May 2008 
ERCOT Met Center, Austin
Room 168
 Wednesday & Thursday, May 21-22, 2008 

Conference Call Numbers: 
Conference Bridge Numbers: 

User #:             
512-225-7290
 Password: 3716
Chair#:

512-225-7291
 Password: 1675
 10:00 

Call Meeting to Order-TX SET Leadership   
· Antitrust Admonition
ERCOT strictly prohibits market participants and their employees who are participating in ERCOT activities from using their participation in ERCOT activities as a forum for engaging in practices or communications that violate the antitrust laws.  The ERCOT Board has approved guidelines for members of ERCOT Committees, subcommittees and working Groups to be reviewed and followed by each market participant attending ERCOT meetings.  If you have not received a copy of these Guidelines, please send an email to Sheila Letkeman at sletkeman@ercot.com receive a copy.
· Introductions
· Approval of Draft April Meeting Notes
· RMS Update 
· Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS on 5-14-08

[image: image1.emf]TX_SET_Update_to_ RMS_May_2008.ppt


· No Action Items were requested of TX SET by RMS in May
· June Retail Release Overview from ERCOT – Kathryn Thurman
· 
[image: image2.emf]June_Retail_Release .ppt


10:20

Distributed Renewable Generation:  

· Distributed Renewable Generation
· Update on PRR756 and LPGRR030 
· Review of Adopted PUCT Rule 25.213 Metering for DRG 

[image: image3.emf]25.213 Metering for  Distributed Renewable Generation.doc


· ERCOT has Stated that they Need any Business Requirements related to DRG and the “Ignore Loop” finalized by TX SET

· Review of Draft RMGRR
                          
[image: image4.emf]DRG_Draft  RMGRR_April 22.doc


12:00 – 1:00                                      **LUNCH**_____________________________________
1:00

Advanced Metering Implementation Team:  

· AMIT and Potential impacts to TX SET
· Task 096:  Create standardized schema for TA-001 Machine to Machine Large Volume of Data in the specified format
· Update on Task 095: TDTWG input on XML vs Binary XML 
· AMIT Meetings;

· June 2-4: Web Portal
· June 9-10: Home Area Network
· June 19-20: Web Portal and Home Area Network
· June 25-27: ERCOT Settlement Potential Impact to TX SET
· July 7-8, 14-15, 21-22, 28-29: TBD Potential Impact to TX SET
· August 11-12, 18-20: TBD Potential Impact to TX SET
· September 3, 16-18: TBD Potential Impact to TX SET
1:30
TX SET Issues Update:  

· Issue 075:  The use of ignore CSA on a Move-Out where CR is not CSA CR
· **ERCOT to Provide Updated Data** 
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· New Issue:  Use of the REF~JH~I on the 867_03 for Distributed Renewable Generation
· Identification of Smart Meters and Master Meters

· 
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· Designation of the REF~JH~I (Ignore Loop) for DRG

· 
[image: image7.emf]NEW TX SET  Issue_867 Ignore Loop or DRG.doc

 
                            Any New Issues?
2:30
Review Nodalized Protocols   
· Review Protocol Section 15, if available
3:00
The Future of Implementation Guide Examples 
· Review draft examples created with actual data, if available.
4:30

Adjourn for the Day


Day 2 – Thursday April 24, 2008


9:00          Change Control Call
Participant  # :    512-225-7290; Passcode: 3716

Chairperson #:   512-225-7291; Passcode: 1675

New Change Controls to be discussed:
 
Change Control 2007-705:  Reference TX SET Issue 053 – Correct the improper use of an element separator in some elements of the REF~5I in the 867_03. 
Change Control 2007-709:  Reference TX SET Issue 064 – REF~TN needs to specify that special characters are not allowed (transactions affected 867_03F and 867_04).

 

Change Control 2007-710:  Reference TX SET Issue 059 – Add “Not Used when NM109=NONE” to the REF~NH segment on the 814_14. 

Change Control 2007-711:  Reference TX SET Issue 066 – Add clarification to the summary section of the 814_28 Implementation guide describing to whom ERCOT will forward each type of transaction.

Change Control 2007-713:  Reference TX SET Issue 063 – Revise inconsistent language in the gray box on the REF~PH for the 814_16 transaction. 

Change Control 2007-714:  Reference TX SET Issue 068 – Ts and Cs Requirement 3: Modified the 810_02 to send the BIG08~05 Replace code on every corrected 810_02.  The Implementation guide gray box contradicts that and needs to be modified on the BPT01. 

Change Control 2007-715:  Reference TX SET Issue 069 – Clarification of the gray box information on the 814_25 transaction to clarify that NFI is an ERCOT only reject reason. 

Change Control 2008-716:  Reference TX SET Issue 047 – Update gray box to reflect true validation process on the BIG05 for the 810_02. 

Change Control 2008-717:  Reference TX SET Issue 046 – Reference TX SET Issue 046 – Version 3.0 added duplicate YNQ segment. Instead of duplicating segment, update YNQ segment to communicate either the meter test results or if the service at the premise was left on or off. 

Change Control 2008-718:  Reference TX SET Issue 073 – Change ERCOT logic to use receipt of an 814_04 on a Move-In in order to determine if the Move Out should be cancelled. 

Change Control 2008-719:  Reference TX SET Issue 042 – SNP should be added as a valid reject code to the 814_11. 

Change Control 2008-720:  Reference TX SET Issue 043 – Add A78 as a valid reject code on the 814_29. 

Change Control 2008-721:  Reference TX SET Issue 048 – Update gray box to state that ERCOT will not use customer information in the transactions (814_03 and 814_14) during a Mass Transition event. 

Change Control 2008-722:  Reference TX SET Issue 062 and I076 – IG currently requires Originating Tran ID and Estimated Restoration Date whenever purpose code = “79”.  It is actually only required when purpose code = 79 AND Suspension/Reactivation code = RC001.  Causing false rejection of a 650_04 Reactivate after disconnect for denial of access when Originating Transaction ID and Estimated Restoration Date is not also included. And correct gray box for the MTX segment. 

Change Control 2008-723:  Reference TX SET Issue 060 – Add SAC04 codes to the Muni/Coop 810_03 (DAB001, DAB002 and CCA001). 

Change Control 2008-724:  Reference TX SET Issue 058 – Clarify that the TS code should only be used when cancelling a Mass Transition Drop and should not be used for any other purpose. 

 
 
Change Controls requesting Nullification:
Change Control 2003-532:  This change will provide the CR who submitted a switch with a Meter Owner Type code to remove a gap in the guideline when “Change Meter Owner.”

The author of this Change Control requested that this be withdrawn due to the fact that there are currently no competitively owned meters in the market that TX SET is aware of. 
 12:00 – 1:00                                      **LUNCH**_____________________________________
1:00 
 

Retail Market Guide Clean-up for v3.0

· Continue review of assigned sections of the Retail Market Guide: 
· 7.3 Safety Net – Bill Reily – Any Comments on last draft?

