
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: TX SET Meeting
	Date:  June 7, 2006
	Completed by: Susan Munson

	Attendees:  See TX SET Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	1.   Mass Transition – Long Term Solution

· Continued review from yesterday’s meeting of Implementation Guide changes submitted to the group.  Made additional changes as needed. 
· POLR Rule Update
· The new POLR rule will not get approved today; it is estimated that it will be approved by June 29. 
·  In addition, the PUCT has changed the rule for a June 1, 2007 implementation. 
· The issue of the Customer Information Repository (CIR) was raised.  ERCOT requirements – does that rule imply that ERCOT will hold the data.  ERCOT creates the process, periodically tests the process, and is responsible for holding the data.  Catherine Meiners asked if ERCOT may use a third party to store the data.   Lauren Damen responded that the POLR states that ERCOT just has responsibility to hold it.  This implies ERCOT may outsource the data storage.  Rob said we shouldn’t wait until the rule is adopted to get the Customer Information Plan in place.  Further discussion is tabled until the June 26, 27 meeting.
· Cary Reed expressed concern that AEP cannot commit to having Terms & Conditions (Ts&Cs) and Mass Transition in place by June 1, 2007.  Kathy Scott recommended market participants comment on this to PUCT.  Cary mentioned that the TDSPs filed comments with PUCT requiring calendar day instead of business day.  What are the impacts if this is changed to proposed long-term Mass Transition process? 
· Texas Test Plan Team (TTPT) agreed at their meeting last week that flight testing for this combined project will be during Flight 0407 with Day 1 transactions beginning April 16.  This flight test schedule will be voted on at RMS next week.   
     2.   Terms and Conditions

· TCTF Action Items for Texas SET
· Group discussion on Terms &  Conditions - POLR Rule Reference 4.8.3 - Modify 810_02 existing “05” Replacement code to allow for a new provision from Texas SET action items spreadsheet.
· Discussed Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.3.4 - Is a new reject code necessary to reject off cycle fee.  CRs will evaluate need for new reject code prior to TX SET meeting.  Rob Bevill’s group agreed that no new reject code is needed.

· Discussed Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.4.3 - Do we need a reject code when a re-bill comes in greater than 150 days?  Note:  5 day reject rule applies.  Rob Bevill’s group agreed that no new reject code is needed.

· Terms & Conditions - POLR Rule Reference 4.3.7 - will look at the Implementation Guide for potential transaction flow and grey box changes for the 814_PC process.  Johnny Robertson deleted verbiage regarding CRs who have chosen Options 2 and 3 in header section of the 814_PC.  The group made further changes indicating use of this transaction by TDSPs to update customer information.
· Terms and Conditions - POLR Rule Reference 4.4.5 - Review the 820 Implementation guide for conformity with the rule.  Johnny Robertson added verbiage on the 820_02 regarding the receipt of remittance advice and payment; both of these must be received to consider payment being received. 
· Additional Action Items from TCTF
· 867 counter reporting: (counter will report consecutive estimates until an actual read is obtained).

· number of denial of access estimates 

· number of non-denial for access

· Reason for that months estimate

· If a door hanger was left - Yes/No Indicator
Discussion surrounding if this is a counter and how will consecutive occurrences be noted.  Diana Rehfeldt, Bill Reily, and Johnny Robertson will create a strawman 867 redline for this.  TDSPs need to figure out the codes.
· 650 codes
· 650_01 CR Request Disconnect for Denial of Access

· 650_01 CR Request Reconnect for Denial Access following customer’s resolution of the problem (new code should also allow CR to reconnect even if TDSP initiated disconnect due to access issue)

· 650_02 TDSP response to Disconnect for Denial of Access

· 650_02 TDSP response to Reconnect for Access Issue Resolved
Cary Reed, Rob Bevill, Kyle Patrick, and Suzette Sondag to work on these codes. Reason codes for estimated reads will be assigned to Bill Reily, Kathy Scott, and Alan Burke.
· Adding codes for Chapter 6 SAC codes in 810
· Kyle Patrick stated there should be no impact of Safety Net workgroup under TCTF to Texas SET.
· Group discussion on Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.8.3 - Modify 810_02 existing “05” replacement code to allow for a new provision from Texas SET action items spreadsheet.
· Discuss and/or assign changes to Implementation Guides

· Develop Issue Document for Ts Cs
3. Review Updated CBA for Texas SET 3.0 project
· Elizabeth Mansour went through the modified and new assumptions in the CBA.
· Restated the Action Item from yesterday’s meeting for Kathy Scott to make sure the costs for Terms and Conditions are discussed at the Terms Conditions Taskforce (TCTF) meeting on Monday, June 12 and Tuesday, June 13.
· A few more modifications to assumptions were made.
4. Issue Update

· 867_03 Guide - MEA in PTD*IA loop (reported by Lisa Numrich) 
· Issue was discussed and will be resolved with a change control to correct examples 6 and 11 in the 867_03 Implementation Guide

· 814_05, 867_03, 814_20 unmetered (reported by Connie Hermes)
· Free-form light description on 814_05 or 814_20 is being validated against 867_03 free-form light description by STEC’s EDI vendor.  If these 3 descriptions don’t match, transactions are being rejected.  Should this be a validation point?  The group agreed that since this is free-form field and each TDSP can enter it slightly differently, it should not be validated.
5. Review Outstanding TX SET Action Items
· 814_20s with Rate Change (2 digits to 8) – follow-up
Bill Reily will present an update at RMS next week.  Their rate change will be significant to them but they have some new options to resolve this issue.  The problem of large volumes of 814_20s still exists; TXU ED will recommend putting together a task force to review this issue.  Cary Reed asked if the new TIBCO system will solve this problem.  Catherine Meiners stated that we will be reviewing that.  Kathy Scott wants to ensure that ERCOT subject matter experts are included on the task force.  

· 814_20 issue - incomplete meter information (discussed at last meeting) follow-up
Kathy Scott reported that Centerpoint tested the recommended solution of using the dummy information and all validation passed.  This issue will need an associated change control to be written.
6.  Check Point

· Action Items for next meeting. 

· Any New Business for Next Meeting?
· Change control call June 27 9:30 a.m.

· Issue Requiring TX SET Discussion:  Moving Retail Customer away from POLR in a timely manner – could this process be as fast as they were transitioned to POLR?  Agenda Item for June 26, 27 meeting

· Determine process of assigning ESI IDs to POLRs – depends on possibility of new customer class – commissioners want to do CBA on 3 classes vs. 4 classes
· Review the POLR rule – it will be on the PUCT agenda for June 20 
· Customer Information Repository (CIR)


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. Kathy Scott and Rob Bevill to write up
· Change Control document for Mass Transition 
· Issue document for Terms and Conditions

· Change Control document for Term and Conditions

2. TX SET Leadership will arrange a meeting with RMS leadership to discuss the following    issues identified by TX SET: 

1)      Customer Information Repository 
a.      Draft POLR rule requires a CIR at ERCOT by June 1, 2007 
b.      Should we try to add this to TX SET 3.0? 
2)      Will certain CRs be exempt from developing/testing to be a POLR? 
a.      If so, how do develop the criteria? 
3)      Do we need an RMS vote on the Roles and Responsibilities document for the MCT? (time permitting)  We would like to add the MCT (and the R&R doc) to the RMS webpage in the list of Supporting Groups.

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	












































