
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: Texas SET meeting (Day 1 & 2 )
	Date:  Tuesday, June 17 and 18 , 2008
	Completed by: Susan Munson/David Hanks

	Attendees:  See Attendance List

	

	DAY 1

1. Texas SET Meeting
· Antitrust Admonition

· Introductions

· Approval of the Draft May 2008 Meeting Notes
· RMS Update

· Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS on 6-11-08

· RMS Chair requested that TX SET take the action item to draft an RMGRR based on the Mass Transition Lessons Learned session held June 11, 2008.  This will be discussed at tomorrow’s meeting.
· July Retail Release Overview from ERCOT – K. Thurman reviewed the June 14 on-cycle release first showing the Phase 1 MarkeTrak Enhancements that went into production.  On June 22, the PR-60008-0 Phase 1 Performance Measures reporting will be released.  On July 12, the PR-60008-01 Transaction timing and prioritization will be released.
2. Distributed Renewable Generation

· Update on Status of Draft RMGRR – there is nothing that can be done on this currently.   Draft reflects non-IDR metering.
· Waiting for DGTF Position on IDR Metering, <50KW.  Look to submit this RMGRR after July meeting.
3. Advanced Metering Implementation Team

· AMIT and Potential impacts to TX SET

· Interim Solution for Settlement of AMS Meters
· Task 096:  Create standardized schema for TA-001 Machine-to-Machine Large Volume of Data in the specified format – Move to Action Items List.  Need more direction from AMIT and ERCOT.  Not enough clarity on this task yet for Texas SET to provide input.  This was added to Texas SET issues log so the group does not lose track of it.
· AMIT Meetings:
· June 19 (1pm) - 20: Home Area Network

· June 25-26: Home Area Network   (Cancelled)

· July 14-15: Web Portal 

· July 21-22: Web Portal

· July 28-29: Web Portal

· August: No Meetings

· September: 3, 16-18, 22-23, 29-30
4. Texas 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**).  ERCOT is working with the “offending REP” that is sending the ignore CSA flag where they are not the CSA CR.  K. Thurman provided metrics to show that the CR continues to send this.  There were several REPs that were doing this when it was reviewed last month.  One continues to send large volumes.  Discussion was held as to the possible course of action.  It was asked  for ERCOT to check with the CR at least monthly to see if they have corrected the error  ERCOT was also asked to provide a status back to TX SET once a month.  It was stated that putting it in front of RMS for discussion is probably the most pressure we can exert on that CR.  It was also suggested for the other CRs being impacted to have their Legal team to contact that CR and have them cease and desist that practice.  It was mentioned that the CR has said they are working on it and they intend to change.
· Issue I078:  Use of the REF~JH~I on the 867_03 for Distributed Renewable Generation
Removed the additional information that was copied from Issue I077. Remove the 867_04 from this issue.  DGTF meeting will be held on June 24 to discuss how to handle DG with non-IDR meters.  Depending on how things go, this may need to include IDR meters as well.
· Issue I077: Identification of Smart Meters and Master Meters
Suggested issue remains pending until further development of possible changes to Retail Transactions resulting from AMIT.
· Issue I079: TDSPs to Receive 814_21 Rejects forwarded by ERCOT from CR.
TDSPs and ERCOT discussed impact of this issue.  Centerpoint, AEP, and TNMP do not want to receive the 814_21s.  This seems to be more of an issue for NEC TDSP as a MOU/EC.  ERCOT recommends forwarding both accepts and rejects to NEC TDSP if they want to receive 814_21s.  D. Lowder (NEC) asked how other TDSPs handle this.  Centerpoint and TNMP both look at the forwarded transactions through an exception report posted on TML.  They query on the 814_21 rejects from CRs received by ERCOT.  Per D. Lowder, if there is a report that he can look at this issue may be closed and NEC TDSP will use the TML report.  K. Scott to send details to D. Lowder on CenterPoints process.
· Change Control 2008-723:  This change control was discussed on last month’s change control call, but was tabled due to the need for clarification regarding the SAC04 codes.  J. Robertson mentioned that K. Wall thinks it would be good to add a gray box to clarify the terms “Deposit, Deposit Interest Earned, and Deposit Interest Applied”. The main question is “why does it say Deposit Interest Applied”?  Agreed it should state “Deposit Applied”.  For LPC001- late payment, remove the requirement for an Invoice Number (REF~1K Segment required when SAC04=LPC001).  The group decided to go with Option 2 and remove the REF~1K for the DAB001 remove the word Interest..  
5. The Future of Implementation Guide Examples