· 7.4 Standard Historical Usage Request – Completed
· 7.5 Transfer from Outgoing Provider of Last Resort (POLR) to Incoming POLR upon Termination of POLR Status --Completed
· 7.6 Disconnect and Reconnect for Non-Payment Process - TDSPs
· 7.7 Transaction Timing Matrix – Kathryn Thurman
· 7.8 Formal Dispute Process for CRs and TDSPs – Completed 

· 7.9 No Retail Electric Provider of Record or Left in Hot- Completed 

· 7.10 867_03 Contingency – Completed 

· 7.11 Mass Transition -  Completed

· 7.12 Estimated Meter Reading- Cary Reed
· 7.13 Interval Data Recorder (IDR) Optional Removal/Install Process – Completed 
2:30  

Update Action Items Spreadsheet: 
 

·                               
[image: image8.emf]TX_SET_Action_Item s_Log_updated_04_23_08(1).xls


2:45
2008 TX SET Meeting Schedule and Locations:  

                       
[image: image9.emf]TX_SET_2008_Meeti ng_Dates_May 2008.doc

  
3:00
Adjourn  
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		TX SET Issue Tracking Request Form 





		TX SET Issue Tracking Number:

		2008-I0XX



		 Issue Status:

		New



		Last Modification Date:

		MM/DD/YYYY



		Retail Assignment Request Number:

		





		ISSUE SUBMITTER SECTION:



		Submitter Name:

		Submitting Company Name:  

		Date of Submission:



		 Rob Bevill

		Green Mountain Energy Company

		5-21-08



		Submitter’s E-Mail Address:

		Phone Number:  

		Affected Transaction(s):



		Rob.Bevill@greenmountain.com

		512-691-6134

		867_02, 867_03, 867_04



		Issue Statement:  (Short description of issue)



		 In support of PRR756 related to Distributed Renewable Generation, the REF~JH~I should be designated by TX SET to be used for kWh Generation values only.   





		Operational/System Impact: (What is the issue doing to your system and/or operations)



		Our system is not configured to process data in this segment appropriately because it is not yet documented that the segment shall only be used for kWh Generation from Distributed Renewable Generation. 





		Market Impact: (What is the issue doing to others)



		Unknown





		Desired Outcome: (What do you expect to change)



		Designate the REF~JH~I in 867 I.G.s to be used only for passing kWh Generation values from Distributed Renewable Generation facilities.  





		Once Completed:



		Please submit this completed form via e-mail to txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com





		TX SET DISCUSSION SECTION:



		Date of TX SET Discussion:

		Change Control Created (Y/N):

		Change Control Tracking Number:



		 

		

		



		Discussion/Revision History:

		Referred to TX SET Subteam (Y/N):  

		



		



		Recommended Resolution:



		






_1272714263.xls
Open TX SET Action Items

		Date Opened		Action Item		Resolution		Status		Date Last Updated

		May-07		Review Issues/Change controls for future implementation.  Also, there is a need to show better visibility between issues and related change controls.		5/23/2007 - Susan Munson to add change control number to issues log to tie them together. TX SET leadership and ERCOT to review Issues/Change Control lists to see what change controls need to be written for future implementation                                     07/12/2007 - Rob, Susan, and Kathy will schedule a meeting prior to August TX SET/MCT meeting to clear-up/organize  issues/change control documents on ERCOT.com TX SET website. 
3-28-08: Rob, Kathy and Kathryn to review Issues and Change Controls on TX SET website.  Kathryn to follow-up with Collage group at ERCOT on change to website to support Change Control management.		Pending		3/28/08

		May-07		MOU/EC 810 Transactional Issues		5/23/2007 - Eloise Flores to write TX SET Issue for potential MOU/EC Transactional Changes                                                     07/12/2007- Issue 2007-I060 was approved by TX SET and now change control needs to be written to add new SAC04 codes to 810_03 transaction  
2/14/08 - Eloise to draft Change Control to support late fees and deposits being sent from CR to MOU/EC. 
3-28-08 Dave Lowder will draft a Change Control to capture these issues.		Pending		3/28/08

		Jul-07		TDSPs need to see 814_21 rejects from the CR since they need to know the reason for reject.  Currently, these do not get forwarded to the TDSP.		7/12/2007 - Dave Lowder (Neuces MOU/EC) to compile preliminary list of rejects that need to go back to the TDSP.  TDSPs to meet and discuss this.  
2-14-08: TDSPs still need to meet and discuss.  
3-28-08: Keep as pending.  Kathy and Dave to discuss whether to pursue this issue further.		Pending		3/28/08

		Jul-07		Clean up Retail Market Guide to revise processes that will be changed or deleted after Texas SET 3.0 goes into production (transferred from MCT Action Items list)		Consider the governance process timeline and add to MCT agenda accordingly - 11/6 - add to December MCT meeting to begin work; 
12/11 - clean up RMG after TX SET 3.0 Implementation; 
7/13 - transferred to TX SET action items to review the RMG for potential changes needed.  
3-28-08 Ongoing.		Pending		3/28/08

		Dec-07		Issue 075:  Johnny Robertson to pull some stats for further research with CRs and bring back to next meeting.		Additional research is needed to determine appropriate resolution for this issue -- ERCOT will provide additional findings at the next meeting.  
2-14-08: ERCOT to provide counts again in March to compare to counts provided in Feb.  TX SET will then determine next steps. 
3-28-08: ERCOT to do an impact analysis on setting up validation to restrict the use of the CSA by-pass flag to the CSA owner (both by DUNS and by REP umbrella of DUNSs).		Pending		3/28/08

		Dec-07		Individuals to review the Transaction Examples spreadsheet and take back to their shops in order to determine the best means of documenting examples.  Identify needed examples that are missing and which examples should be eliminated.		TX SET reviewed all the examples as a group and identified some action items to continue this process.   All Examples that were agreed upon as valid will be reviewed for accuracy.  Kathy Scott to remove examples that we decided to eliminate for review in March. 
3-28-08: ERCOT to pull actual EDI data to create examples for the transactions that TX SET selected to "KEEP".		Pending		3/28/08

		Mar-08		Distributed Renewable Generation - B. Gross will follow up on what needs to happen on move in/move out.				New

		Mar-08		Assessment of Items Approved for future release		R. Bevill, K. Scott and K. Thurman will meet to discuss change controls slated for future implementation. K. Thurman will get web page changed to read “Approved” instead of “Approved for Future Implementation.”		New

		Apr-08		All MPs to redline the MIMO Stacking Document and Retail Market Guide for leapfrog (FRG)				New

		Apr-08		TDSPs to determine what leapfrog (FRG) logic is currently implemented in their systems				New

		Apr-08		Cary to update change control 2007-711 to add clarity and check against Protocol Section 19 for consistency and send to Kathryn Thurman.				New

		Apr-08		Kathryn Thurman to update change controls 2008-719 and 2008-720 to include redlines to guide.				New

		Apr-08		Kathy Scott to update change controls 2008-722 and 2008-723 and send to Kathryn Thurman.				New

		Apr-08		Kathryn Thurman to send out, prior to May 7th, the change controls to be reviewed on change control call				New





Closed Action Items

		Date Opened		Action Item		Resolution		Status		Date Last Updated

		Feb-06		TX SET Leadership (Kathy Scott ) will take updated TX SET Procedures Document to RMS for approval.		Approved at RMS on 4/12/06 and will be discussed at TAC in May for their approval		Closed		4/26/06

		Feb-06		SIR 10528 – Backdating Transactions – ERCOT will implement validation to reject any transaction received that backdated prior to 01/01/1999.		This action item has been resolved with the implementation of SIR 10528 by ERCOT on April 22, 2006		Closed		4/26/06

		Feb-06		Multiple DTM~140s on the 867_04 transaction received from TDSP.   Bill Reily will bring an example of when TXU ED has provided multiple meter information in the 867_04 to enable TX SET to fully discuss the appropriate transactional process.		Discussion on 4/25/06 at TX SET identified that issue has been resolved		Closed		4/26/06

		Mar-06		TX Leadership to develop language to specify that the Change Control Form is for use by TX SET after the approval of an Issue		Leadership had discussed with Jennifer Fredrick to update the Change Control Form on the web for TX SET Use only, however that information had not been posted at the time of this meeting - Susan Munson will work with Jennifer to get this updated.		Closed		6/7/06

