
	Texas SET Event Summary

	Event Description: Change Control Call
	Date:  Monday, March 21, 2011
	Completed by: David Hanks

	Attendees: 
Jennifer Frederick (Direct Energy), Kathryn Thurman (ERCOT), Gricelda Calzada (AEP), Diana Rehfeldt (TNMP),  Gene Cervenka (ERCOT) Ed Echols (ONCOR), Misti Jeter (ISTA-NA), Kyle Patrick (Reliant), Kathy Scott (CNP), Lisa Bejaran (Just Energy), Jonathan Landry (GEXA), Kim Wall (PPL solution), Lisa new, Mary (Stream Energy), Roger Tenenbown (ISTA), Teresa Rodriguez, Rita Morales (TXU)


	

	 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 Suzy Clifton at sclifton2@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

Change Controls:
ChangeControl2011-777:  Adding new codes in the REF~8X to Add Payment Plan Switch Hold  and two removal codes – (1) for Switch Hold Removal due to Tampering and (1) Switch Hold Removal for Payment Plan Switch Hold at the request of the REP of Record.
K.Scott wanted to make sure that everyone knows that these will be handled just like a Disconnect for Non Pay on the TDSP side.

E.Echols – Premise verification thought of a much simpler process 650_01 then what is in the change control.  

There were discussions on this change control to fully understand the change control. The data element PV, removing the Duplicate DUP from the segment and using an A13 reject response with free form text.
Status: Recommended for Approval 
Version: TX SET 4.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Notes: 

Approval:  D.Rehfeldt and K.Patrick

ChangeControl2011-778:  This Change Control adds a new code "R" to the existing Change Control 2010-747 for the 814_20 transaction only. Adding the “R” code in the 814_20 will remove the AMSM/AMSR code in the event a meter is replaced with non-AMS meter.
Status:  Recommended for Approval
Version: TX SET 4.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction:  814_20
Notes: 

Approval:   K.Scott and K.Patrick  

 Other Agenda Items:
My review team stated it isn’t written in the format of an 814_20 Maintenance transaction and I agree because we are using segments from a copy paste of an 814_04 with the Critical Care status and secondary contact information, so we need to change that to be actual segments found in an 814_20 transaction to correspond with the reason for change codes.   Also, I need us to incorporate a reason for change process will include all secondary contact information to prevent multiple 814_20s for new CCC or CRC customers and for initial 814_20 load of Critical Care information post 4.0.   Another thought is to always provide all the secondary information even if only one item is changing so it will be a complete overlay of the Critical Care information from the last update.   
This topic was discussed and will be place on the agenda for the April TX SET meeting.

· K.Scott will withdraw Change Control 2010-737 and 2011-769 due to Change Control 2011-777 will be their replacement once approved by RMS. 
S.Tindall take it back to RMS and have been approved RMS. Explain that the data is now in 2011 -777 withdraw the other two change controls.

TX SET will come approve to withdraw 

· Determine what we should do with 814_20 changes for Critical Care included in 2010-757, 2010-764,  2010-765, and 2010-767 change controls because we used the same process (copy/paste) as if it was an 814_04 or 814_05 logic when the 814_20 is an actual update document (reason for change).   

· Since we have 2010-766 to include the complete unexecutable code for MVO-MVI requested for same date was processed as a Forced MVO since the MVI was worked, but MVO transaction wasn’t (was completed unexecutable) 
· Do we still need to withdraw change control 2008-718 because it was resolved via the Stacking Rules and NPRR changes and 2010-758 since this change was resolved with change control 2010-766 and stacking rule changes?
The change control 718 was implemented as the short term solution and references the long term solution

All of the 718, 769, 758, and 737 change controls will be reviewed before the April RMS meeting.

Not mid July or August – Internally timeline for development and it may push the flight testing back out.  

The PUCT number 38674 was given for the tariff changes to be approved.
Rita Morales 810 type 26 was going to have the meter tampering.  J.Frederick stated no it is a new type. Change control 755.


	Action Items / Next Steps

	

	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	

	


