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	Texas SET Meeting

Antitrust Admonition

Introductions

Approval of the Draft August 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.

Approval of Draft August Meeting Notes

Review TX SET Update slides presented at RMS  

Any Action Items from RMS? 

TX SET Issues to Update:
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 will delay discussing the issue since it will be covered in one of the agenda items below.
· I099: 814_27 containing REF~IP~HUU does not close the Business Process at ERCOT 

· ERCOT to provide possible solution 
J.Robertson drafted a PRR for I099. 
K.Thurman discussed that ERCOT went back and looked at Protocols and there was no cancel with exceptions.  It only shows the happy path in the protocols where the TDSP responds to the soft 814_08. ERCOT would like to move the verbiage in to the stacking document. 
K.Thurman asked, “is TX SET okay with adding the new verbiage in the Solution to Stacking document?”  
K.Scott asked, “is ERCOT okay implementing the new language in to the Solution to Stacking document?”  
K.Thurman stated ERCOT was okay with it.  
J.Roberston will withdraw the draft PRR for issue 099.  
Review the language that K.Thurman submitted for the stacking document page 10/21. 
The following new verbiage will be added to the Solution to Stacking document:
For Historical Usage orders beginning the tenth (10) Retail Business Day, but no later than the twentieth (20) Retail Business Day following the receipt of the 814_27, if ERCOT has not received an 867_02 transaction, ERCOT will cancel this Historical Usage request.  No 814_08 will be sent to the requesting CR or the TDSP.

K.Scott asked, "when is the effective date?"  
K.Thurman stated the effective date could be as soon as she was able to post the updated document. K.Thurman will post the updated Solution to Stacking document.
NEW ISSUES

There are no new issues at this time.

Update on Project to Improve EDI Examples

Make assignments for formatting new examples for inclusion in a new Examples document.

The formatted examples should be returned to K.Thurman by February 2010. K.Thurman showed everyone how to format them an easy way.
K.Thurman suggested moving the 3.0A release to November 2010 instead of mid-2010 (May/June). 
This would mean having clean guides going into a 4.0 release.  This would be one less issue to deal with when before a 4.0 release.
The question was asked if we would have 2 sets of guides?

ERCOT will not post updated guides at all until 3.0A release happens and at that point the old guides would be removed.  
We should also look into the flight scripts and see if there is a way we can update these to keep in line with what the current guide should be.  If we do this on an ongoing basis we could assist new MPs.
J.Robertson would support going to 3.0A, but TXU would not lead the 3.0A effort   
J.Frederick thinks a 3.0A release would be beneficial to the market, especially new reps.

****3.0A No Required Testing or System Changes****
Transfer of ESI IDs from one CR to another due to Acquisition

Discuss the long term solution for transferring large numbers of ESI IDs from one REP to another due to merger or acquisition.  

There were discussions regarding the long term solution of the Transfer of ESI IDs from one CR to another due to an acquisition. Issue #087 will be used to circulate the supporting document out to the market.

Currently in a Mass Transition a gaining CR would not be charged a tariff. That charge would go to the losing CR (the one going out of business).  In the case of an acquisition, the tariff would be charge to the gaining CR.

K.Scott used the example of TCE – it was a bankruptcy in which the judge stated that they needed to transition some ESI IDs.
TX SET would finish with the acquisitions stuff this year and finalize in December; and start working on the 3.0A guide release.

TX SET Discussion held on 9/25/2008 (Revisited on 9/29/09 with edits to the original questions
TX SET revisited I087 and updated the questions based on the expedited switch being implemented by the market.  As a result some of the questions/comments have been updated from the previous statements.
· How to account for Pending Switches and MVIs

· Should ERCOT automatically cancel all pending enrollments to the selling REP?

· Is ERCOT responsible for confirming that the seller is the Rep of Record for all ESIs on the list? 

· ERCOT will confirm the selling REP is the REP of Record for all ESI IDs being transitioned.  

· The selling REP will be required to provide ERCOT with a list of all the ESI IDs to be transitioned.

