
	Event Summary

	Event Description: Texas SET  Meeting
	Date:  March 27, 2008 and March 28, 2008

	Completed by:  Sandra Tindall

	Attendees:  See Texas SET Attendance Worksheet

	Summary of Event:

	Call Meeting to Order - Texas SET Leadership



1.
Antitrust Admonition read.



2.
Introductions were made.

3.
Approval of Draft February Meeting Notes 

4.
RMS Update



· Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS- reviewed presentation http://www.ercot.com/meetings/txset/keydocs/2008/0327/TX_SET_Update_to_RMS_March_2008_FINAL1.ppt
· PRR756 distributed renewal generation modifications received urgency approval and will be back at cops next month. 

· Told RMS that we would talk about zeros and drafting a Change Control.  Using ignore loop for generation only.

· Other work in progress – cleanup of implementation guide

· Indicated to RMS that will try to get a handle on what is in queue for the next release.  So that we will have idea of the magnitude of the release.



· No action items were requested of TX SET by RMS in March. 



· Retail Release Items Overview


· Question on presentation SIR 11788 – if the 867_03 loaded at ERCOT first, how are the subsequent 867’s handled?  K. Thurman will follow up.

· Kathryn Thurman will begin bringing an overview of upcoming Retail Releases.    


5.
Distributed Renewable Generation



· Background:  Overview of PRR756 and future LPGRRs
· Interest in the market of doing this without having to do a Texas SET release – used for price to beat when we had the affiliate - water heater meters – continue to pass with the ignore loop. 
If there is a zero balance, still send it because it has reads on it.  Cary Reed initially thought AEP was no longer using it, but found out they still use.  AEP will change to strictly solar or distributed generation.  Cannot do until have dual meters in distributed generation.  If put distributed generation meter in, would send the ignore loop just as they have been, but they would have distributed generation.  AEP will stop what they are doing right now.  Driver is to get the designation of this segment documented and to the market that we are using it for this and it is being driven by regulatory requirements.  

· Draft PUCT Rules:  25.213 Metering for DRG and 25.216 DRG

· 7.14.2 – terminology came from PRR. 

· Drafting of RMGRR for Surplus DRG
· New section being drafted for the Retail Market Guide to support PRR756 and LPGRR030..


· Reference 867_03 – do we need to include the 867_02 – has an ignore loop as well.  

· 7.14 - Lot of information is detailed elsewhere, but wanted to include short description here.

· Discussion of whether or not we need 128 new load profiles associated with this.  Alternatives were discussed.  Will leave in for now, but will watch what happens with LPGRR at Profile Working Group (PWG).  Leave recommendation in LPGRR to create 128 new load profiles (half for solar other half for anything other than solar).  Let market comment on it.  MP’s need to check to see how it would impact their shops. Johnny Robertson stated that it would be minor for TDSPs – settlements would have the biggest impact.  

· When TDSP executes interconnection agreement, subset of information from agreement that will go into standard form or template, TDSP will send to ERCOT in an Excel spreadsheet.  Certain subsets of information would be sent to ERCOT who will use that information to determine the correct load profile assignment.  ERCOT generates request to TDSP for 814_20.  TDSP would send to REP of record as well as ERCOT.  REP would have two sources of notification that their customer is interconnected.  Impact on switches and move-outs – if switch occurs, is there additional notification?  No, information is there on the load profile.  The 02 could be a second notification.  Can CR request spreadsheet to see details of interconnect?  The capacity of the inverter is sent on the spreadsheet.  What if they don’t want to sell, it doesn’t mean that we won’t still have an impact, may be different profile?  The documents would still flow, but needs to denote whether or not they will sell.

· Needs to be in place by 1/1/09.  What about when advanced metering goes in to place?  PWG is looking at this as a temporary process that could go on indefinitely.  

· If CRs have concerns, they need to speak up during comment period.  PWG will solicit feedback on the 128 new profiles.

· Texas SET will be looking at this next month as well.  

· LPGRR – monitor requirement to see what happens.

· May need to include a section that this is how you do it if you want to be settled.