		Mar-06		Market Participants and ERCOT to go back to their shops and determine what they need to implement changes in their systems.  Provide feedback at the April 5th meeting.		Market Participants provided the necessary feedback at the April 5, 2006 meeting concerning Mass Transition changes and implementation schedule		Closed		4/26/06

		Mar-06		Each Market Participant has been asked to evaluate cost estimates of what it would cost to implement Mass Transistion Long Term Transactional Solution. Provide feedback at the April 5th meeting.		Market Participants provided the necessary feedback at the April 5, 2006 meeting concerning Mass Transition changes and implementation schedule		Closed		4/26/06

		May-06		Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.3.4 - Is a new reject code necessary to reject off cycle fee.  CRs will evaluate need for new reject code prior to TX SET meeting.		Assigned to Rob Bevill; No reject code needed; handle through dispute process		Closed		6/7/06

		May-06		Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.4.3 - Do we need a reject code when a re-bill comes in greater than 150 days?  Note:  5 day reject rule applies.		Assigned to Rob Bevill; No reject code needed; handle through dispute process		Closed		6/7/06

		Feb-06		TX SET membership was assigned to review  and propose revision changes to TX SET Implementation Guides to support Mass Transition Project and high level design at March Meeting.		Discussed at March TX SET Meeting -               04/26/06 - This is a work in progress.  6/7/06 - Still pending until change controls and documents are agreed upon.                            06/27/06 - Defer closing this item until POLR rule is approved to ensure all changes have been identified and incorporated into Implementation Guides 07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		Feb-06		TX SET Leadership (Kathy Scott) will develop an RMGRR to incorporate MCT Roles and Responsibilities Document into the Retail Market Guide.		Glen Wingerd and Sonja Mingo do not think this should be a part of the Retail Market Guide.  Recommend adding  MCT Roles and Responsibilities document to RMS Agenda for discussion with a vote if needed.  07/28/06- Decision by RMS Leadership that this should not be a RMGRR Change only post the Roles and Responsibilites to the Website under MCT reporting to RMS		Closed		7/28/06

		Feb-06		Revise the 867_04 Implementation Guide to remove invalid example.  TX SET discussed example 2 of 5 found on page 19 of this Implementation Guide.		Need and issue created to remove the incorrect or correct the examples on this transaction  - Johnny Robertson will draft issue                    06/27/06 - Change control still needs to be done to correct example  07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		Feb-06		Revise grey boxes in transactions to clarify that only 5 or 9 digit zip codes are allowed all others would be rejected by ERCOT.		Catherine Meiners drafted issue.  Change control must be written   06/27/06 - Catherine Meiners will write change control for implemented change 07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		May-06		Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.3.7 - will look at the Implementation Guide for potential transaction flow and grey box changes for the 814_PC process.		Assigned to Johnny Robertson.  (Gray box change only.)
6/7/06 - This will be part of the change control for Ts Cs                             06/27/06 - The 814_PC  Implementation Guide has been redline waiting change control conference call on 7/28 07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		May-06		Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.4.5 - Review the 820 Implementation guide for conformity with the rule.		Assigned to Kathy Scott, Cary Reed, Bill Reily (regarding clarity between 820/810 pairs).  6/7/06 - Cleaned up verbiage in Implementation Guide; this will be part of the change control for Ts Cs   06/27/06 - The 814_PC  Implementation Guide has been redline waiting change control conference call on 7/28  07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		May-06		Ts Cs - POLR Rule Reference 4.8.3 - Modify 810_02 existing “05” replacement code to allow for a new provision.		Will look at 867 monthly and final and 810 for "05" replacement code.  Assigned to Diana Rehfeldt, Johnny Robertson                     06/27/06 Still a work in progress- need redlined changes completed in implementation guide     07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		Jun-06		Estimated Meter Reads		Diana Rehfeldt, Bill Reily, and Johnny Robertson will create a strawman 867 redline for this.  TDSPs need to figure out the codes.              06/27/06 Still a work in progress- need redlined changes completed in implementation guide      07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		Jun-06		New Codes in the 650s for Denial of Access		Cary Reed, Rob Bevill, Kyle Patrick, and Suzette Sondag to work on these codes. Reason codes for estimated reads will be assigned to Bill Reily, Kathy Scott, and Alan Burke.   06/27/06 - Need to include redlined changes with Change control document to be scheduled for 7/28/06 Change Control Conference Call              07/28/06- Change Control written and approved for 3.0 implmenentation		Closed		7/28/06

		Jul-06		Post Implementation Guides and SEF files to ERCOT.com for Texas SET 3.0		Susan Munson to send out redlined Guides to volunteer reviewers - 8/8/2006.  Reviewers to return corrected redlined Guides by 8/18/2006.  TX SET to review complete set of Guides on 8/22 - 8/24/2006.  Susan Munson to post Draft Version 3.0 Implementation Guides to ERCOT.com on 9/1/2006.  SEF Files to be posted and distributed by 9/15/2006.		Closed		8/30/06

		Aug-06		TDSPs to provide priority codes for inclusion in Version 3.0 Market Requirements document				Closed		9/12/06

		Aug-06		ERCOT will investigate communications protocol options for CSV Customer Billing Information file (i.e. Secure FTP vs. FTP with PGP).  (RMGRR042)		ERCOT filed comments to RMGRR042 with their recommendations on 10/4/06.  To be discussed at 10/5 TDTWG and considered at RMS on 10/11/06.		Closed		10/26/06

		Aug-06		814_20 Mass Volumes will be addressed by the PRR672 task force		This has been sent back to Texas SET for discussion.  Still collaborating.                10/26/2006 - 2- SIRs will be implemented by ERCOT to address short term recommendation		Closed		10/26/06

		Oct-06		Rob Bevill to take Appendices F3, F4 of the Retail Market Guide for ESI ID spreadsheets for Mass Transition and modify based on Market needs.  TDSPs to review Appendix F2.		To be discussed at 10/25-26 meetings and RMGRR filed.		Closed		10/26/06

		Oct-06		Susan Munson to work with Cary Reed to write up the 650_01 priority reconnect issue and send out to TX SET listserve - communicate to CRs to review process				Closed		10/26/06

		Oct-06		ERCOT to find security response to this question:  If ERCOT does adopt Secure FTP for the process of sending Customer Billing Information to CRs during mass transition event, before the CR opens the file, where does the file physically exist?		Relates to the question of liability in the event of 'hacking'		Closed		10/26/06

		Oct-06		CRs to find out if they can handle receiving maximum of 100K 814_20s per day. Can their systems handle?		To be discussed at 10/25-26 meetings and RMGRR filed.              10/26/2006 CRs felt that their system design would be able to manage a large volume received at one time.		Closed		10/26/06

		Oct-06		Swimlane Sub-team to meet and determine new strategy for creating and maintaining swimlanes		Team to meet on 10/12/06 chaired by Kyle Patrick                  10/26/06 - Sub-team will present to TX SET their changes at the November meeting		Closed		1/25/07

		Oct-06		Protocol Revision Request is necessary for re-try queue for the 814_20 Maintenance Transction when the maintenance request is rejected for A76 - ESI ID Invalid		11/07/06 - ERCOT will review  and provide comments back to TX SET at the 12/06 meeting                            01/25/2007 Changes implemented with PRR 707 currently up for vote at February RMS		Closed		1/25/07

		Jan-07		Review updated Swimlanes for Final Approval                          Discussed removal of gray boxes – agreed to delete gray boxes.                                                                                        Kyle Patrick will update swimlanes and remove gray boxes, then will distribute to group.                                                         Susan Munson will post the new swimlanes to ERCOT.com in PDF format instead of Visio.		Susan Munson will post the new swimlanes to ERCOT.com in PDF format instead of Visio.         02/22/2007--  These documents have been added to ERCOT.com under TX SET in the PDF.format		Closed		2/22/07

