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	Attendees

	

	Texas SET Meeting

Antitrust Admonition

Introductions

Approval of the Draft July 2009 Meeting Notes

RMS Update

Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS 
Any Action Items from RMS in August?   
 

· Antitrust Admonition
ERCOT strictly prohibits market participants and their employees who are participating in ERCOT activities from using their participation in ERCOT activities as a forum for engaging in practices or communications that violate the antitrust laws.  The ERCOT Board has approved guidelines for members of ERCOT Committees, subcommittees and working Groups to be reviewed and followed by each market participant attending ERCOT meetings.  If you have not received a copy of these Guidelines, please send an email to Sheila Letkeman at sletkeman@ercot.com to receive a copy. 

· Disclaimer 
All presentations and materials submitted by Market Participants or any other Entity to ERCOT staff for this meeting are received and posted with the acknowledgement that the information will be considered public in accordance with the ERCOT Websites Content Management Operating Procedure. 

· Introductions
Approval of Draft July Meeting Notes

 
RMS Update
· Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS. The presentation was reviewed by J.Frederick.
           Any Action Items from RMS? None
PENDING ISSUES 

· 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.”

· Review assumptions now that the Expedited Switch Rule has been approved

TX SET WG will go through the assumptions document and begin to circulate the document to the market in the September timeframe.
· I099:  814_27 containing REF~IP~HUU does not close the Business Process at ERCOT

· ERCOT to provide possible solution

K.Thurman has discussed this internally.  ERCOT can cancel these issues after certain amount of time (determined by the market).  Even if we did receive a new 867’s ERCOT will still be able to forward the transactions since it is not based on the status. ERCOT’s proposal is for the Market to draft language for what they would like ERCOT to do.   
There is a need for language in the Protocols.  K.Scott does not know why it needs to be in the guide.  Cannot just cancel it unless MarkeTrak issues are submitted every single time or add language into the Protocols.  It is needed for an audit trail. C.Reed stated that since ERCOT will forward the 867’s the cancel does not matter, since the next 867’s is still forward. J.Robertson is suggesting at least 20 days.  C.Reed suggesting 15-20 days
J.Robertson will draft the PRR language and bring back for Sept. TX SET Meeting.
NEW ISSUES
Issue 100 – It is important that MSC007 be used consistently.  CRs typically program their billing systems to either pass through or bundle specific TDSP charges. 
Each TDSP will be using different codes for this type of recovery and do not believe that we should limit the use of MSC007.  AEP, CNP and Oncor were asked to review whether they are using the MSC007 for anything. In the next release add a code specific to Storm Recovery.  Johnny will write the change control.
TNMP will be using the code MSC007 in Ike recovery cost. C.Reed if AEP uses a code it not be used for something other than recovery codes.
S.Bordelon stated the use of the code did not seem to be a problem when brought in prior meetings when other codes were being talked about used along with descriptions. C.Reed there will be issues until new codes added to the systems.

What codes will other will be used for IKE Recovery?  K.Scott stated that CNP is not using the particular (MSC007) code.  

K.Patrick – discussed at a later date to come up with a code for “recovery code”.  AEP asked what code the CRs are using and try to use it.  AEP tries to make sure they are using the same code when all possible.  
E.Echols most likely the purposes used for someone who caused damaged, was the originally meaning of the code.  J.Robertson there is a need to add a code unique for storm recovery at the next release. J.Frederick asked J.Robertson to draft change control.
J.Robertson would like the TDSP’s to come back and let TX SET know if they are using the MSC007 code.

Issue 101

Change to the TX SET Guides to reflect the new language:
 
On-cycle  - standard switch

Off- cycle  - self- selected switch
Reviewing of the changes made in the Texas SET Guides by K.Thurman.
Issue 102  - has been Withdrawn on 8/25/2009
TDSPs stated that the SSN and TDL are used to verify customer information, especially during storms and outages.  Provision of this data expedites use of the VRU during outages.  Walked through the PER and satisfied questions.   No changes needed. 
K.Patrick – NRG merger – 814_PC The questions have been brought up at Reliant Energy.

Customer Protection is important to Reliant Energy.  C.Reed the information will also be used for bill collection if they have to bill the customer directly.
K.Scott the information helps expedite the use of VRU for outages.  The lack of the cell phone on the account.  Usually customers have their DL or SS# memorized over an ESI ID.