· Will keep eligibility in for now, but revisit this whole section again next month.  May also need to take to PWG again to see if things are covered. Would still want to put on a distributed generation profile because they would want to see the reduction in usage.  Would not need to schedule as much power, less would be coming off of the grid.  

· This should be strictly what goes on the 867 and the spreadsheet.  

· Eligibility - Propose that we assume that is the case because that is the way PWG drafted LPGRR

· Developed Process Flow for Distributed Renewable Generation.
· The 814_05 to the CR would contain a DRG load profile.    

· Blake Gross joined conference call.  He stated that they go in and do an assessment when contacted and get agreement.  Have not been informing anyone of the agreement.  If customer moves and new customer with new REP, what happens?  Is there a new agreement?  B. Gross will follow up on what needs to happen on move in/move out. 

· K. Thurman will follow up with Jackie Ashbaugh regarding the timing of when load profiling information will be in ERCOT system.

6.
Advanced Metering Implementation Team (AMIT)

· AMIT and potential impact to Texas SET



· Request for comments from staff in 34610 regarding use of 867_03 for long term use with AMR data.

· Upcoming Meetings –Retail Market interface has been rescheduled for May.  AMIT Meeting Schedule is located under Project #34610. Retail Market Interface project scheduled for May 22nd & 23rd instead of June 2nd and 3rd.  June 2nd and 3rd continue retail market interface. Clarification of meeting dates received on Day 2 - Retail Market Interface will not be taken up at AMIT until June 2nd through June 4th.

· Important to attend AMIT meetings.  Could affect transactions/portals.  

· Next Settlement workshop is the end of April.  Watch for changes to flow of usage information. Potential changes to TX SET.
 

7.
Texas SET Issue Update

· Issue 070:  CRs are receiving replacement invoices without ever having received an original or a cancel.

· Next step is to try and decide as a group on whether we want to pursue a change or if we want to talk about potential workarounds, impacts or collecting data.
· Discussion around the fact we would need the parameters for the scenario to understand what caused it to occur.  There are several ways it could occur and we would need the scenarios before we could even look at seeing what to do.
· J Troutman Issue was withdrawn

· Issue 073:  Move out cancelled for incoming Move in


· ERCOT change – ERCOT issuing MarkeTrak for move-outs cancelled by move in.  ERCOT looked at process behind the scene for cancel move-out.  Change Control created for long term solution (2008-718). MarkeTrak issues are being issued for this for the short term solution.
· Issue 075:  The use of ignore CSA on a Move out where CR is not CSA CR

· Discussion of slide 5 – Data for 02/13/08 – 03/23/08

· Property managers are being held responsible for DNPs and people still living there, so manager is being billed for it.  

· From the CR who has the largest number of these, they are getting complaints from the CSA (property owner) because they are getting the charges from the ‘non paying’ customer, which is why they do the DNP to remove their liability.

· From privacy standpoint, cannot let manager know that tenant was DNP.  Not a problem if tenant no longer lives there.  However, the CR does not know if there is still someone there or not.
· However, as a CSA CR, we have a contractual agreement to keep the lights on.  When another CR turns them off, then the property owner calls us and we have to pay for priority MVI’s ourselves.

· Out of 596, all were due to DNP, bypass flag for DNP.

· CSA is responsible and should not come back to previous REP.  Responsibility for CR ends at move-out.

· Compare move-out DUNS to CSA Duns.  What about the DUNS plus 4?

· Discussion of slide 8 – Discussion

· Implementation Guide 814_24 Move-out Request - page 19 of 30

· Shops may need to revisit their CSA contracts
· They are DNP’d for 10 days before you submit the MVO. Most of them are gone.

· Lauren – DNP does not constitute sending a MVO after the 10 days.
· Ignore segment REF~2W since it is optional

· What about the B44? B44 is used for fires

· Johnny Robertson will follow up to see what they are doing.

· ERCOT will look at what it would take to validate by DUNS by umbrella duns.  Can it be done by membership? 

· Formal impact analysis will need to be done by ERCOT.  If possible, will bring to next meeting.

· Look at use of REF~2W

· New Issue needed:  Use of the REF~JH~I on the 867_03 for Distributed Renewable Generation

· Bill – we don’t populate this and we need it documented to build the functionality to populate the ignore loop. We need consistency to the other TDSP’s.