		Jan-07		Johnny Robertson discussed new issue concerning 650_01 - PER IC – PER 02; will write up issue and provide next month regarding segment call ahead number                                      Should be added to MCT issues log and February agenda.     Confirm current system setup		Johnny Robertson will write-up issue for further TX SET discussion                                 02/22/07 -- Per Johnny Robertson this issue is closed no additional documentation is needed		Closed		2/22/07

		Jan-07		Catherine Meiners stated  PER03 in the PER IC segment in 814_03 is required.  What should be populated in the PER03 for a mass transition?  Or should the PER segment not be sent if the ‘TS’ code is present?  – Catherine will write up an Issue as urgent.  TDSP’s would like to have a little bit of time to follow up on their processes and send back a response to Susan Munson regarding the preferred solution.  Answers due back asap.  Emergency change control call can be held if necessary.  Issue 2006-I052 Written by ERCOT for Emergency Conference Call		Susan Munson will send out issue to Texas SET listserv to solicit feedback from TDSPs on the proposed solutions.  ERCOT to draft Change Control for emergency Change Control call.                            02/22/07 -- The change control 2007-704 has been approved as emergency change control for implementation into version 3.0		Closed		2/22/07

		Jan-07		Cary Reed dicussed potential issue with 867_03.  Currently, AEP will not allow a bi-directional meter to run backward – NET Zero--- plans would be to bill on the positive usage for billing by the TDSP and let the CR buy-back on the negative value from the meter. 867_03 does not support negative values in usage. At this time hold off assigning a sub-team to discuss and recommend possible changes to the 867_03 until after discussion is held with Metering Group. TX SET Leadership will consult Competitive Metering/Metering Working Groups to determine what type of metering equipment should be utilized for this type of application. 867 needs to be reviewed by group.		This issue could potentially become an urgent release before next update. Assign a subteam for recommendations to 867_03.  Susan Munson will follow up regarding what QSEs are doing. Action item of getting with both metering groups – Rob & Kathy Scott                                         02/22/2007 -  Per AEP (Cary Reed) she has a way of handling the reading and information received from customer was not completely correct.   TX SET leadership will take the issue to RMS for discussion and guidance since this is bigger than just transactions and system processing.                                03/28/2007 - This can be closed for now due to the fact that it is being transferred over to COMET WG for discussion and potential recommendations		Closed		3/28/07

		Jan-07		A request was made to link to the MIMO Stacking documentation from the current Texas SET guides page of ERCOT.com and not just under the Version 2.0 archives.  Susan Munson will get this posted for now, with an updated description of the document stating that this was implemented in Texas SET Version 2.0; however, this logic still guides retail transaction processing today.		Susan Munson will get this posted for now, with an updated description of the document          02/22/07 -- Minor removal from document references to 2.0 change controls and version 2.0 in table of contents                     03/28/2007 - Corrections have been completed		Closed		3/28/07

		Jan-07		Brainstorming Session on Drop to AREP - Process following implementation of Rule (Customer Protection) changes, how to implement prior to version 3.0, if necessary.                          Unclear when this will be taken up by the Commission.  When PUCT decides to do away with Drop to AREP, what will be the impact to ERCOT and to the market?  PUCT draft timeline shows recommendation to adopt at open meeting February 8.  It is possible this could be approved in March with an implementation date in May.  REPs must stop using Drop to AREPs as of the effective date of the Rule.                    New reject code on 814_11s;		ERCOT will follow up to see what can be done by a SIR or as a part of  Texas SET 3.0.     Catherine will follow up as to what kind of change it is for ERCOT to start rejecting 814_10s, impact if prior to 3.0 and also after; various options. Could possibly take a look at who is sending in transactions and determine if it is a few CRs that are submitting or if it is a lot of CRs.    Possibly, ERCOT can just cancel the 814_10s and contact the REPs to stop sending them. Discussed updates if needed for guides.   Put action items on agenda for February & March                       03/28/2007 TX SET is in the process of making changes to Protocols Chpter 15 and 19 to remove Drop to AREP processes, along with RMGRR changes to Timing Matrix to synch-up with new Protocols PRR 672, 707, and 693.  Catherine Meiners and Katherine Thurman will also review the MIMO documentation for Drop to AREP language/processes for updates to be brought forward to TX SET in April		Closed		4/25/07

		Mar-07		For TX SET Issue 051, Susan Munson to write change control.				Closed		4/25/07

		Mar-07		For TX SET Issue 055, TX SET requests ERCOT and CRs determine internally if there are system issues with meter readings or number of dials that register 6 positions (5.1) or this could be considered 7 positions if CNP includes the 6 or 7 position that includes the decimal point.		Some CRs reported at March meeting; all CRs and ERCOT requested to respond at April 25 meeting.		Closed		4/25/07

		Jan-07		Catherine Meiners discussed issue currently in production,   e-mail address can be used as contact type on move-outs, but not on move-ins or switches (versus phone number) –		Catherine Meiners  will write up issue to allow email as a valid contact type in the PER~IC on all initiating transactions                  02/22/07 -- This issue was discussed and we need feedback from Nueces (Frank Wilson) concerning correct resolution to issue.                                         03/28/2007 - Nueces and NECRD did not think this EM email communications was needed in the 814_24, therefore a change control will be written by Catherine Meiners (ERCOT)  to remove the EM requirement from the 814_24 transaction		Closed		5/23/07

		Mar-07		For TX SET Issue 036, Jennifer Garcia to chair sub-team to investigate this issue further. Jennifer Garcia will gather stats; Catherine Meiners to gather MarkeTrak/FasTrak stats.  Rob Bevill said we should find out why this is an issue for some MPs and not others.		04/25/07 - Jennifer will bring back examples to TX SET along with proposal for SCR		Closed		5/23/07

		Mar-07		For TX SET Issue 040, Catherine Meiners will research the option of ERCOT logging MarkeTrak issues to CRs when we get 814_28 PT on a MVI – it will be a manual effort for ERCOT, but since volumes are low, this should not be a problem.		4/25/07 - Johnny will get some examples to Catherine Meiners and if no examples by next meeting - Johnny will close/withdraw this issue		Closed		5/23/07

		Oct-06		MPs to take Texas SET transaction checklist back to their shops; review necessity for negative response transactions		Kathy Scott to send out; To be discussed at 10/25-26 meetings and RMGRR filed.                10/26/2006 - May require additional discussion at a later time - Need to evaluate the benefit of changing the current process.                                                                                                                                        1/25/07 --  Transactions may need to be looked at for value -- Expectations of the receiver of such transactions --- Can this be part of the 814_10 discussion, 814_21 rejects, 814_07, 814_29, 824 EV                             05/23/2007 - Still open for future discussion of transactional changes		Closed		7/12/07

		Oct-06		PUCT has issued a proposal for publication -  Project 33025 which among other things proposes to eliminate "Drop to AREP" Process - once the project is approved and adopted by the PUCT TX SET will need to review to determine what needs to be done with the 814_10 Drop to AREP transaction		11/07/06 TX SET will monitor rulemaking process                       01/25/2007 --- Catherine Meiners will discuss internally with ERCOT for options on the 814_10 either reject transactions or other and bring back to the February and/or March TX SET Meeting      02/22/07 - Discussed what actions still need to be completed to remove 814_10 from automated process, including documentation and PRR changes.   MMWG will look at reporting change.  TTPT will look at Test Script Changes                                            04/25/07 -  Pending until PRR and RMGRR is submitted to RMS		Closed		7/12/07

		May-07		Discussion is requested how TDSPs match the REF~4P and REF~IX segments on the 814_05 transaction.		05/23/2007 - Esther Melcer to forward questions to Kathy Scott and TDSPs will review how it is done at their shops                   07/12/2007 - TDSPs provide  Esther Melcer with answers to questions via email-no follow-up needed		Closed		7/12/07

