will  they

also send either a meter xchange or MQ updating the meter type.

I know we thought they would send a meter exchange but others said they

would use MQ.

We are working on this change request to use the MQ but my question is -

when they change Load Profiles to either demand or no demand should they

always send either an MQ or MX in this scenario.

	Discussion: Answer is undetermined at this time.  TDSPs will research. Johnny Robertson presented old change request #2001-124, which added an example of a meter change-out in the 814_20 transaction.
Action Item:  TDSPs should research this issue and determine how they are currently dealing with this issue.  TDSPs should be prepared with a recommendation by the August TX SET Meeting.  CRs would like to see one method used by all TDSPs.  CRs should see if they can accept a meter exchange with the same meter number.


· I have a question about daylight savings time.  Specifically, how the data is supposed to be sent when we spring ahead or fall back.  In the 867_03 it states,
 

Daylight Saving Time in the 867 for Interval Data

No special designation is required in LodeStar to indicate the observation of Daylight Savings Time or the return to Standard Time.  LodeStar has no problem accepting the 23 hours of interval data in the Spring and the 25 hours of interval data in the Fall.  It is not necessary to modify the 867_02 and 867_03.  
 

It states that Lodestar doesn't have a problem accepting 23 or 25 hours, but it doesn't state the manner in which the data should be sent.  For example; for fall back we see the following examples being sent: 
 

0015, 0030, 0045, 0100, 0115, 0115, 0130, 0130, 0145, 0145, 0200, 0200, 0215, 0230,
 

0015, 0030, 0045, 0100, 0115, 0130, 0145, 0200, 0215, 0230,
 

0015, 0030, 0045, 0100, 0115, 0130, 0145, 0200, 0115, 0130, 0145, 0200, 0215, 0230
 

What's the acceptable format, and likewise - how should spring ahead look?

	Discussion:  All 3 of the above formats are being used in the market and all are being accepted.  What is the impact of adopting a standard (TDSP programming, ERCOT system changes, CRs programming)?

Action Item: Suzette Wilburn will determine who is having issues with interval data for daylight savings time and how widespread the problem is before a standard is adopted.


2:30 PM
· Discussion Diana Rehfeldt-First Choice
ESI ID changes from a non-IDR meter to an IDR meter and how the 867s are handled for that type of meter change-out

Discussion: Diana created several examples for reporting usage on 867_03 when meter exchange occurred.  During this exercise, a question arose about how change to IDR would be handled.  TX SET consensus is that a change from non-IDR to IDR would need to occur as an ‘on-cycle’ change.  Therefore, no example for this scenario is required.

· Discussion Neil Eddleman-TEAM
Could TX Set add to each of the EDI guides a Table of Contents for ease of use by the market.  This would help the user to quick jump to the section they are looking for.  Let me know your thoughts as time permits.

Discussion: Consensus of TX SET is that there is no value to be added to the Implementation Guides by including a Table of Contents.  This would create unnecessary maintenance of the guides on an ongoing basis.  No action will be taken on this suggestion.
2:45 PM (Addition to the agenda) PRR for section 19 of ERCOT Protocols

Discussion: Johnny Robertson presented proposed changes to section 19 that he and Suzette Wilburn have drafted (see attached document titled ‘Protocols Section 19 06_26_2003.doc’).  Minor modifications were made in the TX SET meeting.

Action Item: PRR will be distributed with the minutes and MPs should review before next TX SET meeting.

3:30 PM
· Update from the 810/867 Workshop 

Discussion: There have been a series of meetings resulting from this workshop.  Next meeting scheduled for 7/29/03 to discuss 824 reject reasons being used to reject 810 and 867 transactions.

· Update from the 810/820 Workshop

Discussion: Change control 2003-531drafted to update gray boxes and BPO to clarify language.  Most other issues were already addressed in the 820 Implementation Guide.  There was one open issue to be referred to RMS: Late payments being charged to CRs for individual invoices when the CR has a credit balance.  The consensus of TX SET is that this is not a TX SET issue.

Action Item: Diana Rehfeldt to present open issue to RMS: Late payments being charged to CRs for individual invoices when the CR has a credit balance.

3:50 PM
· Update from the v1.6 Coordination 

Discussion: The scheduled date for go-live of v1.6 is 12/20/03.  The back-up date is 1/3/04.
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