Reviewed draft examples created by ERCOT (Kathryn Thurman) with actual data and updated the matrix of examples.  ERCOT will continue working on examples.  

K. Scott will provide to ERCOT data from previous point to point transactions for the TDSPs and D.  Lowder to provide 810_03 data for coop’s.  
6. Review Nodalized Protocols

Reviewed Protocol Section 15.  J. Levine of ERCOT Market Rules answered questions regarding the “nodalization” of this Section.  He will provide TX SET with draft comments.
Any changes that may need to be made to Section 15 due to the Mass Transition lesson’s learned will be filed with a subsequent PRR as to not hold up this one.

7. Retail Market Guide Clean-up for V3.0

Reviewed status of assigned sections of the Retail Market Guide: 

7.3 Safety Net – Bill Reily – Final Review 
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 – Final Review
7.7 Transaction Timing Matrix – K. Thurman - Pending

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- Completed

7.13 Interval Data Recorder (IDR) Optional Removal/Install Process – Completed
Performed a final review of Section 7.6 Disconnect and Reconnect for Non-Payment Process and made changes.
Performed a final review of Section 7.3 Safety Net.
DAY 2 

8.  
Mass Transition 
The June 11th Mass Transition Lessons Learned meeting along with the notes embedded in the Section 7 Mass Transition document were reviewed. The PUC POLR rules (25.43.n.17 and19) were referenced while updates were discussed about interpretation of the rules making sure the Retail Market Guide follows the rules.   
K. Thurman provided stats from the last 4 Mass Transitions on MVI’s and Switches that were pending for a future date at the time of the Mass Transition.  Discussion was held around ways to complete Switches that are already pending to complete sooner to avoid the end use customer going to POLR or limit the time they were with a POLR.  Some options discussed were allowing date changes (814_12s) on pending Switches or ERCOT updating the dates in the Switches.  K. Thurman stated that ERCOT will NOT change the Switch date on pending service orders and 814_12s are not presently allowed on Switches therefore this option would require system changes for all MPs. 
J. Robertson brought up the option of submitting these not only to POLRs but if there was an order in the future for another REP to submit the drop to them rather than drop to POLR.  K. Thurman stated that with current functionality we couldn’t do this because not everyone in the market is set up to receive 814_14’s.  If this is something the market would rather look into we could look into this as a future TX SET release but we could not do this with the current architecture.  REPs would need time to build their system in order to accept 814_14’s.  J. Robertson suggested that if they received an 814_14 and couldn’t process it, this should send them a red flag to fix this.  It was decided this is not an option with current architecture.

For pending transactions that will result in an ESIID being moved away from the losing CR (defaulting CR), K. Thurman informed the group that presently ERCOT is looking at 4 business days from day   instead of 2 calendar days + 2 business days as stated in the Retail Market Guide, Section 7.11.3 (2)(a) on pending transactions to determine what action should be taken on the pending service order(if a drop is needed).  .  She explained that the Market requirement document from 3.0 had 4 calendar days which is where the difference came in.  All agreed that it should be 2 Business days after the Mass Transition date to determine what action should be taken on pending service orders.         
After discussion, it was decided that for ESIIDs involved in the Mass Transition where there is a pending Switch with a Scheduled Meter Read Date greater than 2 business days after the Mass Transition date, including both In Review and Scheduled service orders, ERCOT would provide a list of those ESIIDs  to both POLR and non-POLR CRs.  These ESIIDs will still be transitioned to POLR and be included in the 814_14 mass drop list.  This will allow those CRs to contact their customer about the possibility of submitting an off-cycle Switch as soon as possible to minimize the time that the customer is with the POLR.   Minor changes were made to the spreadsheet in Appendix F4.  This is the spreadsheet that will be used to send the details of the pending service orders to the POLR and non-POLR CRs.  Kathryn T, informed the group that ERCOT would begin using the modified spreadsheet although it is not yet approved.  
Texas Rose concerns regarding those customers in the Lite-Up program were discussed.  How are the POLR reps notified that the customer was approved for the reduced rate program.  Rob B. stated that during these last Mass Transitions, the PUCT has been providing a list to the ESIIDs eligible and posting it on each POLR’s FTP site.  RMG was updated to reflect this action by the PUCT.  