		Jan-07		TX SET Issue 814_03 and 814_14 Clean-up of Customer Name Information in gray boxes - (2006-I048) (Rob Bevill) Approved by TX SET – clean-up to the guides because of the process was changed via the Rulemaking.		Approved as written Rob Bevill will write a change control to correct the guides with the appropriate process that was approved and scheduled for implementation with 3.0 for Customer Billing Information                             02/22/07 -- Change Control still needs to written or combined into one change control already created by Susan Munson 2007-705                                            03/28/07 - Same status as last month                 04/25/07 - still open item until change control is updated or introduced                                05/23/07 - still open item until change control is updated or introduced                                07/12/2007 -Rob will write change control		Closed		1210/2007

		Mar-07		Susan Munson/Catherine Meiners to remove Drop to AREP references from the version of the Solution to Stacking Guide located on the Texas Standard Electronic Transaction Guides page of ERCOT.com.		04/25/2007 - Redlined and posted to the Website under 4/25/07 TX SET meeting.  Waiting for MPs to review for approval at the May TX SET Meeting                                      05/23/2007- Document written, but not reviewed/approved by TX SET with redlined changes                                                      07/12/2007 - Susan and Catherine have made updates to Solution to Stacking Guide but changes have not been reviewed by TX SET. Change will be placed on the August agenda for review and approval by TX SET.		Closed		12/10/07

		Apr-07		TX SET issue needed to revise grayboxes on 650_04 for use of BGN06 on reconnect for denial of access.  In addition, this issue will contain changes for Disconnect for Non-pay BGN matching discussed at previous meeting.		Cary Reed to write TX SET issue for future implementation (after Texas SET 3.0)            05/23/2007 - Issue document will be written by Cary Reed		Closed		12/10/07

		May-07		Clarifying language is needed in the 814_28 PT Implementation Guide		05/23/2007 - Catherine Meiners to write the TX SET issue                                                  07/12/2007 - Catherine wrote redline changes that were review my TX SET, however Cary Reed suggested making some changing to existing language for more clarification.  Cary will redline document with those corrections and submit to TX SET for review/approval		Closed		12/10/07

		May-07		For Issue 059, a change control is needed for clarification so that the 814_14 will look just like the 05.		05/23/2007 - Kyle Patrick to write change control                                                        07/12/2007 - Kyle should have change control available for next meeting in August		Closed		12/10/07

		Jul-07		Include TTPT V3.0 Lessons Learned with TX SET Lessons Learned		7/12/2007 - Kyle Patrick to bring TTPT V3.0 Lessons Learned to MCT/TX SET Lessons Learned session in August		Closed		12/10/07

		Jul-07		Investigate use of tick marks in data (emailed question from Suzette Sondag).  Should this cause a transaction reject?		7/12/2007 - Kim Wall to research 4010 extended character sets and report back to TX SET		Closed		12/10/07

		Jul-07		Review all reject codes and their uses on transactions (ex. NFI Reject Code on 814_25)		7/12/2007 - Cary Reed to write issue and change control to disallow TDSPs from using NFI on 814_25.  TX SET to review uses of all reject codes on all transactions.		Closed		12/10/07

		Oct-07		ERCOT - Issue 071 - will research whether the MarkeTrak cancel issues logged in error are limited to a few CRs or if it is across the board.		12/10/2007 - Catherine Meiners will work with the CR’s Account Manager to correct the issues		Closed		12/10/07

		Oct-07		ERCOT - Texas SET Procedures –will update Issues Form and include where to send issue.				Close		12/10/07

		Jan-07		TX SET Issue 650_02 YNQ Segment (Issue 2006-I046) - (Suzette Sondag) This is considered a guide clean-up on a non-emergency basis.   This is combining the 2-YNQ segments into one YNQ segment.  
 Approved as written and will need to be submitted into change control; Suzette Sondag will prepare draft and submit.		Approved as written and needs to be written as a change control. Suzette Sondag will write the change control.                           02/22/07 -- Change Control still needs to written or combined into one change control already created by Susan Munson 2007-705                                           03/28/07 Leave pending until time can be allotted for discussion                                         till open item until change control is updated or introduced                                                   05/23/07 - still open item until change control is updated or introduced                               07/12/2007 - Suzette will write change control		Closed		1/23/08

		Jan-07		TX SET Issue 810_02 BIG 05 Replacement Cross Reference - (Issue 2006-I047) (Suzette Sondag) – Changes were discussed and made to the proposed language.  TX SET agreed that a change control was needed to be clear on the process and to prevent development issues with validation.   Change control will be written by Suzette Sondag.		Approved as written and needs to be written as a change control. Suzette Sondag will write the change control.                           02/22/07 -- Change Control still needs to written or combined into one change control already created by Susan Munson            03/28/07 - Same status as last month            04/25/07 - still open item until change control is updated or introduced                                   till open item until change control is updated or introduced                                                        05/23/07 - still open item until change control is updated or introduced                                07/12/2007 - Suzette will write change control		Closed		1/23/08

		Oct-07		ERCOT - Issue 074 - will investigate the volume of orders affected by this scenario.		Centerpoint (Kathy Scott) will provide examples to ERCOT for further investigation Closed due to issues was withdrawn at this time		Closed		1/23/08

		Dec-07		Gross receipts tax new issue:  Lauren Damen requested TNMP and Oncor to get back with her regarding if they have the information or not; then she will review with her boss		Lauren Damien will recommend that the issue regarding what entity determines Gross Tax receipts should continue to be the CR and this recommendation will be provided to the submitter.		Closed		1/23/08

		Dec-07		Kathryn Thurman to have the Texas SET Version Release descriptions posted on the archived versions on ERCOT.com		Posted to website		Closed		1/23/08

		Jan-08		POLR to POLR Process.		C. Meiners will look at what is involved and determine if it can be a SIR and what it would take to uniquely identify these.		Closed		2/14/08

		Oct-07		ERCOT - Issue 073 - will do further research to determine how many instances occurred under this same scenario, also to determine what it would take to make the appropriate changes.		More information is needed from ERCOT to be provided at the January 08 meeting           
01/23 C. Meiners will get with Jack Adams and Karen Farley to make sure there are no issues and will work with RCS to get a Market Notice sent out. Need Change Control to ensure automated processes are developed for the next release.  Kathy Scott will write change control.  2-14-08: Drafted market notice and Change Control.  Keeping on list until short-term solution is in place.  3-28-08: MarkeTrak process put in place in February.  Change Control Drafted for long term solution.		Closed		3/28/08

		Dec-07		Kathy Scott and Rob Bevill will state at the 12/16 Distributed Generation Task Force meeting that Texas SET agrees with a short-term solution to use the Ignore loop in the 867.		TX SET will need to review this recommendation again following the approval of the Distributed Generation Rulemaking scheduled for latter 2008.  Will it present a problem if a Demand value is also passed in the Ignore Loop?		Closed		3/28/08





Parking Lot Items

		Date Opened		Parking Lot Item		Resolution		Status		Date Last Updated

		Feb-06		Update RMGRR to make sure there is a way to drop the Customer Information to the TDSP as well as the CR for updates.		Due to issues and POLR rulemaking has not been settled this may not be an issue for TX SET.  Can re-open if needed at a later date when all issues have been resolved.		Closed		4/26/06

		Feb-06		(Chuck Moore) Look at RMGRR Long Term language to see if ERCOT will still send a list of pending transactions to the Gaining CRs.  This request is for when the current CR is defaulting the new gaining CR receives a spreadsheet that notifies them of pending transactions to see if the gaining CR has an opportunity to gain (Switch) the Retail Customer earlier preventing them from going to POLR.		ERCOT will investigate if this functionality or process can be added to the Mass Transition requirements document.  TX SET Leadership will also add this item to the agenda for May 22/23 meetings to discuss what needs to be added and to document the requirement needs for ERCOT.		Closed		8/24/06

