
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: Texas SET meeting
	Date:  Wednesday, January 21, and 22, 2009
	Completed by: David Hanks

	Attendees:  See Attendance List

	

	Texas SET Meeting

Antitrust Admonition

Introductions

Approval of the Draft October 2008 Meeting Notes (passed)
RMS Update

Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS 
Any Action Items from RMS in January?   
1:15 


· Election of Officers for 2009
· Election Chair and Vice-chair will be elected to one (1) term following the January RMS meeting.

· Nominations will be made from the floor or by email to the current Texas SET Chair prior to meeting/election date

· Officers can serve consecutive terms, if re-elected

· Each company in attendance at the election meeting shall have one (1) vote.

· The successful candidate must receive a majority of the votes to be elected

· The RMS subcommittee must confirm elected officers

· Candidates must be present to be elected

· Company representative must be present to vote

· No proxies
The elections for new leadership of Texas Set WG and the rules that were set forth were 

reviewed and read aloud before the process began.  

Liberty Power was on the phone, but did not realize that you had to be present to vote for the

Chair and Vice-Chair.  After Liberty Power was informed that they would not be able to vote on 

Phone, they dropped off the call.

K.Brown from Constellation Energy nominated Jennifer Frederick for Chair of Texas SET.  

J.Robertson of TXU second the motion to vote on J.Frederick as the Chair. A “yea” or “nay” vote was taken by the TX SET members in attendance. 

J.Frederick accepted the nomination as Chair.   

K.Scott requested that Texas SET WG vote on the Vice-Chair at the Feb. meeting since the 

person being nominated could not attend this meeting.  K.Scott will nominate Steven Bordelon  
of TNMP at the next Texas Set WG Meeting.  The motion to take nominations for 
Vice Chair at the February meeting passed.
J.Frederick took over the meeting from this point as the Chair of Texas Set WG.

1:30 


· RMS Update 
· Review TX SET Update slides presented at 
· Any Action Items from RMS? 
· Proceed with TX SET’s recommendations that resulted from the Acquisition Task Force
· Next Steps?  
J.Frederick proceeded to review the RMS Presentation given at the last RMS meeting. J.Frederick decided to defer the recommendations from the Acquisition Task Force
(ATF) until Day 2, since the topic was on the agenda for the next day.
1:45
Update on February SIRs from ERCOT  

Reviewing the release scheduled for February

K.Thurman begin to review her presentation on the SIRs that will be in the February 

Release.  R.Bevill asked about SIR 11977(on the list that deals with performance changes): Is
this related to the earlier SIR12118?  K.Thurman responded with a yes.  It is related to the earlier
SIR.
2:00
TX SET Issues to Update:  

· I077:  Advanced Meter/Master Meter Identifier
· Update from TX SET AMS Sub-Team
J.Frederick asked if there was an update from AMIT on this issue.  K.Scott responded that a decision was made by AMIT stating the identifier is not necessarily needed.

J.Robertson stated that from a master meter code stand point, a code may still be needed.  K.Scott stated that the master meter code is independent from the AMS meter code because AMIT decided there is no need for the AMS code.  The AMS identified in the transaction will be the  load profile code assigned in the EDI transaction will tell you if it is AMS.   If Oncor still wanted to pursue a new code for Master Meter, Oncor will need to provide a new TX SET issue document specially for Master Meter.   
MM (Master Meter)
AMR

AMI 

MMAM

E.Echols: This is for discussion at this time since AMIT has gone a different direction.  Do any of the Competitive Retailers want to discuss?  Oncor has other ways of identifying if the meter is a Master Meter.  
J.Robertson of TXU supports need for a code for Master Meter.  
R. Bevill of Green Mountain has had trouble before in indentifying a meter as a Master Meter.  He supports discussing some way for reps to identify a Master Meter.

The issue is going to be closed and a new one will be opened for a Master Meter Code.  E.Echols will close the issue.

· I078:  Use of the Ignore Loop for DRG Outflow           
· Ready to draft a Change Control
K.Thurman has written Change Control 725 and has already submitted it for Issue I078.  J.Frederick stated that since the CC 725 has been submitted by ERCOT, the issue can now be closed.
· I080:  New SAC04 Code to identify Energy Efficiency Cost Recovery Factor
per new Rule §25.181
· Action Item for TNMP to follow up on
TNMP needed to provide an update and is not present at today’s meeting.  R.Bevill suggested that we capture this as an action item and place it on the action item spreadsheet and let TNMP follow up and we can retire this issue.

