Retail Market Guide Revision Request


	RMGRR Number
	
	RMGRR Title
	

	Date Posted
	

	
	

	Retail Market Guide  (RMG) Section(s) Requiring Revision (Include Section No. and Title)
	7.2.4.3 Third Party has Gained ESI ID (Leapfrog Scenario)

7.2.2.5 Invalid Reject Reasons

	Protocol Section(s) Requiring Revision, if any
	n/a

	Requested Resolution (Normal or Urgent, and justification for Urgent status)
	Normal

	Revision Description
	This Retail Market Guide Revision Request (RMGRR) revises section 7.2.4.3 and 7.2.2.5 to be consistent with current logic implemented at ERCOT.

	Reason for Revision
	Incorrect description of current logic

	Overall Market Benefit
	

	Overall Market Impact
	

	Consumer Impact
	


	Quantitative Impacts and Benefits


Instructions:  To allow for comprehensive RMGRR consideration and development of the Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA), please fill out each block below completely and provide as much detailed information as possible.  Wherever possible, please include reasons, explanations, and cost/benefit analyses pertaining to this RMGRR.

	Assumptions
	1
	e.g.: Key assumptions used in estimating market cost and/or benefit

	
	2
	Dependencies on other projects or other timing requirements

	
	3
	

	
	4
	

	Market Cost
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	e.g.: Cost per MP to implement
	e.g.: $10,000 each for 50 QSEs

	
	2
	Add’l staff required per MP
	1.5 FTE each for 6 TDSPs @ $65/hour

	
	3
	
	

	
	4
	
	

	Market Benefit
	
	Impact Area
	Monetary Impact

	
	1
	e.g.: Reduced MP costs
	e.g.: 2 FTE reduction for 25 CRs @ $65/hour

	
	2
	Enhanced MP efficiency
	2 hour savings per day for 50 generators @$65

	
	3
	Reduced congestion cost
	 0.5% reduction in total congestion cost

	
	4
	
	

	Additional Qualitative Information
	1
	e.g.: Benefits that are difficult to quantify

	
	2
	Benefits that are not certain but relatively likely

	
	3
	Customer service impacts, cash flow impacts, transaction speed, etc.

	
	4
	

	Other Comments
	1
	e.g.: Thoughts on ERCOT systems impacts

	
	2
	Potential manual workarounds or delivery options

	
	3
	Other comments of value to PRS, TAC and the Board of Directors

	
	4
	


	Sponsor

	Name
	Kathryn Thurman on behalf of TX SET

	E-mail Address
	kthurman@ercot.com

	Company
	ERCOT on behalf of TX SET

	Phone Number
	512-248-6747

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	


	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	

	E-Mail Address
	

	Phone Number
	


	Proposed Guide Language Revision


7.2.4.3
Third Party has Gained ESI ID (Leapfrog Scenario)

If a third party CR legitimately acquires a previously inadvertently gained ESI ID or if the backdated transaction is requesting a date prior to a scheduled transaction in which notifications have been sent and prior to the inadvertent gain issue reaching resolution, the TDSPs shall respond with the following statement:

Gaining CR is no longer the REP of record or scheduled to be the Rep of Record for this ESI ID.  A third party has gained or is in the process of gaining the account.  The TDSP no longer considers this an inadvertent issue.
7.2.2.5
Invalid Reject Reasons

The original CR may not reject the return of an inadvertently gained ESI ID due to:

(1)
Inability to contact the Customer;

(2)
Past due balances or credit history;

(3)
Customer having moved out from the Premise in question;

(4)
Contract expiration or termination;

(5)
Pending Texas SET transactions where notifications have not been sent; or

(6)
Original CR serving the Premise under a CSA.
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