		Feb-06		Possibly look at ERCOT dropping a 814_03 for ESI IDs with pending MVIs that are on day 1, 2, or 3.  Might need to look at a priority code and/or code to let the TDSP know that this is a MVI and the lights are not on so that they know it will not be processed as a Switch.		Per TX SET discussion the cost of building this logic would be more than the benefit because of the volume that would apply for this situation.		Closed		4/26/06

		Feb-06		(Kyle Patrick) Need a way for CRs to submit a Switch on customers that are with them as the POLR but have requested  Non-POLR service.		This issue may be  resolved through the adopted POLR Rule and the selection criteria for POLRs that are within the Rule.		Closed		4/26/06

		Feb-06		Work to consolidate implementation materials for Retail Releases.  Work to make sure that information provided concerning releases is consistent across all documentation involved in the project and/or release.		TX SET in conjuction with MCT  will work to creating this as our goal		Pending		4/26/06






Retail Release Items

June 14th 2008 Retail Release















































PR-60008_01

Terms and Conditions and Performance Measures (PUCT 33049)

This project will implement the following: 1) ERCOT solution for the remaining transaction timing requirements of PRR672 and prioritization requirements of PRR707;  and  2) ERCOT changes in support of PUCT Project 33049 for Performance Measures.























2

PRR672 Revise the transaction timings in Section 15 for retail processes in order to comply with PUCT Project 29637 and Mass Customer Transition Requirements. 



PRR707 

1)     Add paragraph to outline the prioritization of transactions at ERCOT.

 2)     Revise transaction timings for Off-Cycle Switches and Off-Cycle Drops to AREP.

 a)     Off-Cycle Switches should be added to Level 4 Transactions to be processed within one (1) Retail Business Day.

 b)     Off-Cycle Drops to AREP should be added to the Level 4 Transactions to be processed within one (1) Retail Business Day.

 3)        Add language in Section 15.4.1.4 for New ESI ID Creation that explains a retry process for 814_20s.



SIR 11663 - MarkeTrak

Change stoptime default to show 00:00:00 as timestamp.

The default end time for Non-IDR MarkeTrak issues changed to show 00:00:00 instead of 23:59:59.























PR-70007_01

MarkeTrak Enhancements - Release 1



Release 1 includes the following requirements.  Requirement 19 requires Market Participants to install updated .wsdl and .xsd.



























Requirement 1 :Market:  Make the order of all buttons consistent on all sub-types



Requirement 2 Market:  Create a Parent Project Type for DEV Issues



Requirement 3 Market:  Make all transitions consistent within MarkeTrak



Requirement 6 Market:  Modify Search Arrow next to ID Search





Release 1 Requirements:























Requirement 14 Market:  Add Columns to Escalation Email Attachment



Requirement 19 ERCOT:  Populate ERCOT Owner and Siebel Status/Sub-status on ERCOT Initiated Issues.  API - Alternate User ID field is now required for submitting and updating through the API.



Requirement 21  ERCOT:  Siebel Status/Sub-status Auto Update Upon Completion







Release 1 Requirements (cont):























Release 1 Requirements (cont):

Requirement 23 ERCOT:  Add ability to turn on/off Automation of for IAG and DEV



Requirement 41 ERCOT:  Correct logic used in the StartTime fields on DEVLSE Issues



Requirement 42 ERCOT:  Correct logic used in the StopTime fields on DEVLSE Issues



























Retail Release

June 147 2008





_1272714953.doc
Texas SET – 2008 Meeting Schedule

Tuesday, January 22, 2008 

Time:   10-5

ERCOT Conf. Room 168 Wednesday, January 23, 2008 
Time:     9-3

ERCOT Conf. Room 206B 


Thursday, February 14, 2008

Time:  
  9-3:30
ERCOT Conf. Room 168 

Thursday, March 27, 2008

Time:  
 10-5

ERCOT Conf. Room 168 


Friday, March 28, 2008 

Time:     9-3

ERCOT Conf. Room 168


Wednesday, April 23, 2008

Time:  
 10-5

Direct Energy - Houston Thursday, April 24, 2008

Time:     9-3

Direct Energy - Houston

Wednesday, May 21, 2008

Time:  
 10-5

ERCOT Conf. Room 168

Thursday, May 22, 2008 

Time:     9-3

ERCOT Conf. Room 168

Tuesday, June 17, 2008 

Time:  
 10-5

Green Mountain - Austin 


Wednesday, June 18, 2008  

Time:     9-3

Green Mountain - Austin

Wednesday, July 16, 2008 

Time:  
 10-5

AEP – Corpus Christi 


Thursday, July 17, 2008 

Time:     9-3

AEP – Corpus Christi

Thursday, August 14, 2008 

Time:  
 10-5

Oncor - Dallas 


Friday, August 15, 2008

Time:     9-3

Oncor - Dallas

Wednesday, September 24, 2008
Time:    10-5

ERCOT Conf. Room 168 


Thursday, September 25, 2008
Time:      9-3

ERCOT Conf. Room 168 


Wednesday, October 29, 2008 
Time:    10-5

AEP - Tulsa 


Thursday, October 30, 2008

Time:      9-3

AEP - Tulsa 


Tuesday, December 2, 2008

Time: 
  10-5

CenterPoint - Houston 


Wednesday, December 3, 2008
Time:       9-3

CenterPoint - Houston
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		TX SET Issue Tracking Request Form 





		TX SET Issue Tracking Number:

		2008-I0XX



		 Issue Status:

		New



		Last Modification Date:

		MM/DD/YYYY



		Retail Assignment Request Number:

		





		ISSUE SUBMITTER SECTION:



		Submitter Name:

		Submitting Company Name:  

		Date of Submission:



		 Rob Bevill

		Green Mountain Energy Company

		5-21-08



		Submitter’s E-Mail Address:

		Phone Number:  

		Affected Transaction(s):



		Rob.Bevill@greenmountain.com

		512-691-6134

		867_02, 867_03, 867_04



		Issue Statement:  (Short description of issue)



		 In support of PRR756 related to Distributed Renewable Generation, the REF~JH~I should be designated by TX SET to be used for kWh Generation values only.   





		Operational/System Impact: (What is the issue doing to your system and/or operations)



		 ERCOT will be processing this 





		Market Impact: (What is the issue doing to others)



		This information would benefit the TDSP’s and CR’s in providing additional information about the metering and the premise.  This new code would provide CR’s and TDSP’s with visibility of the Master Metered accounts that could be evaluated prior to disconnect or MVO request, and provide information to identify the presence of AMR meters. 





		Desired Outcome: (What do you expect to change)



		This change would require a system release.  Recommended new codes for the REF03 may include the following:

MM  = Master Metered


AMR = Advanced Meter – Limited Functionality


AMI   = Advanced Meter – Full Functionality


MMAM = Master Metered Advanced Meter






		Once Completed:



		Please submit this completed form via e-mail to txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com





		TX SET DISCUSSION SECTION:



		Date of TX SET Discussion:

		Change Control Created (Y/N):

		Change Control Tracking Number:



		 

		

		



		Discussion/Revision History:

		Referred to TX SET Subteam (Y/N):  

		



		



		Recommended Resolution:
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CHAPTER 25.
SUBSTANTIVE RULES APPLICABLE TO ELECTRIC SERVICE PROVIDERS.


Subchapter _.
__.

CHAPTER 25.
SUBSTANTIVE RULES APPLICABLE TO ELECTRIC SERVICE PROVIDERS.