J.Robertson provided the UIG codes to the Chair and Vice-Chair of TX Set.  TX SET has always tried to stay in line with UIG codes.  J.Robertson stated that UIG has approved most of these codes – CRE30 and CRE31 are still open but all the rest are not.  UIG had questions on these two. In the case of multi- charges, the suggestion is that there might be an issue with using the one code over and over again.  

· I087:   Puct substantive rule §25.493 (e) states that ERCOT “shall develop procedures to facilitate the expeditious transfer of large numbers of customers from one rep to another.”

J.Frederick, we will defer the issue until tomorrow.


New Issues

· I088:  What is the intent and expected outcome by CRs for Purpose Code: RD001 – Special Out of Cycle Read? 
Oncor, TNMP, AEP and all MPs were asked to look into how each entity is handles RD001 and RD002.

K.Scott: There is a need to review the scenario because it is a performance measure.  RD001 and RD002

Someone asked the question: How do all of the TDSPs handle re-reads?  Do the TDSPs work both of them as a special out of cycle read?
How do CRs use the codes?  

J.Frederick does not know at this time how Direct Energy handles the two codes.   
J.Robertson: RD001 is used when a customer requests an off cycle read only (No 867 on a 650_01).  RD001 is used when a contract expires – requesting this to close out the contract.
RD002 is used when a customer complains and wants the re-read.  A 650 with a priority code – CNP only recognizes priority codes for a reconnect for non-payment.
CNP treats both codes the same and will only send a new 867_03 if the re-read shows that the billing or last reading is incorrect.  E.Echols stated that one says “cycle”, which is different than a TDSP cycle. 
· I089:  Ability for ERCOT to display AMS meter indicator on TML
E.Echols asked if this was a protocol change and would a release or SIR be required to take action in this issue.  K.Thurman is going to need to check to see if only a SIR would be required for the issue.  
E.Echols stated it should be a logic driven code.  If we identify all of the system changes later this year, it could be ready to go when systems are ready.  E.Echols stated the change would not occur until ERCOT systems are ready. The profile code changes will happen with an 814_20 but these cannot go out to the market until ERCOT systems are ready. Once that happens, ERCOT would get all the 814_20s with new AMS Provisioned Load Profile assignments.

If the logic were to go on TML now, TML would state a “No” since these meters have yet to be determined.

K.Scott: this is a Yes/ No field. 

K.Patrick confirmed it is a yes/no field with regard to an AMS on TML. This would be a totally new field that would need to be added to TML.

K.Thurman stated that if everyone is happy with redlines, she will draft a PRR. The room agreed with the discussed redlines.  K.Thurman will move forward and draft the PRR.  The PRR will come back to TX SET WG for a review and to get more feedback on the issue.

· I090:  Need additional information to resolve errors on the CBCI file
J.Robertson created the issue regarding how the response file is sent back when there is an error in the CBCI file. It is taking too long for them to find the ESI ID because it does not reference the ESI ID. TXU is not able to correct their issue in time before a new CBCI is required to be sent in to ERCOT.  

J.Roberston wants the ESI ID that had the error to be placed in the error file in order to expedite the changes to the file and resend the corrected file.  K.Thurman stated if the ESI ID is for example place 4, then you will get whatever is in place 4 and it may not necessarily be the ESI ID.

CRs will need to investigate what this will do to their systems and ERCOT will need to investigate what it will take on their side as well.  The issue will be discussed at the next meeting
· I091:  CNP received 814_08 A95 cancels on several 814_26 transactions during Hurricane Ike activities. ERCOT never received the 814_27s and after a month, ERCOT sent CNP an 814_08
K.Thurman stated that a total of seventeen 814_08s that have ever been sent out for Historical Usage requests and two of those were manually sent.  ERCOT always cancels these after the evaluation period has expired, but we do not send 814_08s. There were system issues that happened which caused ERCOT to send out 814_08s.  ERCOT is looking at the system issue at this time.
K.Scott asked before we close the issue we give additional time to allow ERCOT to find out what caused them to send out the 814_08s.

I092 – TX Set Transaction Guide should specify the reject reason “RNE” (Request Not Eligible) for ERCOT use only.
K.Thurman discussed that RNE is currently a valid reject on the 814_02, 814_17, 814_13 and 814_25.  For the 814_02, 814_17 these are only used by ERCOT.  The 814_13 transaction currently states For ERCOT use only.  Proposing that the 814_25 should also state this.

