
AGENDA

March 16th & 17th

 2005

Centerpoint Energy

1111 Louisiana Street 

Houston, Texas
Day1

TX SET
 
10:00 AM 
Kyle Patrick-Reliant Energy
· Dial Up Information


Houston Local:  (713) 207-8550

Long Distance:  (888) 896-0305

Password: 352719
· Introductions

· Approval of February Minutes (Y) approved as written
· Antitrust Admonition

ERCOT strictly prohibits market participants and their employees who are participating in ERCOT activities from using their participation in ERCOT activities as a forum for engaging in practices or communications that violate the antitrust laws.  The ERCOT Board has approved guidelines for members of ERCOT Committees, subcommittees and working Groups to be reviewed and followed by each market participant attending ERCOT meetings.  If you have not received a copy of these Guidelines, please send an email to Brittney Albracht balbracht@ercot.com to receive a copy.
10:15

RMS Update

· FasTrak Project

FasTrak project proposed utilizing TX SET for the life of the project.  Members discussed and it was determined that the FasTrak project will remain it’s own team.  They will try to schedule the meetings close to TX SET or DEWG Market Meetings in Austin. 
· IDR Removal Issue (PWG)

The newly approved protocol revision (PRR479) does not contain specific market guidelines around how to handle the switching of a IDR to a NIDR meter.  Kathy Scott brought the market gap to RMS to be addressed by TX SET and PWG.  OPUC has expressed an interest in ensuring this issue is addressed appropriately so as not to negatively affect the Retail Customer.  There is a meeting scheduled for March 21st and the meeting will be independent of both the TX SET and PWG working groups.  

· NEC reject for disconnected Premise (Disconnect Reconnect TF)

Nueces Electric performs a disconnect for non-payment.  Another CR acquires about the customer and submits a SWITCH.  Decision made to send a complete unexecutable for the SWITCH since the ESIID is de-energized, however an 814_28 ‘09’ cannot be sent on a SW.  Instead Nueces will send an 814_04 reject with an A13 code indicating that the SWITCH cannot be completed because the premise is de-energized.  This process exists in the updated version of Disconnect/Reconnect Guide for MOU/EC, which will be added to the Retail Market Guide

(AI):  CC to create a new code to be added to the 814_04 for MOU/EC TDSPs to use when rejecting these Switches under the Disconnect for Non-Payment condition. 

(AI):  Eloise Flores to bring the decision to use this process to the next V2.1 Market Coordination Team meeting in April.  MCT will decide on whether it will get added to version 2.1 Requirements document.
10:45

TX SET Discussion

· CC2004-576  

· There is a discrepancy in the interpretation of this change control and the changes required for the 814_20.
ERCOT requested confirmation from the group that everyone agreed the meter multiplier, number of dials, and meter type would be required any time an NM101=MQ, or an 814_20 is sent to update a meter attribute.  

(AI): Charlie Bratton will check with Johnny Robertson, the author of the Change Control, on whether the intent is really to require the meter multiplier, number of dials, and meter type any time there is a meter attribute change, or if they should only be sent when that particular attribute is changing.  

11:15

TX SET Discussion
· V2.1 Redline Assignment Review
Issue:  What date will be used on the Move-Out (MVO) request when the TDSP sends a 650_04 for facilities have been removed.  The suspension date segment in the 650_04 says that it isn’t used when the BGN08=R8.  A new CC would be required to modify the DTM~215 segment to send it on a Terminate 650_04.  Currently TDSPs log FasTrak issues with the specific backdated date the meter was removed for the CR to use in the 814_24.   Availability needs to be there for TDSPs to send the date if it is available, however this would require CRs to not perform TX SET validation on the DTM~215 in order for this to occur.  

(AI):  TX SET will let Market Coordination Team (MCT) know of the date gap that exists in this process for documentation in the V2.1 Requirements Document. 

Issue:  Can the CR accept a cancel on an R8 650_04?  There is nothing that says the TDSP can’t send a cancel on a 650_04; however, the CR may have already sent the 814_24 to ERCOT to start the process of getting the Customer Moved Out at the Premise.  The TDSP is not going to know that the MVO request is associated to the 650_04, unless the Customer was at the premise to indicate so.  

(AI):  With V2.1 TDSPs may be sending 650_04 cancel on an R8.  TX SET will let MCT know for documentation in the V2.1 Requirements Document

Issue:  CC2004-676 was written to remove the Business Process Overview (BPO) from the 824.  It was submitted in December, but withdrawn instead of tabled to make a few minor wording changes.  It was resubmitted in January, with the expectation of approval for V2.1, but ended up being approved for a future implementation.  The BPO contains wording that contradicts the 5 business day rule that was put into effect for CRs to use the 824.  

(AI):  TX SET will bring CC2004-676 up on the March Call, to let the Market know that the CC will be brought up officially on the April TX SET call for approval back into V2.1.  

Issue:  CC2003-503 adds the replacement code to the 810_02.  There are a few areas within the CC that require clarification in how the ‘05’ replacement code is sent found in the BIG08 data field.  

(AI):  CC2003-503 will be brought up on the March 30, 2005 CCCC to briefly review the changes discussed to the change control.  TX SET will have an emergency change control call in March to discuss the updates made to CC2003-503.  The emergency call will take place on March 30th.  