May not have that other information available at the time since they might not be at their address in the case of outage.  It is another way to process calls quicker and easier.
ISSUE 103
Remove examples from the implementation guides.
Recommended Resolution – create example documents and provide summary on why and when this document was created.  K.Thurman will create the change control.
K.Thurman asked if the examples need to be in the same format as they are right now. Currently, they are in EDI format and do not have the same kinds of descriptions that the current examples.
What format do we want it in?  ERCOT will need to break them up then wanted consistency in regards to the loops Do we want to continue to indent the loops?
C.Reed likes the current format that is in place.  These are used as training materials.  K.Thurman requested we divide them up and put them in the correct format.  J.Robertson We will need to walk through a 2nd time. 

K.Scott put them in a document that is easily updated and can be added to and you cannot do this in the Guide. 
K.Scott and C.Reed want a Disclosure Disclaimer at the beginning of the new document that these are not supposed to be used in instead of the Implementation Guides for coding purposes.
The examples will need to be broken up in to individual documents and zip them up (group similar 814s, 867s, etc…) like we have currently.  Examples will need to be placed on the ercot.com with the Guides.
Tx Set – on ERCOT.com – add the examples to the TX SET WG webpage and create a link at the bottom of each one.

Update on Project to Improve EDI Examples 
J.Robertson stated that after reviewing the current examples, he thinks some of them need to have more of the optional data (segments) in the examples. C.Reed, if you add the optional segments to the examples would require them to go back to the guide.  K.Scott thoughts were that the examples should show the basic examples and anything more would require someone going to the Implementation Guides.

If the Examples are broken out there needs to be a discloser disclaimer added to the top of the document.

J.Frederick and C.Reed agreed that the examples only need to contain the required information and not all of the additional optional fields… 
Guide Update – 3.0A Release
Outstanding Change Controls

Discuss possible Texas SET Guide Release to implement change controls that would not require system changes but are only to correct language within the guides to make sure they reflect current processing.  

J.Frederick was fine as long as they have the power to veto the ones that did not have system impacts.  

K.Patrick met with IT at Reliant.  He had similar feedback to J.Frederick.  The only one that Reliant could have issues with is the Distributed Generation (DG) not used for checked meter.  It was determined if they have an example of a checked meter they should send it to the appropriate TDSP as they should no longer be doing this. Reliant does not have a problem on doing a 3.0A.  J.Robertson is on board to do the 3.0A release.  
The market is looking at 2012 at the earliest before anything can happen.  Currently, the guides and examples are incorrect.
C.Reed – CC 726 will require system programming on AEP.  CC726 would not be included in the guide change other than AEP is okay with everything else.  
K.Scott CC707 – Is the change going to prevent ERCOT from sending the 814_11 reject?  K.Thurman No...
K.Scott CC717 – have two separate YNQ; why is important to have them (650_02) more than one YQN…  We would only send one back.  1 to 1 (YNQ to one code)

Can they leave it the way it is? K.Scott will contact Suzette.
Change Control call would be needed to make sure all of the change controls are approved before they could be used in the 3.0A release.
J.Frederick talked about to getting information from 2.0A to see how that was noticed to the market in order to get a 3.0A setup.
K.Thurman suggested a Guide Release (3.0A) 
It was determined we would aim for early next year 2010 (May/June)
Review: End of February (2010): Examples complied and to K.Thurman: End of?? (2009)
J.Frederick there will be more discussions on format of examples at the next meeting.

Other Business

Sandra Tindall
(PRR827) The language of a little different than what was submitted. (NPRR).  The language is being reviewed by J.Frederick to the TX SET group.  J.Frederick is going to work with S.Tindall to make the necessary changes and submit them on behalf of TX SET WG.
Section 15.2.1

MP to CRs on the NPRR

And TDSP’s on the PRR  
K.Thurman brought up the recent RMGRR078.  When we updated the type of data in the email column, the number of characters was inadvertently left out of the first instance and the second instance of email address for the returned file to the CR was not updated to reflect VarChar(80).

TX SET will submit an updated RMGRR to correct this.  It will not go in on an urgent timeline.

J.Frederick will meet with K.Thurman and S.Tindall to get these changes submitted.
Adjourn  
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