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	Antitrust Admonition
Read by Jonathan Landry
Introductions


Review Agenda
Review July 8th Meeting minutes
Approved
Status on SCR 756
This has been tabled at RMS meeting. It was voted for a recommendation to review the current enhancements and determine which enhancements were TIBCO change and non – TIBCO – M. Jones

We had some discussion with Karen Malkey to review those enhancements and right now we’ve decided that with the Nodal implementation and TX Set revisions in the next 14 months that we should wait until everything goes into effect with Advanced meters and Expedited Switches and we will need to make adjustments. We will take back to RMS in August. –M. Jones

Establish deadline for submitting additional Phase III suggestions
We wanted to see what the effects of the expedited switches will be and put a deadline for any changes.  Does anyone feel strongly about a particular date?

· 1st quarter of 2010. Expedited switch rule on August 16th, then we will be receiving the LSE files until November. March 2010.  – C. Reed
· That’s what we were thinking. – R. Byars
· Freeze on items not put in in the first quarter. – C. Reed

If it’s not slated in the first quarter it won’t be scheduled to be put in. – D. Michelsen

Wanted to reiterate. We were thinking with everything going on in the market, there is a code freeze for anything going on 2010 and degradation in 2011. And with expedited switch, POLR, AMS and load profiles for AMS, we were asked yesterday to look at what all is going on and listen to TX Set and try to incorporate any changes that are going to be happening with them and incorporate them into MarkeTrak changes.  It would be sufficient to do it all at one time together. It would be best to be first quarter of next year and then go through them all to see how they will get together. Late 2010, 2011 implementation. – K. Malkey
Shouldn’t we go ahead and start earlier since we will have to be building to start the new changes? – D. McKeever

· There is no budget money for this year and don’t know what kind of funding you will have. You can start 2010 but definitely have the cut off on first quarter and start going through them all and consolidating and editing in early 2010 after gathering everything. – K. Malkey
Are you thinking that with all of these other changes that we might be some additional need for MarkeTrak? – D. McKeever
· There might be additional need or updates to user guide. TML is supposed to be changed as well with nodal and user guide will need to be changed as long as the link.  It would be useful to go to those meetings who are looking at MarkeTrak to resolve things.  I think that when we see some of these new things going in you will realize you wish you had different things so allow yourself some time. – K. Malkey
Agreement – March 2010 for deadline.
RMGRR – there are a few changes from last MArkeTrak meeting. 
RMS there were changes to the language mainly out of the last meeting the time limitation of 3 business days after the FASD to submit the issue. It was moved to 25 calendar days from FASD.

Can we put calendar days to avoid confusion? – R. Byars

· We can specify 25 calendar days in the User Guide – C. Reed.

If an issue as designated this type of issue, then the Losing CR should regain at Date of Loss. This upheld. Same rules apply transactionally. No more than 150 days and same reject rules. We didn’t edit the invalid rejection reasons for IAG.

The Gaining CR has to submit and if the Losing CR attempts to submit then the Gaining CR discovers if it’s been already entered for that purpose then the Gaining CR can “Unexecute” and make their own IAG.

We determined that there would require a comment for rescission. This will be used for both Cancel with Approval and IAG.  
Is it required now to put a comment in IAG? – C. Reed

· Comments are not required currently – D. Michelsen

If TDSPs receive a IAG without comments then they will be considered IAG. 

· It is required if you have it in this category. –C. Nuru
Update MarkeTrak User’s Guide with appropriate verbiage concerning Expedited Switches
Edits to Cancel with Approval.
Recommended Comments to be put into Cancel with Approval issues on submission (Section 3.1.3) when it is entered due to Customer Rescission.  It was agreed that these would be entered for reporting purposes.

Just Energy- we need to be clear on how many days the TDSPs can reject a CWA.  
IAG order is pending TDSPs will respond with the following response. Retail Market Guide lays out timeframe in Section 7.2.4.2. It doesn’t say that you aren’t allowed to submit the issue after it’s completed.

Changes to the IAG section:

Added a new section: 2.1.4 Submitting a Rescission-based Issue to be added to the Section2_IAG after approvals.
· If you put just Gaining CR, that they will think there is another section for Losing CR. – D. McKeever
· The reason why only Gaining CR can submit is because Gaining CR contacts the customer. If the Losing CR contacts the customer, then they will contact the Gaining CR and the Gaining CR says they didn’t cancel with us, etc.  Also, reduces tracking. – J. Landry
· How are we going to track IAGs for rescission after the 25th day? – D. McKeever
· We can’t require or mandate something that would track this outside of the 25 day period. – J. Landry
· Who will monitor this 25th day? –L. Fanning

· It will have to be the TDSPs. – J. Landry
Additional Edits to IAG User Guide.

Added comments regarding Send to TDSP on IAG issues after Regaining BGN02 state. Step 12.  The CR should not click the Send to TDSP button.  This will prevent the issue from auto-completion.
Comments to RMGRR 
It was determined during the meeting that the language in the RMGRR regarding MarkeTrak timelines was unclear.  MarkeTrak Task Force added comments to strike a sentence from the RMGRR in order to avoid confusion and to maintain consistency between the MarkeTrak User Guide and the Retail Market Guide.

Sentence Striked from RMGRR- “Any MarkeTrak issue regarding Customer rescission submitted on a non Business day within the specified timeframe shall be honored by the TDSP.”  
Gather Action Items
Since we came up with March for Phase 3, we can wait on the SCR, Action items we don’t have any since we are limited.
Adjourn
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