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	Event Description: TX SET
	Date:  Thursday, March 10, 2011
	Completed by: David Hanks

	Attendees: 
Jennifer Frederick (Direct Energy), Kathryn Thurman (ERCOT), Gene Cervenka (ERCOT), David Hanks (ERCOT), Ed Echols (Oncor), Diana Rehfeldt (TNMP), Gricelda Calzada (AEP), Ken Fentress (TXU), Kyle Patrick (Reliant WebEx),Jim Lee (Direct Energy), Kathy Scott (CNP), Carole Root (WebEx – AEP),  Brad Bennett (Ambit WebEx), Chris Duncan (Nueces WebEx), Misti Jeter (WebEx – ISTA), Sandra Tindall (ERCOT- WebEx), Cliff Gross (PUC), Becky Taylor (CNP), Teresa Rodriquez (WebEx Stream Energy), Kim Wall (PPL Solutions), Phil Huang (), Brandon Swendsen (WebEx – IEI), Jonathan Landry (Gexa WebEx), Chris Duncan (Nueces WebEx), Barbara Goubeaud (EC Info- WebEx), Rita Morales (TXU), Misti Jeter (WebEx – ISTA), Shana Lazarine (TXU), Ron Clinger (Oncor), Chris Reilly (TXU), Linda Roberts (Ambit WebEx)


	

	· 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
· Texas SET Issues and Change Controls:

Issue 125 – TX SET should consider approving a request to modify Protocols, Solution to Stacking and create Change Controls to change ERCOT’s systems to only forward the 814_20 Maintain transactions to the Current REP of Record and any CRs with orders Scheduled in ERCOT’s system 
After discussion it was agreed ERCOT should make this change.

ERCOT asked if this is only orders that are actually Scheduled, or should orders that were Scheduled and then went cancel pending also be included?

After ERCOT presented the number of orders that went Scheduled, then Cancel Pending, then actually completed, because this was a very low number it was decided to only do orders that were actually in a Scheduled status.
An NPRR will need to be written.

Issue 126 – Add a new REF~8X Purpose Code to the 650_01 and 650_02 transaction to allow CRs to request and TDSPs to know when the CR wants the Premise Type verified 

K.Scott reviewed issue 126.  The group agreed with the request for the changes.  K.Scott will write a Change Control.
Change Control 2011-775 – Add grey box to the DC005 purpose of the 650_01: This code authorizes the TDSP to disconnect service at any location accessible to them, which includes premium disconnect location. 


K.Thurman reviewed change control 2011-775.

E.Echols Do we need the BGNs to be tied together on a disconnect/reconnect? 

· Disconnect for non-pay (BGNs included)

· Mass transition disconnect (Does not have BGNs associated with them)

J.Frederick stated yes.

K.Scott for a Mass Transition TDSPs use RC003 allows them to reconnect for disconnect for non-pay without the matching the BGNs.

J.Frederick stated we need to line this up with the regular “disconnect for non-pay”.
A disconnect of RC005 makes the distinction for disconnect for Meter Tampering.  The thought of taking the second bullet in RC005 and adding it to RC003 to make it clear understanding of the disconnect/reconnect.
Moving forward with Change Control and sending to RMS for approval. Non Emergency. 

Change Control 2011-776 – This Change Control updates the existing 2010-734 Change Control for Switch Hold. This new Change Control breaks out Switch Hold into Switch Hold for Tampering and Switch Hold for Payment Plan. 
.
K.Thurman reviewed change control 2011 – 776.

E.Echols all third party verification that happens with a Switch, but what if it is a MVI, does this create a disclosure issue.

The end customer will not be provided that information.  Will that 814_20 on the pending MVI be sent to the new REP.?  
Is this going to cause an issue with passing the end customer information with regards to a MVI?
Cliff (PUCT) stated that he does not see that is a problem rule 25.472 was used by legal to make the decision.  E.Echols wants this to be captured in the notes and the PURA.  
There was a determination that this is based on the premise level not the customer data level.