Subchapter I.
TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION.


DIVISION 2. 
TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION APPLICABLE TO ALL ELECTRIC UTILITIES. 



§25.213.  Metering for Distributed Renewable Generation.

(a)
Application.

This section applies to transmission and distribution utilities, excluding river authorities, owners of distributed renewable generation, and the entity responsible for settlement.


(b)
Metering.


(1)
Upon request by a customer that has, or is in the process of installing distributed renewable generation with a capacity of less than 50 kW on the retail electric customer’s side of the meter and that desires to measure the generation’s out-flow production, a transmission and distribution utility shall provide metering at the point of common coupling using one or two meters that separately measure both the customer’s electricity consumption from the distribution network and the out-flow that is delivered from the customer’s side of the meter to the distribution network and separately report each metered value to the transmission and distribution utility.  The two metered values shall be separately accounted for by the entity responsible for settlement.

(2)
Upon request by a retail electric customer that has, or is the process of installing distributed renewable generation with a capacity equal to or greater than 50 kW up to 2,000 kW on the retail electric customer’s side of the meter, a transmission and distribution utility shall provide one or two interval data recorders at the point of common coupling that separately measure both the customer’s electricity consumption from the distribution network and the out-flow that is delivered from the retail electric customer’s side of the meter to the distribution network and separately report each metered value to the transmission and distribution utility.  The two metered values shall be separately accounted for by the entity responsible for settlement.

(3)
Upon request by a retail electric customer that has, or is in the process of installing distributed renewable generation with a capacity of less than 50 kW on the retail electric customer’s side of the meter and that does not desire to measure the generation’s out-flow production, a transmission and distribution utility shall provide metering in accordance with paragraph (1) of this subsection or, at the transmission and distribution utility’s option, install a meter that measures the customer’s electricity consumption from the distribution network but does not measure the out-flow that is delivered from the retail electric customer’s side of the meter to the distribution network.  Unless an existing distributed renewable generation owner requests to have the existing meter replaced, the transmission and distribution utility may, at its option and expense, replace an existing distributed renewable generation owner’s meter with a meter of a type specified in this rule.

(4)
Pursuant to the applicable schedule in its tariff, a transmission and distribution utility shall charge for the customer’s electricity consumption from the distribution network as measured by the metering installed pursuant to paragraphs (1), (2) or (3) of this subsection.


(5)
A transmission and distribution utility shall not provide metering for purposes of PURA §39.914(d) and PURA §39.916(f), that is inconsistent with paragraph (1), (2) or (3) of this subsection, unless ordered by the commission.


(6)
The distributed renewable generation owner shall pay any significant differential cost of the metering.


(7)
Transmission and distribution utilities shall file tariffs for metering under this section within 60 days of its effective date.

§25.213(b) continued

(8)
Owners of distributed renewable generation may begin selling out-flow at any time, but transmission and distribution utilities are not required to comply with paragraph (1), (2) or (3) of this subsection, as they relate to reporting the two metered values, and the entity responsible for settlement is not required to accept the meter data provided pursuant to paragraph (1), (2) or (3) of this subsection until January 1, 2009.


(9)
The entity responsible for settlement shall develop processes for settlement of electricity consumption and out-flow that reflects time of generation by January 1, 2009.



§25.213--1
effective date 05/14/08


§25.213--1
effective date 05/14/08
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		TX SET Issue Tracking Request Form 





		TX SET Issue Tracking Number:

		2007-I075



		 Issue Status:

		Pending



		Last Modification Date:

		2/14/2008



		Retail Assignment Request Number:

		





		ISSUE SUBMITTER SECTION:



		Submitter Name:

		Submitting Company Name:  

		Date of Submission:



		 Johnny Robertson

		 TXU Energy

		11/15/2007



		Submitter’s E-Mail Address:

		Phone Number:  

		Affected Transaction(s):



		 Johnny.Robertson@txu.com

		 214-875-8165

		814_24



		Issue Statement:  (Short description of issue)



		Non – CSA CR sends a MVO with the indicator for ignore the CSA at ERCOT.


Resulting in CSA CR never knowing the ESIID is not active.   CSA premise management company is left with a Unit with no power and may incur charges for permits in the hundreds of Dollars. 



		Operational/System Impact: (What is the issue doing to your system and/or operations)



		 
Segment:
REF Reference Identification (Move Out CSA De-energize)



Position:
090



Loop:
N1        Optional



Level:
Heading



Usage:
Optional



Max Use:
>1



Purpose:
To specify identifying information



Syntax Notes:
1
At least one of REF02 or REF03 is required.




2
If either C04003 or C04004 is present, then the other is required.




3
If either C04005 or C04006 is present, then the other is required.



Semantic Notes:
1
REF04 contains data relating to the value cited in REF02.



Comments:

Notes:

CR to ERCOT: Optional


ERCOT to TDSP: Not Used


Indicates to ERCOT that any CSA relationship associated with this ESI ID should be ignored.  ERCOT will send the 814_24 for the Current CR to the TDSP rather than sending an 814_03 for the CSA CR.


There are two cases in which this code should be used:


The owner of CSA could use the code to de-energize a premise (Only if the CSA REP is also the REP of Record at the time of the Move-Out effective date).


REF~2W~MVO


Data Element Summary



Ref.
Data




Des.
Element
Name
Attributes

Must Use

REF01

128

Reference Identification Qualifier

M

ID 2/3

Code qualifying the Reference Identification


2W


Change Order Authority


Notification that the customer is moving out of a premise with a CSA and that the Current CR does not want ERCOT to invoke the CSA.  


Must Use

REF02

127

Reference Identification

X

AN 1/30

Reference information as defined for a particular Transaction Set or as specified by the Reference Identification Qualifier


MVO


Move Out






		Market Impact: (What is the issue doing to others)



		 ERCOT System validation could be programs with wrong requirements.





		Desired Outcome: (What do you expect to change)



		ERCOT reject or not honor the REF~2W if the CR is not the CR of Record.  

(Only if the CSA REP is also the REP of Record at the time of the Move-Out effective date).








		TX SET DISCUSSION SECTION:



		Date of TX SET Discussion:

		Change Control Created (Y/N):

		Change Control Tracking Number:



		 12/10/07

		

		



		Discussion/Revision History:

		Referred to TX SET Subteam (Y/N):  

		





CRs will need to check internally with their shops to determine what the best solution should be for this scenario.  

1/23/08 – ERCOT’s investigation showed a lot of activity with numerous CRs sending this code where they may or may not have been CSA CR.   The information obtained by ERCOT isn’t definite as to the findings because the CSA CR could have changed from the time the information was pulled.   CRs suggested that ERCOT may want to pull the report based on the last two months of activity to determine if the CR requesting the 2W Move-Out is actually the CSA CR or is it just the current REP of Record (non-CSA CR) requesting a 2W Move-Out incorrectly for their customer.   Additional data is needed from ERCOT to ensure correct result is obtained going forward.  CSA owner may have the CSA established a under different DUNS.  

Follow-up UPDATE:  1,214 – Move-Outs submitted with ignore CSA Flag- 34 was submitted with CSA when CR requesting Ignore CSA was not CSA CR (the majority was requested by one CR).   543-Ignore CSA was correct because they were CSA CR, 637 Ignore CSA CR was submitted when no CSA CR agreement existed.  This was just for 1-days (1/22/08) investigation completed by ERCOT.  