· Switches for acquisitions may need to be estimated, depending on volume.

· Need to evaluate specific language to allow for estimation of switches processed as Standard.

· Would these be treated as Drops or Switches?

· These will be processed according to switching timelines.

· 814_14 and 814_11 (something besides “TS”)

· A new process could limit credit exposure to entire market by providing a possible alternative to Drop to POLR


· Need to establish timelines/deadlines for steps of the process to be completed.
· ERCOT will have 2 business days from official notification (including PUC endorsement) by CRs to evaluate and process the transactions 

· TDSPs are not set up to effectuate switches on non-business days

· Transition of ESI IDs due to acquisition will only effectuate on a business day. 

· Some TDSPs stated that they are opposed to effectuating switches on a non-business day unless required by Rule (as in the POLR Rule)

· As stated above this process will only effectuate on a business day.

· Any change we decide on is likely going to be too big for a SIR and require a Project and/or a TX SET release.
· Any proposed solution needs to consider both a full buy-out/REP leaving market and partial buy-out where REP remains in the market.
· Should we consider supporting both a standard and self-select version of the solution to account for different levels of urgency?

· TX SET believes that the current process for Mass Transition could be used to transfer some (with remainder going to POLR) or all of a defaulting REP’s ESI IDs to an acquiring/designated CR as a short term option (as was done this Spring).
K.Thurman stated that ERCOT will have pending questions that can be addressed October.

J.Frederick took an action item to look at the rule language and make drafts to review at the next meeting.

TX SET plans to finalize requirements in the December timeframe.

Other Items

I097 Revisited 
I097 was revisited again by TX SET.  I097 was originally submitted and withdrawn J.Landry.  

K.Patrick stated that he thought a rebill will occur with the code for (04) tampering code in the 867_03 with the code of (QD).  The usage then would be summed up in the loop.

E.Echols of Oncor stated that Oncor interpreted the TX SET guide as the following:  A change in the meter read to sync up the usage would result in a meter read staying the same and the estimated value of the consumption would be on a cancel/rebill. The meter reads would be adjusted based on the prior meter reads. Oncor stated that actual reads would not be used. 

CenterPoint stated that in the PTD~QD segment, there is nothing that says Oncor is processing these incorrectly if you look at the gray box. The gray box shows an estimate and a code for tampering on the 867_04. 
When the meter reads are adjusted for tampering via the how the TX SET guides explanation, it does not take into account the guides use of the segment for other reasons as well. The QD code is in the 867_03 transaction and at the minimum CRs would want the code in there because it lets you know that it is tampering on the meter. This is indicator is not strictly for tampering.

J.Landry asked, does Oncor ever see using the 04 code? 
E.Echols is going to go back and see if Oncor can use the combination of 04 and PTD~QD code at Oncor.

CRs and TDSPs to check and see how their systems are going to handle it.
Oncor intends to begin utilizing the "MD" code at pages 28 to 30 of the TX SET guides to account for consumption estimated for Tampering in the

near future.   In review of the market history of why Oncor ceased doing

this a couple years ago, it was learned that several REPs determined that the consumption totals in 867-03 summary loop had to equal the difference between the meter reads multiplied by the meter multiplier.

With that knowledge, Oncor assisted REPs by changing the actual meter read entered dial reads after the fact to account for estimated

tampering consumption in the cancel/rebill process.   

ONCOR’s Comments 

Going forward, Oncor plans to address Tampering consumption by canceling the original 867-03 and rebilling that same meter read for the actual reading taken and utilizing the PTD @ position 10 "Product Transfer and Resale Detail" such that the energy estimated for tampering consumption will be in a separate consumption loop in the 867-03 rebill transaction and PTD06 "MD" would be utilized to identify the additional consumption is for Tampering.  It will be Oncor's solution going forward not to adjust the meter read taken originally but only to "add" the estimated energy for consumption in the detail.  The Summary loop total consumption then would be the meter read consumption + estimated consumption for tampering which ultimately in the rebill transactions consumption will not match the meter read dial readings.

