
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: MCT  Meeting
	Date:  October 3rd, 2006
	Completed by: Susan Munson / David Gonzales

	Attendees:  See MCT Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	1. MCT Meeting

a. Reviewed Antitrust Admonition 

b. Introductions
c. Reviewed current agenda 

2. Update from MCT Meeting 9/11/2006
· Reviewed previous month’s notes.

3. Address Previous Action Items
· Customer Billing File
· RMGRR042 data transport method – conveyed to the group the changes made and approved to RMGRR042 from 9/13/2006 RMS.  These changes were to include CD, Secure FTP, and NAESB as acceptable file transfer methods for the Customer Billing Information file.                                  
· Acceptable error threshold for Customer Billing File – At what level of errors will CRs request a new file?  What is the acceptable threshold before requesting a new file?                        Question from MCT: Can we make a CR resend a new file?                                           Response:  Not sure that there is a number.  Would like to see what level of accuracy we have once the process has started.  If automated process has 10 errors then because data is being brought from the same database then the same 10 errors will reoccur (i.e. bad service address, bad zip code, etc.).                                                                                                                          There is not consensus among CRs as to what is acceptable.  We would like to go through a couple of iterations and see what level of errors we actually have.  We will not state a specific threshold for errors and will treat this as a “one off” situation with individual Market Participants.                                                                                                                           Question:  Will the information presented to the PUCT be also reported to the MPs.       Response:  The MPs will get a file back providing the same information.                            Question:  Is ERCOT using a specific date to report?                                                       Response:  ERCOT is considering running a query the first business day of each month.  It might make sense to send MPs exactly what is sent to the PUCT.      
· Review redline changes to Market Requirements document since last MCT meeting
· Reporting of POLR Customer Class –                                                                                    Change: POLR class will be available via TML VS ERCOT pushing out a report. 
· Appendix B – Added file layouts that ERCOT will send out.
· Date of file submission was added to what ERCOT will report to PUCT on twice a year report.
· It is possible that a gaining CR could receive multiple spreadsheet of ESIIDs during a Mass Transition.  In past Mass Transitions, not all ESIIDs may have been caught because of changes to ESIIDs during the Mass Transition process.  As information is changed/updated, new spreadsheet will be created until all changes have been captured.                                             Comment: If a REP receives voluntary ESIIDs to take 1000 and leftovers go to remaining CRs I may get a list of voluntary ESIIDs and then a new list for ESIIDs that a CR may get as non-voluntary ESIIDs.                                                                                                             Comment:  If ESIID need to be added or subtracted, it may not be a complete new list but rather only a list of the additions or subtractions.                                                                                  ERCOT response: Yes, it would only be the ESIIDs in changes.                                           Comment: This would be independent of a customer list.  Suggest adding a statement that “stragglers” would be picked up on a subsequent list.                                                              Question:  If ERCOT never got through volunteer Reps, the process would be repeated until volunteers were maxed and then ESIIDs would be assigned to non-volunteers for the duration of the transition.  The process will be run daily.                                                               
· Mass Transition Change Control
· F2, F3 and F4
· Texas SET 3.0 Change Control 2006-692 – discovered by ERCOT developer that in the Implementation Guide for 814_14 POLR Customer Class was captured correctly; however, it needs to be added to the Change Control.  

· On Change Control 2006-692 – Discovered that we are missing the 814_05 transaction from the section on using the REF~7G with ‘017’ reject code.  Discussed “work around” solution to use ‘A13’ reject code.  Change Control 2006-692 will not be changed.
· Change Control 2006-691 – A disconnect and reconnect should be sister transactions when a denial of access has taken place.  These should match when these are sister transactions.  The BGN06 should match the disconnect.  RC001, RC002 or RC004 use the same BGN02 from the original.                                                                                                                                     Discussed access to the meter in order to effectuate a Move In.  Denial of Access - the Move In resets the counter.  If changes are not made to make the meter accessible there will be a reject for “denial of access”.  The reason that “Denial of Access” was created was for the TDSPs to get Meter Reads.  A DC004 from the CR expects an RC004 from the CR.  In order for the TDSP to get service back for the customer the BGN02 from the originating transaction is needed.  The DC004 and RC004 are “stand alone” transactions.                                          Comment: This is a very rare scenario so we move on.  No change to the grey box needed.       
· 650_01 Reconnect Issue
· Discuss ideas for solution, existing “pain points”  Discussed scenario:  Send in standard then send in the priority.  Reject the priority because one is already pending and cancel the standard.  This is consistent with three TDSPs and will be consistent with fourth TDSP next year.  We need to discuss submitting an update on the 650.  Do we want to see this on 3.0 or put off until the next release?                                                                                                                                      Comment: If TDSP gets it that day they will work it that day or the next day.  Even the standard.  If sent in as standard you may want to keep it a standard.
Lunch

4. Change Controls

· New Emergency Change Controls? None.
5. TX SET 3.0 Project Timeline Update

6. Draft Production Implementation and Contingency Plans
· Move to next MCT meeting

7. Recommendations to TTPT Script Sub-team
· Suggestions for Test scripts needed
· Reviewed Draft Test Script Recommendation list.  Request for additional requirements thought of by MPs.                                                                                                                            PRR672 – discussion on many CRs not using codes proper use of priority codes.             Comment: This would be better handled as an educational item.  Need to mention in ERCOT 101 and Flight Testing Orientation.                                                                                                             Market Requirements Document review -                                                                         Question: Does Mass Transition Detailed Requirements require testing?  What is the level of detail needed?                                                                                                                             Response: Need MCT recommendation on whether it needs to be tested.  It would be great to have a Mass Transition “checklist”.                                                                                          Question:  If CR not eligible to be an involuntary Rep would they be required to go through these tests?                                                                                                                               Response: Per MCT we have drafted language for this scenario.  Per MCT, not sure it is ERCOT’s responsibility to determine who is eligible to be a volunteer.                                          Comment: The Flight Administrator and TTPT determine what testing is required.                          
· Provided scenarios and expected results for each test script recommendation.
8. Identify Issues

· Add Issues to Issues Log
9. Identify New Action Items and Assignments

10. Review Future Meeting Schedule and Agenda Items
           Adjourn



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. Bring back the file layout of the Mass Transition spreadsheet provided to the gaining CR with possible classifications to include Customer Class and CR Status. 
2. Confirm if this information needs to be included in the Retail Market Guide.

3. Will ERCOT supply mock data to new CRs for testing of customer billing contact information file, if so this needs to be documented in the requirements document.

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	












































