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	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 7-09-08

· RMS Chair asked why the I075 issue is still on the Texas SET agenda.  TX SET chair stated that is it is being kept on the agenda until we start to see a change made.  The issue might be brought back to RMS in a formal request to move the issue up the chain.
· August Retail Release Overview from ERCOT – K. Thurman reviewed the August 16 off-cycle release first showing the Phase 2 MarkeTrak Enhancements that will be released into production. The following SIR’s 11895, 11922, 11933, and 11932 were reviewed by K.Thurman for Texas SET WG.  
2. 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.  When K. Thurman contacted this CR for an update this week, the CR indicated they are working with their service provider on a timeframe. Discussion was held as to the possible next course of action if no action is taken by the CR.  It was asked again that ERCOT check with the CR at least monthly to see if they have corrected the error.  It was stated that putting it in front of RMS in a formal request for discussion is probably the most pressure we can exert on that CR.  Texas SET proposes we let this go for one (1) more month, if at our August meeting there is either no change in the data or indication from the REP that there is a change and what the timeline for that change is then TX SET  will be escalating this to RMS.  TX SET would like to deter this from going to RMS and has asked ERCOT to contact the CR and let them know what has been proposed..  This continues to be a hot topic for Texas SET and getting this issue resolved in important.
· Issue I078:  Designate the Ignore Loop for DRG generation outflow for non-IDR only
       for Distributed Renewable Generation. 

· Change Control will be drafted pending direction from TAC on handling interval data for DRG <50 KW 
· It has yet to be determined how we are going to handle Interval meter data. 

K. Thurman said that if more than one loop  is in the transaction, ERCOT will only read the first REF~JH~I e encountered.  ERCOT doesn’t care where in the transaction it is, but the first one that it finds will be the only one stored.This should be included in the gray box.
· B.Reily – Does ERCOT read the details from the detail  loops?) – K.Scott ERCOT only reads the summary loop not the details.
                               J.Robertson states the guide should only allow one loop.  

                             K.Scott stated if you make that requirement in the guide- it will affect more than that one loop and prevent us from making other changes for the long term  It will be reflected in the guide that EROCT will only read                           

                             the first REF~JH~I it encounters. ..

This is on hold at this time.
· 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.  Nothing has yet to be defined as an action item by AMIT for Texas SET to move forward with at this time.  Texas SET is going to try to come up with a timeline to present to AMIT to give them a better understanding on how long a project will take to complete. 
· 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.  D.Lowder (NEC) has started looking 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, this issue may be closed and NEC TDSP will use the TML report.  Texas SET has rejected the issue based on D.Lowder now using the TML report to obtain the needed information.  D.Lowder was not at the meeting to withdraw the issue.  TX SET voted to Reject the issue.
· I080:   New SAC04 Code to identify Energy Efficiency Cost Recovery Factor per new Rule §25.181 
                        The use of MSCO34 with a label was discussed by the TDSPs.  

                        C.Reed at AEP stated that AEP Central will be using MSCO34 with a label/description of Energy Efficiency Cost Recovery as of 
                        December 31st, 2008 (Jan 09 bills).   Oncor’s E.Echols and B.Reily indicated           that Oncor will begin to use MSCO34 by the end of the year.  Right now, the TDSPs will have to use a label for this; however the label can be changed with the next release.  
                         Johnny R. did look to see if there was a different code that should be used for long term but found there is not one for Energy Efficiency in the UIGguidelines.  TX SET decided for now they will all use the MSC034.  With an action item for the TDSPs to verify if they can dedicate the MSC034 in the next release for the Energy Efficiency or if we need to find a different code.
· I081: Remove the Critical Care Indicator from Enrollment Requests and the PC.