Cliff (PUCT) stated that as long as the acquiring REP has the authorization on a switch or move in for a customer it is okay to send the information within the transactions.
Moving forward with Change Control and sending to RMS for approval. Non Emergency. 

Action Item:

CC 769 is the old one that TX SET will use to create the new Change Control for 650_01 to add specific remove codes for tampering and DPP switch hold 
Add response reason
Add disconnect for tampering to the gray box of DC003 feedback form CNP
WebEx Conference Call: for March 21.
· Issues from MCT:

Questions/hand-offs from MCT: 

RMGRR 095 – RMGR TX SET 4.0 needs to be merged together to make sure all changes and updates are in one document. S.Tindall will have a clean version in April.
G.Cervenka reviewed the TX SET 4.0 Requirements and making the necessary changes to the requirements.
There was additional discussion on FR2.8 to decide how the file will be sent and will CR and ERCOT get separate files.
Action Item:
TDSPs need to find out if they can do a Sort by  ROR to the CR

CR find out if it matter if the switch hold is specific (DPP – Meter tampering)

· Texas SET Examples and Swinlanes:
What new scenarios do we need to create for the examples? 
· Switch Hold add and removal (650_01 and 650_02)

· AQ  (Acquisition Transfer

· Requested Read 

· Only FSAD

· Unexecuted Switch

· 814_20 with Switch Hold

What updates are needed for current examples? 
· Update any examples that reference Special Needs Y
· 814_04, 814_05, and 814_20 AMSM/AMSR

· Mass Transition to include Switch hold
· Include the REF~RAA

Are any new swimlanes or updates to existing swimlanes necessary?
· Switch Hold  when MVI/Switch is schedule then Unexecuted due to switch hold
· Look at MIMO to make sure and adjust for changes to stacking logic 
· Acquisitions 

· Testing Updates:

Current Flight Update
62% complete 4 new CRs 13 existing CRs are testing
· Other Business:
Gene Cervenka , Gricelda Calzada, Kathy Scott, Jennifer Frederick , Sandra Tindall, Jim Lee,  Becky Taylor, Kathy Thurman, David Hanks, Diana Rehfeldt, Chris Rowley  
Brad Jones (Chair of TAC) has requested help from the Retail Market Subcommittee (RMS) and TX SET in bringing NPRR294 before the ERCOT Board in case there are questions from the Board members concerning market benefits and projected cost to implement this project.  Please see the attached Word document that was developed by Debbie McKeever and others that will help us in the Thursday discussions and it allows us to have a starting point of benefits and ideas instead of starting from scratch, thanks again to Debbie and her team for their assistance in this effort.   

Some of the questions I received from the TAC Chair after he reviewed the attached document, which we will also need to discuss and add information where appropriate:  
The NPRR will not be addressed by the ERCOT Board until April.

K.Scott begin the redlines to NPRR294 Texas SET 4.0 Review document.
. 

Will implementation occur quickly enough to meet the PUC rule requirements or will workarounds be necessary for a time?
Will “better communication with critical care” help address the situation during the outage where some hospitals were not on the critical care list?
Is “allow notification of Distributed Renewable Generation (DRG) equipment” considered a safety issue?
May the market assume that this change is necessary to get the full value of deploying AMS?

The Board meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, March 22, 2011, so I have asked TX SET leadership to place this item on TX SET’s agenda for Thursday at 3:00-4:00 PM  to discuss the attached document and provide additional information and clarifications where needed to assist the Board in their voting.     Please reach out to your Board members to see if they would like to participant in this conference call and to assist them in answering any questions or concerns in approving NPRR294 that they may have prior to the ERCOT Board meeting .   

· Adjourn





	Action Item:

	Write NPRR to update 814_20 processing logic to state ERCOT will only forward 814_20s to the current Rep of Record and any reps who have a Scheduled Move In or Switch.

There was additional discussion on FR2.8 to decide how the file will be sent and will CR and ERCOT get separate files.

Action Item:

· TDSPs need to find out if they can do a Sort by  ROR to the CR

· CR find out if it matter if the switch hold is specific (DPP – Meter tampering)



	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	.


	


