	TX SET Issue Tracking Request Form 


	TX SET Issue Tracking Number:
	2006-I024

	 Issue Status:
	Withdrawn

	Last Modification Date:
	07/27/2006

	Retail Assignment Request Number:
	


	ISSUE SUBMITTER SECTION:

	Submitter Name:
	Submitting Company Name:  
	Date of Submission:

	 Suzette M. Wilburn
	ERCOT
	01/23/2006

	Submitter’s E-Mail Address:
	Phone Number:  
	Affected Transaction(s):

	swilburn@ercot.com 
	512-740-9447
	867_04

	Issue Statement:  (Short description of issue)

	 Add clarification to the reject codes used by ERCOT


	Operational/System Impact: (What is the issue doing to your system and/or operations)

	

	Market Impact: (What is the issue doing to others)

	Knowing the RDF 824 reject was sent by ERCOT on an 867_04 may affect how TDSPs handle the correction



	Desired Outcome: (What do you expect to change)

	 Gray box clarification to the RDF reject code to indicate it is used by ERCOT only on 867_04s.  




	TX SET DISCUSSION SECTION:

	Date of TX SET Discussion:
	Change Control Created (Y/N):
	Change Control Tracking Number:

	 
	
	

	Discussion/Revision History:
	Referred to TX SET Subteam (Y/N):  
	

	 01.26.06: TDSPs commented that when/if ERCOT rejects a future dated 867_04 they do not have the ability to regenerate the initial meter read.  In the past they have never allowed 867_04s to be rejected, and if the meter read was wrong it would be corrected on the 867_03 monthly usage.  If ERCOT is rejecting 867_04 initial meter reads, the TDSPs are not resending because they can’t, and as a result the service order in ERCOT’s system and the CRs system is not getting completed.
Would like ERCOT to find out:  
1. What are the impacts to our systems (Siebel/Lodestar) when a future dated initial meter read is received

	Recommended Resolution:

	 07/27/06:   Investigation found that issue was very small volume and appeared to involve only one TDSP.   At this time the recommendation from TX SET is this would be withdrawn by submitter – Suzette Sondag (Wilburn) 