                                    This issue was submitted by J.Troutman and is a request to have the Critical Care Indicator (CCI) removed from the enrollment request and the PC.  J.Troutman does not feel it is necessary.  The issue was discussed in detail on how the TDSPs handle the CCI in the enrollment request from the CR.  J.Troutman states that transactions are getting rejected.  AEP, M.Garrick, stated that their systems do match and if they do not indicate it as a CC ESI ID, AEP will send a request (via email) to the CR requesting that the fill out the form.  The only way a TDSP knows if an ESI ID is a Critical Care ESI ID is by the CR sending that information to the TDSP.  Oncor indicated that they also look at it and if they do not have a CC agreement, they contact the CR.  Discussions lead to the discovery that TDSPs do use of the CCI.  Based on this discussion J.Troutman has withdrawn the issue today.
· I082: Modify the How to Use pages of the IGs to show how many times a given loop is actually used. 

      This issue was submitted by J.Troutman.  She wants to see the implementation guides to reflect   

      how many times a given loop is actually used.

J.Troutman stated that NAESB guides provide more information on loops and how many times it is used within a given transaction.  It would be helpful to more easily see the number of times a particular loop appears within a given transaction and what each loop is being used for in the transaction.  C.Reed is trying to see the value in changing the Guides to reflect the number of loops and what each loop is used for in a given transaction. In addition, this would be another maintenance item for each release. J.Troutman believes the value is that it provides much more detail than the current guides show.  J. Troutman asked that ERCOT see how labor intensive it would be to update the How to Use pages and what other impacts there may be and report back to TX SET in August so that the group can decide if it would be of benefit.  It was decided that an Initiating Transaction and an 810_02 would be looked at first.  Not Used fields would be eliminated.
I083 - Leap-Frog Clarifications

         ERCOT to provide Draft Redlines for 

· RMG

· Solution to Stacking

An inconsistency was discovered between the MIMO stacking document, the Retail Market Guide (RMG), and the way that ERCOT systems actually behave.  The RMG states Leapfrog (FRG - backdated transaction invalid) only occurs on Completed service orders and the stacking document states the logic occurs on completed orders or on orders that are pending with a later date on the backdated transaction.  ERCOT’s system is actually doing a combination of the above.  ERCOT will accept a backdated transaction when there is a scheduled order if the pending (scheduled) order has not reached its evaluation window.  Redlines were drafted to the RMG and the stacking document to sync them.  
Texas SET decided to go ahead and submit the RMGRR but hold off on finalizing any changes to the stacking document until they are reviewed again next month.    Much discussion around whether or not to submit the RMGRR as “Urgent”. C. Reed did not agree with submitting as urgent however J.Troutman wants it to be submitted as Urgent since the guide is incorrect at this time.   K. Patrick agreed with urgency.  Depending on how the changes are submitted to RMS will dictate on how long it takes before documents are implemented. Sandra T. indicated that if this was voted as urgent, it would eliminate a month and wouldn’t have to go back to RMS after the second review and would go straight to TAC.  It was decided that Rob and Kathy would finalize the RMGRR and submit on an urgent timeline.
3. The Future of Implementation Guide Examples

Reviewed 4 additional draft examples created by ERCOT with actual data and updated the matrix of examples.  K.Scott will be sending a few more of the point to point to K.Thurman by the end of the month.  ERCOT did receive the examples needed from Nueces (Dave Lowder).
4. Mass Transition Draft RMGRR
· Review of Section 7 draft RMGRR

