
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: MCT  Meeting
	Date:  February 21, 2007
10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
	Completed by: David Gonzales / Sandra Tindall

	Attendees:  See MCT Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	1. MCT Meeting
· Antitrust Admonition - reviewed
· Introductions 
· Update from MCT meeting 

· Reviewed items from January 24, 2007 MCT Meeting
2. Address Action Items from Previous Meetings and New Questions

· Follow-up from DOA (Denial of Access) conference call:  Counters in re-billed 867_03 when re-bill is an Actual and previous 867_03 was an estimate

· If a rep requests a reread (considered an off-cycle read) after a DOA results in an estimated meter read?
· TXU ED resets the counter if they can get an actual read for an off cycle meter read.  
· CNP, AEP & TNMP do not reset counter if meter is accessible for the off cycle read.  
· Inadvertent Gain ESI IDs

· Moved to TX SET agenda on Thursday – ESIIDs and Inadvertent Gains with CRs that have defaulted.  
3. Change Controls

· New Emergency Change Controls 

· No new emergency change controls
4. Review Redlined Market Requirements Document

· Reviewed the Market Requirements and made necessary changes.  

· Mass transition timelines were added as appendix
· Based on emergency change control conference call, added requirement 24
· Currently the PER IC name element is a required.
5. Identify Issues 
· Add Issues to Issue Log

· Reviewed issues – changes made and status updated
· New Issues added to log
· In the event of a Mass Transition, is there a possibility of receiving a backdated switch request?  This could only happen if there is a major system outage at ERCOT.  This will not be the normal situation.  Date used is T +2. 

· What is the NAESB file type used in sending Customer Billing Contact Information file?  NAESB file type "FF"
· If a REP requests a re-read after a DOA estimate and the TDSP gets an Actual Read and does a cancel/re-bill of the previous 867_03 Estimate, what will the counter in the re-billed 867_03 show, given that the re-bill is an Actual?  CNP, AEP, and TNMP will not reset the counters; TXU ED will reset the counters
· Should the change log in the 814_14 Implementation Guide be updated to state that the TS code was added to the BGN07?  No, MCT stated that the brief change control description is sufficient.
· Bullet number 5 on the summary of changes states that the ASI01 was changed on the 814_08; however the change in the Implementation Guide was to the REF~1P; what should be done?  MCT corrected the change control to show that the element referenced is the REF02 of the REF~1P on the 814_08 and a note was added to the change control documenting the correction. 

· Is the verbiage in the gray box for the TS code in the BGN07 correctly stated as "required as a response to ERCOT initiated transaction…" when these transactions are initiating transactions?  MCT agreed the term "response" in the gray box is referring to the TS code and not to the type of transaction.
6. TX SET 3.0 Project Timeline Update
· Slide from RMS presentation – reviewed project schedule for PR40038_01 – officially went into execution on 2/2.
· Question about POLR class – TDSP extracts – will it add new field to extract – yes, will be sent out according to rules regarding notification guidelines (30 days before release)
7. Review Draft Production Implementation and Contingency Plan
· Susan Munson will use the 2.1 version of Plan as format for 3.0

· Reviewed brainstorm draft – posted on MCT web page – shutdown procedures, safety net draft; high level transaction shut-down timeline – will go more in depth after ERCOT goes into Itest; daily conference calls will be held starting on Thursday, 6/21/07 at 4:00 pm; Friday 9:00 am and 5:00 pm, Saturday, 6:00 pm, could be changed to Sunday based on code migration. Delay of greater than one week will cause July 1 PUCT mandated implementation date to not be met.  PUCT will need to be involved in contingency in this case.  Previous PowerPoint included transactions.
· Made changes to plan as identified by group.  Focused on Point-to-Point transactions.  Need to verify at what time will transaction shutdown occur?  Must wait until after ERCOT Itest migration to determine how long the process takes.  Will all transactions be shut down at same time like 2.1 (not phased like MIMO)?  – all at one time, not phased.    Will address ERCOT timelines at March meeting.  
· Safety net timeline

· 810 transactions

· 820 transactions

· 650 transactions
· 650 transactions for dnp’s 

· 814 P-2P transactions
· Susan Munson will update PowerPoint presentations for MCT page – identified as draft.

8. Checkpoint
· Identify New Action Items and Assignments 
· Reviewed action items – updated as indicated.
· Review Future Meeting Schedule and Agenda Items

· Implementation plan

· Assess/identify Risk and contingencies for those not on schedule 
· NAESB info for the Customer Billing Contact Information File will be provided on March 6th when Testing Worksheets are open for update.
Adjourn


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


