
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: TX SET  Meeting
	Date:  May 23, 2007
10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
	Completed by: David Gonzales 

	Attendees:  See TX SET Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	· Antitrust Admonition – Kathy Scott read Antitrust Admonition
· Introductions 

· Approval of the Draft April 25, 2007 Meeting Notes 
· RMS Update 
· Retail metering Working Group will have another workshop on Small Renewable Generation schedule on Wednesday, June 6, 2007 at ERCOT MET Center.

· Status update: Protocol Revisions for Section 2, 15, and 19 (PRR724) – Kathy Scott has received emails and phone calls regarding revisions.  Kim Wall’s recommended changes were reviewed and agreed to.  Texas SET will make these revisions on a comment form for RMS.
· Retail Market Guide Revisions Section 2 and 7.7 Transaction Timing Matrix (RMGRR053) The issue is the transition timing matrix language for 814_14.  Timing in Matrix “upon receipt” could be interpreted differently.  Texas SET reviewed different iterations of what timing to use (weekend and non-weekend holiday scenarios discussed). Timing was not previously addressed for the 4 transaction levels dealing with the 814_14.                                                                                         Comment: It is not right to put timing in here without timing in the Protocol.  Suggested TX SET make a change to the new PRR724 (new Section 15.1.3 Mass Transition) to add the timing to the Protocol for the 814_14 first to change language to ‘Upon receipt’ to ‘Within 1 retail business day of receiving ’.  This language applies to the 814_11 as well.  Reviewed other changes to the Transaction Timing Matrix made by Rob Bevill and Catherine Meiners.

· 2008 Project Prioritization List - What projects need to be considered for 2008 scheduling and implementation?   Do we need another Texas SET Release in 2008?
· New Issues/Discussion Items:
      Issue 036 – 814_20 Meter Exchanges (Jennifer Garcia) – This issue was withdrawn. If                                           volume increases significantly a PRR may be needed.
http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/026-050/036/keydocs/2006-I036_81420.doc  

Issue 040: Feedback on MVOs rejected with ‘MOX’ (Johnny Robertson) - Update and should this continue to be in a pending state?  Discussion of MIMO not allowing MVIs and MVOs on the same day. This causes many additional problems.  Catherine to review internally.  Texas SET recommended tabling this issue for now.  Catherine feels the real problem is not ‘MOX’ but is ‘A81’.  This issue will be deferred to a later discussion.  Cary Reed said we need appropriate examples in order to table.  Johnny Robertson would like to withdraw the issue until he can get some examples.  Kathy requested Catherine write an issue to clarify the 814_28 PT. 

http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/026-050/040/keydocs/2006-I040.doc 

Issue 058: During flight 0407, ERCOT raised the issue that it was unclear whether the TS code should be included on certain cancel transactions and proposed 3 options. (Rob Bevill on behalf of TX SET)  Option 1 was selected for the short-term to get through Flight Test.  Texas SET discussed use of ‘TS’ code in transactions.  Will need a change control to 814_08.  Since CRs have already made changes to accommodate Option 1 for flight testing, Option 1 would be the easiest route to take long-term.  Rob to write change control for this. 
http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/051-075/058/keydocs/2007-I058_81408.doc 

· Issue 059: Inconsistencies in the 814_04 and 814_14 guides relating to the use of ‘NONE’.  Currently, one TDSP is sending ‘NONE’ on a drop 814_04. (Susan Munson on behalf of ERCOT) – TDSP was sending “None” and when they received the “None” in the 814_14 It is on the 814_04 as a “None” and on the 814_05 as a “None” but was not received on the 814_14 as a “None”.  The Guide needs to be updated to make 93 for “None” for the 814_14.  The language implies that you use the 93 with unmetered.  Can a value of “None” be supported if the TDSP sends “None” in the 814_04?  Kyle – Need to talk more in house to see who is receiving 814_14 with “None”.  We need to add it to a Change control to add clarification.  Kyle will write the Change Control for Issue 059.  Johnny would like to see this written as an emergency to 3.0 to see what the impact is.  This could impact additional Market Participants.  Any CR that ever expects to receive the 814_14 will need to verify impacts.  Better to take care of it now.  “None” is permitted when a meter number is present.  “None” is a value that is acceptable in an 814_04 transaction.  Kathy’s scenario is that that using “None” in place of a Meter Number would be an exception scenario.  Catherine: Either we say that a TDSP can send “None” as much as they want or not send “None” at all.  We can not ask a TDSP to make a system change if “None” is acceptable.  Aren’t you always going to have a meter number in your system?  Kathy: Not if I am doing a meter change.  
· 814_04 NM109

Must Use
NM109
67
Identification Code
X
AN 2/80
Code identifying a party or other code

Meter Number or,

UNMETERED - for Unmetered Services

Meter numbers will only contain uppercase letters (A to Z) and digits (0 to 9).  Note that punctuation (spaces, dashes, etc.) must be excluded, and leading and trailing zeros that are part of the meter number must be present.

Use NONE where meter or unmetered devices are yet to be installed.

· 814_14 NM109

Must Use
NM109
67
Identification Code
X
AN 2/80
Code identifying a party or other code

Meter Number or,

UNMETERED - for Unmetered Services

Meter numbers will only contain uppercase letters (A to Z) and digits (0 to 9).  Note that punctuation (spaces, dashes, etc.) must be excluded, and leading and trailing zeros that are part of the meter number must be present.