· Review of Section 9 (Appendices) draft RMGRR

The revisions made at the June meeting as well as those made by L. Damen with the PUCT were reviewed.  The PUCT revisions added clarification that this section only applies to Mass Transitions. 
C. Biedrzycki with Texas Rose (a consumer advocacy group) participated via phone regarding the edits made in Section 7.11.3(2-c) related to ERCOT providing a list of ESIIDs to any CR (both POLR and non-POLR) of any pending switch transactions with a scheduled date greater than 2 business days after the mass transition date AND Section  7.11.5.2.1 of the RMG related to the PUCT providing the list of ESIIDs served by the losing REP that are eligible for the  Lite-up Texas discount. Jennifer T. stated that we had received the list from ERCOT of the pending switches during the last transition and that it worked well.  It was also stated that the PUCT provided the CRs with the information on the ESI IDs currently eligible for the Lite-Up Texas discount during the last transition as well.  She thanked the group and said that the edits satisfy her concerns.
Market Rules group to remove all comments remaining in the document.  Rob and Kathy to finalize and submit the RMGRR.
Issue 084 – A discrepancy has been found between ERCOT Protocols Section 15, the Retail Market Guide (RMG) Transaction Timing Matrix (Appendix D) for PR60008, and PR33049 Performance Measures on the processing time of a Move-In transaction type 814_05.  Issue submitted by ERCOT – K. Thurman.   The timing has been described differently in the Protocols and RMG from what is actually happening at ERCOT.
The following is currently posted in the different documents. 
· Section 15 – 1 hour after processing.  
· RMG – 1 Retail Business day
· Performance Measures – to rep within 1 hour. 
 K. Thurman explained that currently ERCOTs system, with PR60008 implementation, is using four business hours from the time we receive the 814_04 into our system.  ERCOT asked for direction from TX SET on what the timing should be.  K. Thurman pointed out that most of the time ERCOT is processing within the one hour timeframe.  TX SET decided that the default timing should be “one hour from receipt of the 814_04”.  A PRR (and possibly an NPRR), an RMGRR (Kathryn is working on) and a SIR if required (Kathryn to write the SIR and get back to TX SET with estimated timing to implement a SIR) will need to be written.  K. Thurman will need to look into what will happen if we make these changes, if they are possible and if so how long it would take and bring them back to the group.
5. Distributed Renewable Generation:

· Update on Status of Draft RMGRR

· Waiting for a DGTF/Market decision on IDR/AMS Metering for DRG with a capacity <50KW
                            Texas SET is still waiting for a DGTF/Market decision before looking at this item.

6. 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.
K. Scott said that AMIT recently met and will be finishing up on the web portal requirements and use cases.  There is nothing assigned to TX SET at this point.  Task 95 has been completed and there is no due date for Task 96.  Waiting for RFP results.
· 30
7. Retail Market Guide Clean –up for v3.0
· Continue review of assigned sections of the Retail Market Guide: 

· 7.3 Safety Net – Bill Reily – Completed

· 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 – Completed

· 7.7 Transaction Timing Matrix – –K. Thurman updated the group that this is being worked on now with Issue 084 to change to 1 hour.  K. Thurman to provide update at next meeting.
· 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 

K. Scott and R. Bevill to work together to submit the stand alone RMGRRs with the Mass Transition RMGRR to be submitted as urgent.

     9.  Action Item Spreadsheet 
          The action item spreadsheet was updated.  K. Thurman provided update related to the Change Controls webpage.  Collage group has provided rough sketches/mach ups of what it will look like that need to be reviewed and provide feedback.  Will provide update at the next meeting.  
     10. Texas SET Meeting Schedule and Locations
       See the Meeting Schedule and Location for the latest meeting details.  R. Bevill to send updated meeting schedule to be posted.
All agenda items were covered on Day 1 therefore did not meet on Day 2.



	Action Items / Next Steps

	I075 – Kathryn T. to contact the CR with the highest number of these occurrences and let them know that TX SET either needs to know the date they plan to implement this or  see a drop in occurrences by the next TX SET meeting.  If they do not have a date or see a decrease, TX SET will escalate to RMS.  ERCOT to notify the CR in order to deter it from going to RMS.

I080:  Action Item came from this issue for the TDSPs to review MSCO34 code to see if the code can be used for the long term or if a new code will need to be determined. 

I082:  Action Item:  ERCOT is going to look into how much effort it will be to change the guides to reflect what this issue is requesting and will try to report back at the August meeting.  .    ERCOT to use an initiating and an 810_02 for this evaluation.  
          I084:  Action Item: PRR (and possibly an NPRR), an RMGRR Kathryn will look into writing a SIR and get back to TX SET. Kathryn will need to look into what it will take for ERCOT to make this change, including time and cost and report back to TX SET.  .R. Bevill to update the meeting schedule and send updated schedule for posting to website.


	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