K.Patrick asked if ERCOT received this rejection code from a utility.  K.Thurman stated that yes; ERCOT did receive the reject reason of RNE from a utility and we failed it.
Those in the room agreed that this should be for ERCOT use only.
The change control will be written by ERCOT.
I093 Review the language for the CBCI and determine if CSA’s should be included in the monthly CBCI file submission.
There was some discussion on whether to include the CSAs in the CBCI file.  The consensus was that the CSAs should not be included in the CBCI.  Only the Rep of Record will be sent when market participants submit the CBCI file.      

An RMGRR will be needed to update the language to clarify that CBCI files do not include CSAs.  There is a need for specific language to ensure everyone understands what the other CRs are doing when submitting their CBCI files.  K.Thurman will work on the RMGRR.  
4:00
Update on Project to Improve EDI Examples 
· Review the Tracking Matrix of EDI Examples 
· Draft an RMGRR for eliminating the current Retail Market Call and allowing for ad hoc market calls.
K.Thurman will have all EDI examples done by the July Texas Set meeting.  At the same time she will bring what she has completed every two months.  It was requested that K.Thurman bring any harder to find examples back to the February TX Set meeting. 
The EDI examples will be reviewed at the March TX Set meeting.

4:30

Adjourn for the Day
TX SET WG reviewed the schedule for 2009.  It was decided to meet at 1:00 PM to 5:00 PM on the last Monday and 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM on the last Tuesday of each month.


Day 2 – Thursday January 22nd
9:00

Quick Review of Day 1 Activity 
 

· Is there anything we haven’t finished yet from yesterday’s agenda?

· Complete any outstanding items

J.Frederick reviewed the Day 2 agenda.  J.Frederick stated that ERCOT does not have room for TX SET for the February meeting. Christine has volunteered to book a conference room at the PUC for TX SET.
9:30

Change Control Preparation:  

· Demonstration of the new Change Control management functionality on the TX SET web page

K.Thurman walked through the new functionality of the Change Control website on the TX SET web page.  K.Scott mentioned the statuses of pending and approved (3 have the status of new – requested that it be changed to pending).  
K.Thurman will see what it will take for ERCOT to change the status of New to Under Review and will not use New as a status.
· Discuss outstanding Change Controls and assign Action Items to draft all Change Controls that have been identified by TX SET to date for possible inclusion in the next release.
· Determine a target date for the next Change Control call
It was determined that a Change Control call is not needed until there are more Change Controls 

for review. The Change Control can be scheduled during the first part of the meeting.  
R.Bevill stated that since TX SET had AMIT, the Change Control was kept on the agenda to 
work on any pressing Change Controls for AMIT. Since there are no changes from AMIT, the Change Control may not be needed at this time.

J.Frederick will wait until there are more Change Controls before having the call.

There will be a need for a Change Control created for TX Set Guides examples.
10:30
2009 TX SET Meeting Schedule and Locations:  
The meeting time and location were set earlier in the agenda.  
11:00

Acquisition and Transfer of Customers 

From one REP to Another : (Issue I087)  
 

· Review Final Recommendation made to RMS

· Determine next steps towards implementing the Short Term Solution

J.Frederick reviewed the presentation that was presented at RMS.  
R.Bevill stated that language was added in the Mass Transition, Section 7, of the Retail Market Guide.  

The group had open discussions to get the proper language in the Retail Market Guide to provide a short term solution within certain paragraphs in Section 7.  Verbiage clarification is needed to ensure the proper language is used.

Adding the language into the first paragraph… 7.11  - short term

“…and may include ESI IDs that are transferred to a designated CR as a result of an acquisition. The goal of MT process shall be to transfer responsibility for all affected ESI IDs while abiding by all ALA, and requires that all ESI IDs served under the losing CR DUNS shall be transitioned to a POLR and/or designated CR.” 

K.Scott the goal for today is to discuss the long term steps to get this implemented and put some language in 7.11.  
J.Frederick will check with ERCOT legal and market rules (Sandra) on verbiage and 
accompanying PRR to match the RMGRR at the same time.  Conditional details from ERCOT with the verbiage

TX SET will draft new language around the long term solution (Acquisition and Transfer of Customers) in a new section of the RMG. The agenda will be for next month to set the language up for using a different code.                   

12:00 – 1:00                            **LUNCH**___________________
1:00

Acquisition and Transfer of Customers 

From one REP to Another : (Issue I087) 
· Continued, as necessary
2:00

Update Action Items Spreadsheet: 
 

K.Thurman will add the needed action items to the spreadsheet.
2:30
Adjourn  


	Action Items / Next Steps

	  

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	


