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	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
Leadership Elections:

Election of Chair and Vice-chair for 2011 

K.Scott & E.Echols Nomination for Chair was J.Frederick 2011 – No Objections

G.Calzada and E.Echols Nomination for Vice Chair was D.Rehfeldt 2011 – No Objections
RMS Update:

· Update to RMS 

J.Frederick reviewed the RMS update.

Issues from MCT:

· MCT met on Feb 1st and Feb 9th.  This agenda item will be on all Texas SET agendas this year to accommodate any questions/hand-offs from MCT.   
· Communication of Tampering and DPP Switch Holds 

· Explore a solution to display a generic Switch Hold indicator on TML while communicating specific codes for Tampering and DPP on the 814_20 to the ROR and the 650_01 to the TDSP

J.Frederick provided a summary of Switch Hold information.  

Switch due to DPP is proprietary information only the current ROR can view that information.

K.Scott has handled the 650’s K.Thurman and D.Rehfeldt are working the 814_20 if the information is going to be on the 814_20.

K.Thurman said that, ERCOT Legal states that ERCOT cannot display “Switch Hold” on the TML or MIS.  J.Frederick says the commission needs to get involved because that generic flag is not proprietary information.

E.Echols states that only market participants will have access to Texas Market Link/Management Information System with a digital certificate. Is it is displaying the data on TML/MIS?  So, the information is secure in some aspect by having to use a digital certificate.
It was asked if the 650_04 could be updated to be utilized for the switch hold situation? This transaction is for the TDSP to communicate something to the CR. It was stated that the 650_04 is a specific transaction to communicate a move out. There needs to be an ease of access to that information with a transactional solution.  The lists from TDSPs are a manual process.

If ERCOT is not going to display the Switch Hold information on TML/MIS then ERCOT does not want the data on the 814_20.  It stated that there is a lot of information on the 814_20 now that ERCOT does not care about but it is on the 814_20 transactions.
K.Thurman stated that customer care is not listed as prohibited. J.Frederick agrees with K.Thurman.

J.Frederick wants to get PUC on the phone to discuss, plus this needs to be discussed with ERCOT Legal.

D.Rehfeldt stated that two things need to happen:
· The need to add the Switch Hold in some way transactionally.


· The need to be able to access the information easily to see if a switch hold is in place.
E.Echols another solution is to use the 814_20 remove the switch hold which the new pending ROR would get the update.

Rep of Record Notification for Switch Hold: Metering Tamper or Disconnect for non-pay
· 814_20s – add codes to indicate a meter tampering or deferred payment plan. 

Market View:  on whether there is a hold on the ESI ID (confidentiality) 

The requirements are supposed to be echoed back to the Rep of Record.
PUC Christine and Cliff responded to J.Frederick call to say that PUC thinks that the Switch Hold on a solution on TML/MIS is valid.  PUC will work with ERCOT legal offline to discuss in more depth.
TX SET will continue on with the different scenarios.
Scenarios:
1. TDSPs letting the ROR know that a DPP switch hold is in place. (ROR will send a 650_01 to add the DPP SW Holds)
· TDSPs will send 650_02 confirming adding the switch hold and will send 814_20 to ERCOT. (ERCOT does not agree with the 814_20)
Point to point 650_01 DPP which is a point to point.
ERCOT

2. TDSPs letting the ROR know that a meter tampering switch hold is in place 
Point to Point 

ERCOT - TDSP 814_20 with a SW Hold to ERCOT.  – 
Does the 650_01 or 650_02, no because 02 is not a intiting transactions?  K.Thurman also, suggested a brand new transaction.

What if you put the meter data within the??
3. Let the Market know if a SW exist on the ESI ID (generic)

· What about cases of no ROR?
Point to Point
ERCOT

4. ROR letting the TDSPs know to remove the Tampering Switch Hold (ROR will send 650_01 to remove T SW Hold)
· What is the response back to the ROR to confirm removal
· TDSPs will send 650_02 confirming adding the switch hold and will send 814_20 to ERCOT.