· Question/Issue Matching REF~4P to REF~IX                                                (Esther Melcer- EC Infosystems)

We are having some issues matching the REF~4P to the REF~IX.  I am concerned that the following situation may occur.  We would not be able to match everything correctly.

REF*MT*COMBO

REF*4P*18.0*KHMON*TU>51

REF*4P*18.0*K1MON*TU>51

REF*4P*8.0*K1MON*TU>51

REF*IX*5.0*KHMON*TU>51

REF*IX*3.2*K1MON*TU>51
Cary Reed stated that this has always been this way.  There have been no changes.  On a demand meter with a REF~MT~COMBO, there doesn’t have to be an IX for each 4P.    Esther Melcer to forward questions to Kathy Scott and TDSPs will review how it is done at their shops.
· Market Communication (ONCOR): New Service Address descriptions Oncor plans to use in the unit fields of the service address (Bill Reily):  

CAM              Highway Camera

TRSH             Trash Compactors

CLUB             Club House
CELL              Cell Towers
RAIL               Rail Road Crossing

ELEV              Elevators located on high rise buildings or apartment complexes

GATE             Electric Gates

CONC            Concession Stand

REAR             Guest House

These are posted on ONCOR website; other TDSPs may use.  CRs need to be aware.

· Any Other Issues??? 
· Review TX SET List of Approved Issues prior to 2008 Projects Discussion - What is out there for consideration?

http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/001-025/index.html
http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/026-050/index.html 

http://www.ercot.com/mktrules/issues/txset/051-075/index.html 

Lunch
 
· Should TX SET have a new Version Release for 2008?  (Open discussion) 
· Project/Tasks we want to consider:

· Advanced Metering Rule Requirements

· New Performance Measures Rulemaking could there be any changes needed to transactions to support new reporting? - None
· Recommendations coming from Small Renewable Generation Workshops that may affect transactions

· Post TX SET Version 3.0 Evaluation or Lessons Learned feedback may require transaction/process changes

· Market Issues with Transactions and/or Processes

· Pending Rate Cases where new SAC Codes may be needed – Do we need Testing or a Release to have SAC Codes added?  How do you communicate to the entire Market that you are adding SAC Codes?  Test Plan would look at what needed to be tested.  Testing may not need to be applied to a Flight but it does need to be added in a way that is communicated to the entire Market.  (Mid Releases – the process needs to be able to coordinate a time when the change will be valid.  (Comment: A lot of little things can add up to make a system change.)  Rob: Even minor changes result in a name change for the user guide.  We need to have a version update to know that the correct and most current version of a document is being reviewed.  If the worst thing that happened in 08 was a change control to add a couple of new SAC codes we would be okay.  If we need new SAC codes we can use the SCR01 in the description as a work around until we had a new version.  Eloise will bring forward her issues document.  We are open to having what is known as a “Clean-Up” release if necessary until a major release.  Are we hearing a 3.0 A for 2008?  Eloise’s issue will be looked at as a stand alone change.  We can test once we know what changes we are looking for.  
· 814_20 Process Improvements   

· MOU/EC Transactional Issues - Eloise Flores brought up some changes Nueces needs for MOU/EC TDSPs (810s).  Eloise to write TX SET Issue.  Nueces doesn’t want to wait until 2009 to implement changes.  For Nueces-recommended changes, these are point-to-point transactions and they could be reviewed for how to test these.  CRs affected would need to be included in this.  
  

· Review Open TX SET Action Items – Q&A

· Agenda/Discussion items for next meeting
What are our plans for July 2007 TX SET/MCT meetings, if location isn’t Austin? 

Dates currently reserved at ERCOT Met Center Conference RM 168: 



TX SET – 
Wednesday, July 25, 2007 



MCT - 
Thursday, July 26, 2007 

Question: if MCT is a Lessons Learned Session does it need to be in Austin for more Market participation?                                          Lessons learned will be in August instead of July.                             The July meetings will take place on the 19th and 20th of July.  Start at 10:00 AM on the 19th and finish at 12:00 Noon on the 20th.    
 

· 2008 Project Priority List Review (Suggested Rank/Priority)

Goal of this session is to create suggested Ranks and Priorities for all 2008 projects on the list


Group discussed projects on the 2008 PPL, providing ranks for the projects on the RO list.
2008 Retail Market Project Priority Conference Call Information:  

Houston Local Number:
(713) 207-5100 

Long Distance 


(800) 387-7872 

Password 

           716636
Adjourn

Next Meeting Schedule: 

MCT and TX SET’s meeting schedule for the next month: 

· June’s MCT/TX SET meeting will be only a Conference Call due to June 23rd version 3.0 Implementation is scheduled the weekend prior.   

· Market Coordination Team/TX SET Conference Call 

Thursday, June 28, 2007 
   

(09:00 AM – 12:00 Noon) 

 



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. Catherine to write an issue clarifying language in the 814_28 PT Implementation Guide.

2. Rob to write change control for TX SET Issue 058. 

3. For Issue 059, Kyle Patrick to write change control (clarification so that the 814_14 will look just like the 05).

4. Esther Melcer to forward questions to Kathy Scott and TDSPs will review how it is done at their shops relating to the matching of REF~4P and REF~IX segments.  Discussion on this will be at a future meeting.

5. Susan Munson to update TX SET issues list to tie issues together with change controls.

6. TX SET leadership and Susan and Catherine to review Issues/Change Control lists to see what change controls need to be written for future implementation.

7. Eloise Flores to write TX SET Issue for potential MOU/EC Transactional Issues.

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


