
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: MCT  Meeting
	Date:  October 23rd, 2006
	Completed by: David Gonzales / Susan Munson

	Attendees:  See MCT Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	1. MCT Meeting

· Reviewed Antitrust Admonition 

· Introductions
· Reviewed current agenda 

2. Update from MCT Meeting 10/3/2006
· Reviewed previous month’s notes.

3. Address Previous Action Items
· Clarification on Use of "Mass Transition Customer" in 814_03 (Market Requirements document, Implementation Guides, etc.)                                                                                                          Comment: When a transaction is sent out it will say “Mass Transition Customer” in the Customer Name field.  When TDSP sends the transaction on they will overlay “Mass Transition Customer” with the actual customer name.  What ERCOT expects in the 814_04 is that customer information be overlaid if available.  Comment:  I don’t think that every TDSP will overlay customer information.  Some TDSPs will send whatever ERCOT sends i.e. “Mass Transition Customer”.                                                     Comment: That will make it tough for CRs.                                                                                 Comment: Even if you get information from the TDSP, you as a CR still want to verify it.  TDSPs may not have current information.                                                                                                             MCT updated the Market Requirements document to agree with what the Market will be doing.  Comment:  No changes to Implementation Guides at this time                                                                                                                                               Question: Do we think we would want to go back in and change it later as a “Clean Up” version 3.0?  Possibly.  
· Allocation of ESI IDs in a mass transition - Clarification of source of load-share data as basis for allocation                                                                                                                                   Question: How will ERCOT know how to allocate to volunteer POLRs vs. non-volunteer POLRs?  Comment: We never talked about how ERCOT will get the numbers for allocation (Load Ratio Share).                                                                                                                                                 Comment: ERCOT thought that the PUCT was going to provide this information to ERCOT.  Comment: The rule says that POLRs have to provide this information to the PUCT and then the PUCT would use this for the calculation.                                                                                          PUCT: We need to check with Legal.  (Follow-up from PUCT:  They will provide ERCOT with the percentages to be used in the calculations).                                                                                                        ERCOT: ERCOT would rather not send all of the data i.e. the entire file.  
· Discuss Appendices F2, F3, F4 (RMG) -  File layouts for Mass Transition ESI ID spreadsheets to POLR CRs.                                                                                                                                     MCT reviewed Appendices F2, F3, F4, F5, F6 and F7.                                                          
Question: Can we live with them as they are or do we need to make changes?  Changes need to be made to Appendix F2 and F3.  Reviewed Appendix F5 “Final Draft Letter to Provider of Last Resort Customers”.  Appendix F5 should be deleted.  
· Any changes needed? – No Change Controls
· Prepare for RMGRR.  This will be written at Texas SET on 10/24.
4. Texas SET 3.0 Project Timeline Update
5. Brainstorming Session:
Production Implementation and Contingency Plans rough drafts
· Pulled information from MIMO and Texas SET

· Shutdown Procedure

· Use of Safety Net-Draft

· High-Level Transaction Shut-Down Timeline

· Note:  Follow same procedures as in previous Shut-Down Timelines similar to implementation to 2.1

· Note: We probably need to review this each meeting to show progress

· Conference Call Times – Draft

· Additional Contingencies

· We will post this as a Key Document for review
6. TTPT Script Sub-team
· Follow-up from 10/16/2006 Meeting
· Brian - Script Subteam met last week in Dallas.  No major road bumps.  Went over ideas on what the scripts would look like.  First Round Scripts were assigned out and examples will be brought back.  No major questions coming out from team so far.

· Would ERCOT provide Mock Data for CRs to test?  No, new CRs will need to figure out how to format files.  ERCOT will provide file layout at Market Orientation for new Market Participants.

· In testing Mass Transition script specific to POLRs, CRs and TDSPs:  Do all MPs have to test or only selected MPs?  Does MCT have any ideas on this question?  Can non-eligible CRs (Small CRs) test for POLR scripts?   It was stated that all eligible POLRs and designated POLRs must test the POLR scripts. 
· Discussed POLR Eligibility rules.  
7. Identify Issues
· Add issues to Issues Log
8. Identify New Action Items and Assignments
· 650_04 , RC004 Reconnect for Denial of Access – use of ‘79’ code.  Am I required to provide a BGN06 with the Transaction ID (BGN02) from the Disconnect transaction if I disconnected Service with a 650_01.?  Bill: I don’t think that we would have to populate.  We will discuss next meeting. 
· Script Subteam – For the 810 and Replacement Code - If usage was not an issue did TDSP have to cancel the 810 and 867?  Answer is ‘Yes’.  MCT has same opinion.  Rebill Code is always 05.  All subsequent rebills are 05s.  
· Action Items – Reviewed and updated MCT Action Items Log.

9. Review Future Meeting Schedule and Agenda Items
· Next Meeting Monday, November 6 @ ERCOT Austin
           Adjourn

	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. CRs and TDSPs to bring back answers to question: Must MPs send the BGN02 from the disconnect transaction in the BGN06 on the 650_04 (Reconnect for Denial of Service)?
2.  ERCOT to review possibility of sending limited customer billing contact info file to TDSPs during mass transition (i.e. customer name and phone number).Write change control for 814_03 gray box language for N1 Customer name segment to be considered after Texas SET 3.0.

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