(ERCOT does not agree with the 814_20)
Point to Point 
ERCOT

5. ROR letting the TDSP know to remove a DPP switch Hold (ROR will send 650_01 to remove DPP SW Hold)
· What is the response back to the ROR to confirm removal

· TDSPs will send 650_02 confirming adding the switch hold and will send 814_20 to ERCOT.

(ERCOT does not agree with the 814_20)

Point to Point
ERCOT

What about cases of no ROR that is specific to meter tampering? A Move-Out was done and the end customer turns the power back on.
TDSP will send an 814_20 to ERCOT and ERCOT will post generic information to TML.

The Interim Solution for reporting a switch hold is a manual process at this time because of the generic code.  J.Frederick wants a specific code to designate between DPP and MT.  J.Landry agrees with J.Frederick.
K.Scott stated that the market agreed to add two switch hold codes/ two removals of a switch hold code.  K.Scott reviewed the draft change control 769 to explain to everyone an idea of what edits she made. 

J.Frederick stated that this good solution and more in depth scenarios that were not previously thought about at prior meetings. D.Rehfeldt and R. Morales questioned when an Unexecutable have the transactions on the 650s
TX SET discussed before K.Scott goes forward with drafting a change control form. R. Morales would like to take this solution back and look at in more depth.   
J.Frederick added a DC0005 code and it will be incorporated into K.Scott’s change control.

The timing of the 814_20; A timeframe needs to set, per prior discussions that the 814_20 would be sent right away.
J.Frederick updated ERCOT Legal on what the PUC stated to her.  J.Frederick relayed that information to TX SET.
· K.Scott asked about a 814_20 specific segment only –pass through to the ROR only –   K.Thurman stated that she will have to take it back the internal depts.

· K.Scott asked if an 814_20M can be sent on switches that are scheduled if this would reduce the problems. K.Thurman stated that she will have to take it back the internal depts.
· Generic code that a switch holds is in place. (specific code – then ROR should receive a specific code)

· 650s two codes (MT and DPP)  received and two codes sent back (MT and DPP)

J.Frederick stated that NPRR can still go through and then submit changes. S.Tindall. TAC has not approved the NPRR.  S.Tindall normal timeline would be April and the urgent it would go to March.

K.Scott delaying the project timeframe.  Early as possible on the decision so the modified the PRR, Change control, and all necessary documents. 

Both parties RMS and ERCOT can file comments before it goes to PRS. J.Frederick this is not an easy decision and something needs to happen quickly in order to get the NPRR going through the process.

K.Scott let NPRR go through process and have ERCOT file comments on the NPRR. 

10:30  Texas SET Issues and Change Controls:  

K.Thurman reviewed each change control listed below at TX SET.

· Change Control 2011-771– Clarification of the gray box language further for the REF~IP~HIU code that was modified and approved in Change Control 2010-740 – Recommended for Approval
· ChangeControl2011-772:  Modifications to Change Control 2010-753 to remove Electric Vehicles (which was Approved in 2010-754) from the Purpose Code and only applying the new FI012 Purpose Code to Generation devices at the premises. – Recommended for Approval
· ChangeControl2011-773:  Clarifications to bring the TX SET Implementation Guides compliant and resolve disparities between Change Control 2010-738 and PUCT Critical Care Form. – Recommended for Approval
· ChangeControl2011-774:  Changes were made to the Critical Care form by the PUCT and subsequently changes are required to Change Control 2010-757 to update the telephone numbers to be non-specific. – Recommended for Approval
Texas SET Procedures:

· Review SET Procedures to finalize for submission 

J.Frederick reviewed the red lines within the TX SET Procedures.

Testing Updates

4 New CRs testing, 8 Existing CRs testing.
G.Cervenka asked for help with the writing the scripts.

Other Business
· Submit any additional items to jennifer.frederick@directenergy.com 
Change Control Form:
The change control form needs to be updated with the change control process. K.Thurman reviewed the changes to the document for TX SET. The changes reflect the Nodal Protocols.
S.Tindall stated that the “Summary of RMS Discussion” could be taken by the person that is handling this part of the discussion.
The change control form changes will be accepted and posted to ERCOT.com

Adjourn
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	A TX SET Conference Call:  
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