K. Thurman brought up for discussion how ERCOT should handle any exceptions during a Mass Transition.  Scenario specifically mentioned was how to handle Permit Pending Move-Ins for the losing CR (defaulting CR )with a requested date prior to the Mass Transition Date.  It was agreed that ERCOT would work with MPs, one off, to resolve these exceptions.  

Mass Transition Initiation timing was discussed.  K. Thurman explained that currently there are 2 timelines.  One covers a Mass Transition on a Business day NOT prior to a weekend or ERCOT holiday and the other covers a Mass Transition on a Business day PRIOR to a weekend or ERCOT holiday.  On those occurring on a Business day NOT prior to a weekend, currently the guide reflects that the coordination meeting will be scheduled for the next Business day.  If a Mass Transition is confirmed early enough in the day and in order to expedite the Mass Transition,  ERCOT would like to be able to have the coordination meeting the same day therefore after discussion, it was decided to update the guide to reflect that on a Mass Transition NOT prior to a weekend, the meeting would be scheduled for the same or next business day.  If the email notice of the Mass Transition is sent no later than 3 PM the coordination meeting can be scheduled for the same business day no later than 6 PM.  There will be a minimum of 2 hours notice between the email and the start time of the coordination call.    K. Thurman agreed that this would work for ERCOT.
Concern regarding the accuracy of the data provided in the CBCI files was mentioned.  K. Thurman stated that ERCOT does not open each file.  There is a limited validation of these files.  Johnny R. said that the group should discuss the validation being performed on the name field – all spaces in the name filed should not be allowed.  K. Thurman stated if there are specific fileds or values the Market would like for ERCOT to evaluate on, ERCOT needs these requirements.  The CRs and TDSPs agreed that this should be between ERCOT and the PUC.  It was discussed in the Lessons Learned meeting that the PUC would be reviewing what is provided by ERCOT and they should work together to determine what validation should be preformed.
Appendix F3 was also edited to clarify that on the requested date for MVIs the date required is the requested date on the original MVI for the outgoing CR that was cancelled by ERCOT.
The necessary changes to the Retail Market Guide with regards to Section 7 Mass Transition and Section 9 Appendix were updated  with the necessary language for better understanding and clarity for  future Mass Transitions.

This information will be reviewed again by the Texas Set Working Group at the July meeting before submitting a RMGRR to present before RMS.
     9.  Action Item Spreadsheet 
          The action item spreadsheet was updated. 

     10. Texas SET Meeting Schedule and Locations
       The August meeting and dates were moved from Oncor – Dallas to ERCOT Conf. Room 168 on August 19th and 20th.


	Action Items / Next Steps

	1. Issue 075 - ERCOT will continue to contact the CR that is sending the majority of the transactions with the ignore CSA flag where they are not the CSA CR and provide a monthly update to Texas SET.
2. Issue 079 - K. Scott will get more detail about the TML report used for 814_21 rejects from CRs and she will provide the details to D. Lowder.
3. Change Control 2008-823 – J. Robertson and K. Scott to make updates discussed in the meeting.  D. Lowder to review.  This change control will then be brought up for vote again on the next change control call.
4. K. Scott to provide data from previous point-to-point transactions to ERCOT to use to create examples for the Implementation Guides.  D. Lowder to provide data for 810_03 transaction to ERCOT to create examples.
5. T. Richter to provide an update on changes to the website to support Change Control management.



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