Oncor does not interpret the TX SET guide at pages 14 to 15 - REF Reference Identification (Estimates) to apply to tampering consumption.

Oncor believes this section of the guides to reference the meter reading and whether the value of that reading is "estimated".  At the time a meter reader gets the cycle read, internal actions codes are entered if the reader believes additional review is necessary by Revenue Security.

If the meter reader is not able to get a dial read an internal "Skip"

code is used that maps to the TX SET guide estimation codes.  More simply stated, the "D1 through D10" and "01 thru 05" are interpreted by Oncor to apply to the reason the meter reader originally cites for any

inability on the day to get an actual read.   

Oncor intends to use the "MD" code exclusively for the estimated tampering consumption in the rebill transactions upon re-implementing the 2006 TX SET guide solution.

The issue will be discussed in more detail at the October Meeting.

TX SET Release Discussion 

ERCOT has asked what the timeline would be on the long term solution. 
J.Frederick stated that Nodal is top priority at this time and that acquisition would not drive a release. This does not drive a release (Kyle, Johnny, and Jennifer).
A combination of projects and tasks are what is going to drive a release. Are the issues that Market Improvement and Transformation Task Force currently working on going to drive the release?  4.0?  When?  What?  

K.Thurman asked when do we think we would schedule the next release?  What would be in the release?  
Would ERCOT be available to look a needing a release in 2010?  ERCOT is driving the Market to let us know on when a release would happen?

J.Robertson stated that the Market Improvement and Transformation Task Force may not have changes that would mandate a market release. 
Christine from the PUCT would like to see something get started on a release
K.Patrick stated that what Market Improvement and Transformation Task Force are working on right now will have impacts on what TX SET will need to do.  What about the 2011 timeframe?  
K.Scott from CenterPoint stated that nothing will be going in until Nodal is in place and stable.  There is a chance of a late 2011timeframe.  It takes up to 18 months to prepare for a release and 18 months back from late 2011 puts us in 2010. 
 When do the lines get drawn on groups and task forces with regards to getting their tasks/projects into the release? 
Again, I087 by itself would not drive a release.  J.Frederick stated that from a TX SET prospective there is not enough to warrant a TX SET Release.  

J.Frederick took the action item to get with chair of MITTF, R.Bevill on what they think with regards to a release.

What is the length of time you need for a notification of a release?  6 months?  K.Thurman stated the sooner SET can let them (ERCOT/Development) know when we think we may the better off we will be.

Project Prioritization - PUCT, Market and ERCOT Projects I set for a March/April timeframe. TX SET can put a place holder in March when we do the PPL to say that a release would be needed mid 2012(June/July which means a starting time Jan 2011.

E.Echols asked, what are the things that would mitigate a release?  Christine (PUCT) transaction timelines no, but taking transactions out does; Same day processing; AMS metering.  

K.Scott stated that transactions cannot be taken out because two sets of logic will be needed with regards to AMS meters and the meters that will never be AMS.
K.Thurman will take back to ERCOT a June/July 2012 timeframe for a release.
The urgency of getting the requirements would require TX SET to flush them out now and come back to it in a year when there could be changes later down the line.  
K.Thurman hates to wait too long.  Let’s spend time now working on the requirements while we don’t have anything else pressing.  TX SET can spend time on other issues as the release date nears if the requirements have been addressed. J.Frederick asked what about writing some revisions around it and gray box?  

S.Tindall from Market rules stated that PRR and RMGRs can be submitted, but there is a chance they be placed in the “parking deck”.  The good thing is the PRRs are already submitted and in the parking deck  have a place holder and will be evaluated first after Nodal implementation.  The next steps are to start the PRR and RMGRRs for a release.
J.Robertson Question: ERCOT – change of service addresses in our DB, will be cleaning up. Might be an issue TXU. Will cause problems for them.  Is anyone else going to have issues?  
No one else is having any issues with the Service Address cleanup.

J. Robertson asked for clarification if ERCOT would use the address in the transaction or the address in the database they are doing the cleanup on.

K.Thurman stated we will use whatever we receive in the transaction.
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