
	

	Event Description: DEWG – Un-Retire ESI ID Discussion
	Date: September 15, 2005
	Completed by: Jlavas & KBrink

	Attendees: See official DEWG notes for September

	Summary of Event

	Un-Retire ESI IDs – Zach Collard

· BReily – Understanding is that the end user is stuck and there is no way to do a MVI or MVO?  They can not switch b/c in ERCOTs systems they do not exist.  ERCOT will not accept a transaction on the premise.  

· What about settlement implications?  Usage transactions are still being sent but they are not being included in settlement b/c they are retired.  They are impacting UFE b/c they are not being included in the aggregation process.

· ZCollard – so far there has been no concern about settling for days back in time as a result of this.  JA: That was not the intention to do.

· What restitution do Mps have when they disagree with ERCOT Legal interpretation of the Protocols?  3 Options:  Emergency form on the PUCT website.  Submit a PRR or ADR resolution.

· THailu:  Clean up efforts for a PRR are typically from a point in time forward.  Would this PRR have to stipulate it covers past data?  YES – the documentation would have to be there to support it with statements sating it has to be corrected historically.

· MWalters – If the DEV process gives “authority” to fix out of sync conditions, couldn’t we just fix this?  NO – not when it contradicts Protocols.

· We are currently aware of only 7 ESI IDs in this effort.  

· For inactive dates that are incorrect, TDSPs can file a #7 DEV issue to get these back in synch.

· One of the suggested ways for correcting is to establish a new ESI ID for the premise.

· Preventative Measures

· ERCOT preventative measures were put in early last year…ERCOT will reject an 814_20 retire transaction if the transaction is not De-Energized

· CNP validations – they do now have measures all though with manual processes, issues could still occur.

· TNMP – currently can not send a retire on an ESI that is not de-energized all though could also force a manual EDI file out the door.

· AEP – also a manual process to retire there but not sure what all validations are.  BGross questioned if  we were correct in that most of these are market open issue – YES

· TXUED – can also create an issue with manual intervention and need to look back at their systems for some more analysis. 

· Can ERCOT also manually retire where this could be an issue with ERCOT?  All identified are systematic however we do also have manual updatest hat can occur but we have a further check between Siebel and L* where we could identify that there was a discrepancy.

· We all have preventative measures so we need to also discuss going forward in case something does go out the door into prodiction.

· Would need to implement both the PRR and the DEV manual language change.

· CNP provided suggested language changes that were submitted as a PRR.

Not withstanding the foregoing, In those situations where an ESI ID has been incorrectly placed into an inactive status and upon notification from the TDSP, ERCOT shall reinstate the ESI ID for that SDP.

Also struck the last sentence of 15.4.1.3 

· Will usage be loaded?  We will discuss this a little later in the presentation options, but ERCOT will not load the data, the TDSP will need to resend the 867s.  Our expectation is that transactions would flow to get this back in synch.  TDSPs would need to not populate the N1SJ if they do not wish for the CRs to receive the forwarded transaction.

· Issues with Global Processing ID – you can also re-process the originally rejected 867s with the same Global ID so that they match the billing transactions.   If the REP history is set, the data will forward in the 727 format.

· DEWG will sponsor a PRR to take to the next COPs meeting.  See language above

· Please refer to documentation to view the available options on the DEV issue.

· Option 1 – the LSE would not receive the 727 data.  They would also not risk being settled on default profile.

· Option 2 – 727 is available but you may be settled on the default profile.

· Option 3 – case by case variance option.  ERCOT will not manage the process by which you submit transactions.  CR & TDSP work it out and inform ERCOT.



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	October meeting – MPs come back ready to make a decision on the options
November meeting – MPs and ERCOT work on redlining the DEV manual to include a resolution for this issue.

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	












