12:30

Lunch

1:00

…Continued TX SET Discussion

· V2.1 Redline Assignments Review

· NEXT STEPS

1:30

TX SET Discussion

· Updates to Swimlanes

· Need to review all swimlanes to ensure compliancy with TX SET V2.1
(AI): ERCOT will review the existing swimlanes and identify any that need to be updated with V2.1 changes.  Will also get in touch with Bernie Dawson to verify whether he is working on the MOU/EC swimlanes.  This analysis will be brought back to TX SET  at the April TX SET meeting.  

2:45

Direct Energy – Chuck Moore

· Direct Energy is receiving 867_03 unmetered usage (street lights) with negative values.  There are no guidelines in the 867_03 to indicate that negative usage is not to be sent.  TX SET discussed whether this was a market issue or an issue between two companies.  Research will be performed by the two companies involved to determine if it is truly a market wide issue.  

3:00

TX SET Discussion

· Review Protocols, Section 19

· Redline any updates necessary for TX SET V2.1 Compliance

(AI): Suzette Wilburn and Kathy Scott will draft up redlines of proposed changes to Section 19 for the team to review at the April TX SET meetings.  
4:00 

Meeting Schedule 

· April – AEP’s offices in Corpus Christi: 4/5 & 4/6

· May – Entergy in New Orleans: 5/17 & 5/18
· June – Reliant in Houston: 6/21 & 6/22
· July – Direct Energy / AEP in Tulsa: 7/19 & 7/20
· August – TXU in Dallas: 8/16 & 8/17 

· September – ERCOT in Austin: 9/20 & 9/21
· October – CenterPoint in Houston: 10/18 & 10/19
4:30 

Adjourn 

Day2 

TX SET

9:00

Tom Baum – ERCOT 

· Change Control Conference Call

· Dial Up Information

Houston Local:  (713) 207-8550

Long Distance:  (888) 896-0305

Password: 352719

CC2005-686:  Add text to the 814_24 REF~1P segment gray box that states CRs use of ‘B44’ code will bypass the CSA agreement at ERCOT when one exists.  This change control is being submitted as a result of V2.1 Requirement 26 discussed at the February 2005 TX SET Meeting.  This change allows ERCOT the ability to bypass the current CSA Agreement when receiving an 814_24 MVO with a Remove Meter Segment (REF~1P~B44).  This is to prevent ERCOT from creating a Move-In (MVI) Request in the event of a Continuous Service Agreement (CSA) that may exist.   Upon receipt of the 814_24 Move-Out transaction that includes the REF~1P~B44 segment, ERCOT will pass the 814_24 Move-Out to the TDSP with the REF~1P~B44 Remove Meter segment.

TX SET Discussion:  Approved for V2.1
CC2005-687:  In the MOU/EC process for establishing a CSA ERCOT needs an NFI reject code to respond back to any 814_18s sent while the first 814_18 is pending.  This change control is to add ‘NFI’ to the list of acceptable reject codes 
TX SET Discussion:  TX SET does not agree that this is an emergency CC.  The process is not broken, because the A13 code can be used.  Approved for Future Implementation 

Tabled CCs:

CC2004-671:  Update the 814_09 REF~1P gray box to clarify it is used unless it is missing or contains invalid data elements in the 814_08. 

TX SET Discussion:  Withdrawn
CC2004-682:  Market participants operating in the Texas Market do not use the REF~PR and REF~NH on the 814_04, 814_05, 814_14, 814_20 or 814_22 and therefore recommend removing this segment from the transactions.  

TX SET Discussion:  Further discussion determined that the CC should have not been written to include the rate class.  Additionally, Rate class and Rate Subclass are both used in the MOU/EC territory.  Reporting has to be made at the subclass level, their revenue class.  Connie Hermes noted that in the IOU territory the Rate class and Rate Subclass are also sent on the 810_02, so they have another means of obtaining that information.  The MOU/EC TDSPs do not have a way to get this information other than the 814 series.  Withdrawn.
 

Requesting Nullification:

CC2004-647:  Add clarity on the ANSI definition of Alpha numeric is the 52 upper and lower case letters in the English alphabet.  TX SET requires that all alphas be Upper case which limits this to 26 characters, which does not include the use of the special characters above letters such as ~, or `, etc

TX SET Discussion:  Nullified

CC2004-651:  Add new reject reason code of “IMN” to REF~7G segment for “Invalid Membership Number or ID” to be used in MOU/EC market

TX SET Discussion:  Nullified

CC2004-666:  Add a new TED02 code, ‘IMN’, to the TED segment for an MOU/EC to use when rejecting an 810_03 CR invoice.  MCTDSP must be able to reject an invoice if there is no membership ID or there is no ID match with current MOU/EC accounts.

TX SET Discussion:  Nullified

Additional Change Controls addressed:

CC2004-676:  Written to remove the BPO from the 824.  Original CC was withdrawn in December for wording edits.  It was brought back in  January for V2.1 approval, but was approved for Future Implementation.  It’s been determined that text in the 824 BPO contains inconsistency with the V2.1 guidelines for using the 824 and because of this needs to be brought up on an emergency CC call for V2.1 implementation.  

V2.1 Requirement Questions:

In the situation where a MVO with a 2MR code is submitted on a Critical Load ESIID what does the market expect to take priority?  TX SET members at the meeting believe that Critical Load takes priority over the 2MR code.  Kathy Scott inquired as to whether this exception should be documented in Protocols with the second Move-out process that is documented in Section 15.  

(AI): Kathy Scott will take this information to MCT for clarification

10:00

TX SET Discussion 

· Testing Requirements for MCT
· TX SET will take the first round of identifying testing requirements to be handed off to MCT and discussed at April 7th MCT meeting in Corpus. 

This Agenda Item will be brought up at the April TX SET meetings.  
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