2/14/08 – ERCOT presented additional data for consideration which provided counts of occurrences this scenario during the last 3 days of January: 


		 

		Count

		Percentage



		Total MVOs Accepted

		16,762

		 



		MVOs without flag

		15,208

		90.73%



		MVOs with flag from CSA CR

		608

		3.63%



		MVOs with flag and no CSA CR 

		872

		5.20%



		MVOs with flag from another CR

		74

		.44%





ERCOT stated that most of these were caused by a single CR and agreed to contact that CR and request that they stop doing this.  ERCOT is going to provide similar data for TX SET to review in March to monitor for improvement.  However, this behavior is not expressly prohibited in any market guides or rules and it is possible that CRs are using the By-Pass flag intentionally, following a DNP, so as not to re-energize a premise.  CRs will need to consider this trade-off if we decide to expressly limit the use of the CSA By-Pass flag to the owner of the CSA.  

3-27-08:  ERCOT is going to assess (perform a system impact analysis) what it would take to add validation to check that the CR submitting a REF 2W (CSA By-Pass) is also the current CSA CR (including under a different DUNS number).  Note the grey-box language in the 814_24 in the REF~2W limiting the use of the code to the current REP of Record.  

4-23-08:  ERCOT provided updated data on the frequency of MVOs being submitted with the CSA By-Pass flag in which a different CR is the owner of the CSA.  The data shows that this issue continues to occur at a concerning frequency (see data below).  ERCOT stated that >75% of these transactions came from a single CR and it was agreed that ERCOT Client Services would escalate the issue to that CR and request that they cease this business practice.  (TX SET’s interpretation of the 814_24 I.G. is that this practice (using the REF~2W) is not allowed.)   ERCOT agreed to continue to monitor the volume and to bring updated data back to TX SET in May.  Also, these data include both the REF~2W and B44 and ERCOT agreed look at a sample of the data to get an idea for how many of these are B44 (which is a valid market process).    

		

		01/29/08 – 01/31/08

		02/13/08 – 03/23/08

		04/01/08 – 04/20/08



		

		Count

		Percentage

		Count

		Percentage

		Count

		Percentage



		Total MVOs submitted with bypass flag

		1,554

		

		14,864

		

		7,351

		



		MVOs with flag from CSA CR

		608

		39.12%

		6,261

		42.12%

		2,787

		37.91%



		MVOs with flag and no CSA CR 

		872

		56.11%

		8,007

		53.87%

		4,185

		56.93%



		MVOs with flag from another CR

		74

		4.76%

		596

		4.01%

		379

		5.16%
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Issues Under Review

		I075 – CSA-By Pass flag is being used by CRs when they do not have a CSA established





Language in the 814_24 Move-out guide states:



“The owner of CSA could use the code to de-energize a premise (Only if the CSA REP is also the REP of Record at the time of the Move-Out effective date).”







Issue I075 (continued)

*

		01/29/08 – 01/31/08		02/13/08 – 03/23/08		04/01/08 – 04/20/08

		Count		Percent		Count		Percent		Count		Percent

		Total MVOs submitted with bypass flag		1,554		14,864		7,351

		MVOs with flag from CSA CR		608		39.12%		6,261		42.12%		2,787		37.91%

		MVOs with flag and no CSA CR 		872		56.11%		8,007		53.87%		4,185		56.93%

		MVOs with flag from another CR		74		4.76%		596		4.01%		379		5.16%







































Issue I075 (continued)

ERCOT conducted an impact analysis on setting up validation to limit the use of the CSA By-Pass code (REF~2W) under two scenarios:



REP of Record DUNS only:

       180 Hours – Project Required



Any DUNS associated with the REP of Record (for REPs that use multiple DUNS numbers): 

       640 Hours – Project Required

		Cost looks to be prohibitively high



*







Issue I075 (continued)

		>75% of issues traced to a single REP



		ERCOT Client Services has escalated the issue to the REP



		The REP has indicated that they are taking steps to stop this practice



		TX SET will continue to monitor volumes



*







Change Controls in Queue 

		2 Change Controls Approved for a Future TX SET Release



		16 Change Controls Pending Approval to be Addressed on a Change Control Call on Thursday, May 22 (Day 2 of TX SET Meeting)



		See TX SET website to see Change Controls 



*







*

Other Work in Progress



Distributed Renewable Generation RMGRR

Implementation Guide Examples

Update Transaction Examples and Prepare to Pull Examples Out of I.G.s at Next Release

Review/Clean-up of RMG Section 7 to ensure consistency with TX SET v3.0

Monitoring Advanced Metering Project for TX SET Changes













*

Questions?
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7.14 Surplus Power from Distributed Renewable Generation

1. Beginning on January 1, 2009, customers with less than 50 kW of demand who have on-site distributed renewable generation, as defined in PURA §39.904, may sell surplus power that is delivered onto the distribution network.  In support of the ability for REPs to provide direct benefits to customers, REPs (via their QSEs) can receive a wholesale settlement adjustment for this surplus energy, according to the process and requirements outlined below.

7.14.1 Eligibility

In order to be eligible to receive a wholesale settlement adjustment, the following requirements must be met;


(1) A current and valid Interconnection Agreement must be in place with the TDSP, as described in PUCT Sub. Rules 25.211 and 25.212.


(2) The ESI ID must be assigned to a renewable distributed generation load profile (see the ERCOT Load Profiling Guide for further information on load profile requirements) SHOULD WE KEEP THIS SECTION?

7.14.5        TDSP Communication to ERCOT and the REP of Record of technical information from Distributed Generation Interconnection Agreements.


In order to assign a distributed generation load profile, ERCOT requires that the information below from the interconnection agreement between the TDSP and the end use customer be provided.  Once the TDSP establishes an interconnection agreement with a Distributive Generation Owner the TDSP shall complete the spreadsheet in Appendix XX** and provide the spreadsheet to ERCOT and the REP of Record:


		Information as requested on the ERCOT-approved form to include:



		ESI ID



		Generation type, e.g. PV, wind, etc.



		Interconnection Agreement effective date



		Meter with kWh gen and kWh load measurement capability installed?  (Y/N)



		Current Profile ID



		Total inverter capacity (if applicable)



		The inverter's published peak efficiency rating



		If PV renewable generation is present the following information will be required:



		I.

		Number of modules

		 



		II.

		Size of modules (watts)

		 



		III.

		Total PV generation capacity (DC)



		If wind renewable generation is present the following information will be required:



		I.

		Number of turbines

		 



		II.

		Size of turbine (watts)

		 



		III.

		Total wind generation capacity (kW)



		

		





**The information communicated in Appendix XX should be considered Propriety Customer Information


7.14.2 Metering Required for Measurement and Settlement of Outflow

In order for outflow to be measured, the premise must have metering that measures in-flow and out-flow of electricity separately at the point of common coupling.  Customers shall contact their TDSP to request the necessary metering if they have not already done so in conjunction with their interconnection activities.  TDSP charges may apply for the cost of the metering.  See PUCT Subst. Rule 25.213, Metering for Distributed Renewable Generation, for further details.

7.14.3 Transmittal of Excess Generation Meter Data

The generation value (kWh) will be transmitted on the 867_03 Monthly Usage and the 867_02 Historical Usage transactions in the REF~JH~I segment.  This segment currently serves no other purpose in the market and is now dedicated for generation values only.  For instances where there has been no generation, the segment should either be omitted or included and populated with “0”.  

7.14.4             ERCOT Processing of Meter Data for Outflow

ERCOT will process generation values received for any ESI ID, provided that the ESI ID is also assigned to a renewable distributed generation load profile.  Any Monthly Usage transaction received by ERCOT that contains a value for generation for an ESI ID that is not assigned to a renewable distributed generation load profile will be processed but the generation value will be ignored by ERCOT.

For a detailed description of the wholesale settlement impact of the generation value, see Protocol sections 11.4.4.2 Load Reduction for Excess Photovoltaic Generation and 11.4.4.3 Load Reduction for Excess Non-Photovoltaic Generation.
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