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Meeting Notes

PRR Draft
· MTTF reviewed and revised the language proposed for the new PRR that will be submitted to RMS and then PRS.  The new PRR will contain language outlining a Mass Drop process that will be implemented in the long term.
· Language was deleted that would allow a CR not involved in a Maas Drop as designated in the PRR language to use the suggested language as a tool to transfer a large number of their customers to another CR.
· Language was added to reference the work currently in progress at the PUCT concerning the POLR rule “Or as provided in applicable PUCT Rules and Regulations”.

· TXU Electric Delivery Debbie McKeever commented that in her conversations with End Users they were concerned about transitions to the POLRs.
· Placed an item on the Parking Lot concerning the use of this process for Mass Transitions occurring for reasons other than default.  It was later determined that this subject was out of scope for the task force at this time.
· Cary Reed focused the group on CR to CR transitions resulting from a default.
· Lauren Damen of the PUCT mentioned that the PUCT Substantive rule 25.493 (e) directed ERCOT to develop a procedure for Mass Transitions of large quantities of customers for reasons other than a default.
· 15.1.2.9 will contain the Mass Drop language 

· 15.1.2.10 will contain the language for the Customer Information Repository (CIR).

· The information in the CIR will be utilized by ERCOT during a Mass Drop.

· Suzette Wilburn added language from the Drop to AREP section of the ERCOT Protocols Section 15 and revised it to fit the Mass drop language.  This allowed the Mass Drop language to better fit the format of Section 15.

RMGRR Draft

· The RMGRR language draft that was distributed by Charlie Bratton was reviewed extensively during this meeting.
· CRs, TDSPs and ERCOT participated in the exchange of ideas.
· Highlights of the revisions included:
· Adding definitions for terms used in the RMGRR (Requested Date, Applicable Legal Authority, etc)
· Added language to the appropriate section of he draft to capture the requirement for all parties to work together when resolving exceptions
· Formatting and grammar correction
· Clarified the requirement for ERCOT to request that POLRs send MVIs to replace the one canceled by ERCOT from the Losing REP
· Clarified the Language directing ERCOT to Cancel MVO to CSA transactions that result in the Losing CR gaining a CSA account

· Changes were made to reflect what the Market direction is for ERCOT to handle Pending Transactions  
· Language was added to shorten the project length to no longer than five Retail Business days which includes two Retail Business days for the TDSP's to perform a system sync with the information provided in the list generated by ERCOT on the EDI ID's associated with the defaulting CR., 1 Retail Business day for ERCOT to generate the switch request and 2 Retail Business days for the TDSP to complete the switch request.
