ISSUE FOR

RMS CONSIDERATION

SUBMITTED BY:  __James Cohea (ERCOT)_______05-03-2004_______

SCENARIO/SITUTATION:  Brief description of how the issue would occur

During the reconciliation of LSE Relationship Data Extract Variances, ERCOT requests the TDSP provide REP-of-Record information where a change the TDSP approves creates a de-energized period which coincides with usage. The current process utilizes the spreadsheet and FasTrak issue of the original DEV issue as the media for the TDSP to inform ERCOT of the other REP-of-Record.  

The following policy is excerpted from the current DEV Users Manual (Underline added for emphasis)

4.5  For LSE Variances, analysis will be performed to inform MPs whether the LSE relationship changes will result in a de-energized period coinciding with usage in ERCOT system. If usage is loaded in ERCOT systems, all parties must recognize the effect on Unaccounted for Energy (UFE). Per RMS decision on 8/14/2003, the TDSP is required to inform ERCOT as to Rep of Record during a period of time if a de-energized period will be created due to a change approved through the Data Extract Variance process.  The TDSP should use the column ‘Service History with DUNS for Affected Period’ within ERCOT’s Analysis section in the uploaded LSE Variance spreadsheet.  ERCOT will maintain a list of ESI IDs where an LSE relationship change results in usage loaded with no REP liability assigned.   
ISSUE/PROBLEM:  Brief, concise explanation of what the issue is and the basis for the RMS decision/recommendation.

During the Market call to approve version 6.0 of the DEV Users Manual, one TDSP raised the concern that they would like to get RMS OK on this process as they believe it may be in conflict with customer protection rules.  The main concern being that the CR submitting the issue would then know the other CR that is going to be associated to the ESI ID.  ERCOT stated they would prefer the policy remain in place as it had been there prior to this revision and the issue be presented to RMS for review and direction.  A few other Market Participants stated they also prefer the policy remain the same. 

PROPOSED SOLUTION:  Describe “long term” option or alternative to resolve the above defined issue.  Include responsibilities of each market participant, e.g., ERCOT, TDSP, CR.  

ERCOT proposes the RMS support the current DEV policy because:

1) It expedites the reconciliation of DEV Issues without creating additional FasTrak issues.

2) The gaining CR is being adequately notified via the direction RMS provided ERCOT that is captured in the following DEV policy.  

4.6 ERCOT will notify affected CRs, via an email to the Data Extract Variance primary contact, when a TDSP approves a change to an ESI ID relationship when the change affects another market participant other than the submitting party.  It will be the CR’s responsibility to update their systems accordingly. 
3) This process aligns somewhat with the inadvertent process which allows for CRs knowing other CR ownership of a specific ESI ID.

INTERMEDIATE/TEMPORARY WORKAROUND:  If necessary, provide an  “temporary” solution that could be utilized until the “long term” solution can be implemented.  

None required if RMS has no issues with the current DEV policy.  