· Updates to RMG may need to be done sooner than anticipated.

8.
Assessment of Items Approved for future release

· “Approved for Future Release” – Issues versus Change Controls



· Change Controls slated for future implementation – look at how they are set up – not sure if the are future implementation if not approved – R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman will meet to discuss.  To pull in to bucket on the website would need to set an initial version number such as 2.1.  


· Some of the issues need to go away even though they were approved.  Some were examples.  If goal is to remove examples, we need to look at.  

· Issues list is confusing because they are ‘approved for future implementation’.  Should they be called something different?  Will change to ‘Approved’.    K. Thurman will try to get web page changed to read Approved before the next meeting.
· K. Scott, R. Bevill, and K. Thurman will review approved issues that may or may not go into a future implementation.
· Should we schedule a Change Control call soon?  

· What Change Controls do we have and when do they need to be implemented.  Have Change Control call to decide if anything needs to be done.  See if anything is critical for a Texas SET version release.  Remove issues that are no longer valid.  Need to look at what we are looking at with distributed generation and AMIT.  It will take about a year to do another version release. 

· After R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman meet, will determine what steps need to be taken. 

· Also need to look at Retail interface market meeting in May and look at having Change Control call after that meeting to see what comes out of that meeting.

· Issues will be separated into what needs to be a Change Control.  Will bring back a list in April and make assignments.  

· DRG is interim solution – may have duplicate processes in effect for awhile.

· Look at Issues and Change Controls so that we don’t have to reinvent the wheel.  Issues work well because it asks whether it was an issue with one MP or the market.

· Will look at what is in queue to determine when to hold Change Control call.  May try to wipe out as many as possible.

· Take examples out.  ERCOT will provide EDI transactions use to for examples. 

9.
Review Nodalized Section 19 if Available 

· Not available at this time.

10.
The future of Implementation Guide Examples



· Updated Matrix of Examples

· K. Thurman will work on providing examples, pulling real data and removing confidential information.  Will form a sub group to review.

· Group should review the list before next time and send any changes to R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman.
· K. Scott will get with K. Thurman on the point to point transactions, since ERCOT will not have this data.  


Day 2 – March 28, 2008



1.
Continue review of assigned sections of the Retail Market Guide

· Safety net - Reviewed and combined sections, eliminated sections that were redundant.

· Rob will send redline so that it can be sent out to the list serve to request comments for next meeting.

· 7.4 Standard historical usage report

2.
Update Action Items Spreadsheet
· Action Items spreadsheet was reviewed and updated.

3.
2008 Texas SET Meeting Schedule and locations

· Look at day and half for next meeting at Direct in Houston - 12 greenway plaza – J. Troutman will send out details.

· Will review meetings for second half of year.



	Action Items / Next Steps:

	1. Retail Releases 

a. K. Thurman will begin bringing an overview of upcoming Retail Releases.  

b. K. Thurman will follow up on how subsequent 867s were previously handled prior to SIR 11788 if the 867_03 was processed first.
2. Distributed Renewable Generation
a. Texas SET will monitor LPGRR to see what happens.

b. B. Gross will follow up on what needs to happen on move in/move out.
c. K. Thurman will follow up with Jackie Ashbaugh regarding the timing of when load profiling information will be in ERCOT system 
3. Issue 075 - The use of ignore CSA on a Move out where CR is not CSA CR
a. J. Robertson will follow up to see how they are handling.

b. ERCOT will perform an impact analysis to determine what it would take to validate by DUNS or by umbrella duns on the REF~2W. If the CR is different from the CSA CR, ERCOT will ignore the REF~2W and process and MVO to CSA.  Will bring results to next meeting if available.
4. Assessment of Items Approved for future release
a. R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman will meet to discuss change controls slated for future implementation.

b. K. Thurman will get web page changed to read “Approved” instead of “Approved for Future Implementation.”

5. The future of the Implementation Guide examples 
a. K. Thurman will work on providing examples, pulling real data and removing confidential information.

b. Group - review list of examples and send any changes or additions to R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman.



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


