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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
Issues:
· Issue 134: Non-CSA CR sends a MVO with the indicator for bypass CSA at ERCOT.  Non-CSA CR is not always the owner of the CSA, causing the ESI ID to become de-energized without CSA CRs knowledge.  

MVO Code 2W - is being used the most.

It looked like some of the samples had discrepancies. K.Thurman asked, that those examples be provided to make sure there are no problems with the internal procedure.

Diana reviewed the language in the change control for issue134. TX SET revised some of the language to make it clearer for everyone to understand.

MVO Code B44

If you send the B44 with the 2W the transaction will be rejected by ERCOT. TX SET is adding language to the change control regarding the B44 & 2W code combination when submitted on a MVO.

K.Thurman reviewed the presentation on the MVO – Bypass Flag with 2W and B44 Codes.  ERCOT will post the presentation on the meeting site.

D.Rehfeldt – Feels that that there is a need for more validation. K.Thurman will continue to pull the numbers daily for the month of September. 

What if there is no CSA?  The language was clarified in the change control. “If you’re not the current CSA or there is no CSA the transaction will be rejected.”

TX SET reviewed the reject code “CSA” and the description within the 814_25 Move-Out Response.

TX SET made edits to the change control to bring more clarity to explanation.

D.Rehfeldt – Reviewed the SCR and is providing some additional information and language to the SCR.

K.Thurman will continue to pull the numbers daily for the month of September. 

Issue: I135
814_05s are being received with the meter type blank and missing the meter number.  The meter is never sent in subsequent 814_20s.  This causes billing to fail since we are missing the meter.

 All TDSPs would like some examples from TXU who filed the issue.  ERCOT was not passing the meter data in the 814_05 because ERCOT did not receive it within 814_04.

In the 814_05 the segment cannot be NULL it has to be populated if no meter number “NONE”

Ed. would like to get specific examples for each TDSP. It was mentioned that BJ Flowers of TXU needs to contact the TDSPs with examples. Correct action needs to be taken if there is an issue on the TDSP side.

A meter number and type is blank – AMSR/M timing of the events 

TXU was looking at an AMSR/M in the 814_05 since ERCOT had the data populated within MIS and Extracts/Reports.
BJ joined the call and will send all TDSPs some examples to research and bring back to TX SET and TXU.
An example is a pre-existing premise. The 814_05 is being populated with a blank space “ ”… 

 Each TDSP will get a list from TXU and have the TDSP research and bring back next month’s TX SET Meeting.
CSA MOVE OUT:

· RMS asked that TX SET take on the task of looking into the scenario where a customer (or a customer’s CR) initiates a MVO but they don’t actually move out of the premise thus making the landlord responsible for power the customer is using.  

DNP issued and CR waits; then issued a MVO, witha CSA in place. This puts it back in the landlord‘s name  and the landlord starts receiving a bill but the customer does not move out.

D.Rehfeldt – Landlord does not want the power turned off in that agreement and CSA. This is really between the landlord and tenant but the landlord wouldn’t know until the first bill. It’s the landlords issue with someone staying in the premise.

Is there a solution to this for these types’ scenarios?  

E.Echols thinks this is a “market governance” at a policy level. D.Rehfeldt TX SET cannot do more at this time based on transactions.  Landlord and CSA have to ensure the MVO_CSA is legitimate and the customer has actually moved out.
K. Scott suggested that TX SET review this at the October meeting to give the group time to come up with of a way to address this issue after they have the time to think about it. 
TX SET will report back to RMS on the discussion with provided update at October’s Meeting.

Testing:
· Sharyland Testing
· Discuss logistics regarding testing associated with the Sharyland expansion 
G.Cervenka reviewed how the testing would go with Sharyland in 2013.

Sharyland would come in during the first Flight 0213 and test with ERCOT only. All testing in Flight 0613 would be certain scripts with all default reps.(Banking and Connectivity scr33a, Con51, Con52).  Any other existing CRs would test with the new DUNS in Flight 1013.
R.Tenenbown would like to see similar testing in the future to the one that is done with the multiple AEP DUNs. That would mean the base DUNs complete the Flight Test.
Other Business:
· Submit any additional items to jennifer.frederick@directenergy.com
MarkeTrak Task Force (MTTF) reporting back to TX SET.

867s and LSE Files:
MTTF came up with a solution for a way to challenge discrepancies between the two?
Below are the MTTF Recommendations which will be reviewed at the October TX SET meeting since this was not reviewed at this meeting:
*********************************************************************************************************************

MarkeTrak Task Force recommended process for 867_03 – AMS Interval Mismatch Inquiry

1) Currently emails are being used to communicate issues where the summary of AMS LSE data does not match the 867_03 monthly usage for a particular service period.  

2) TXSET has requested for MarkeTrak Task Force to create a process for these scenarios.

3) There are currently no business rules defined by TXSET around this process.  

4) Timeline for final agreed process will need to be determined, approved through the Stakeholder Process.  Prior to the effective date, a Market notice should be sent to mailing lists of affected Stakeholders (ex. MarkeTrak GUI/API, TXSET, RMS)

5) MarkeTrak D2D Other is the preferred subtype, due the ability to use an identifying ISA Number, which TDSPs may use to direct issues to the correct business group, and possibly build automation around.

6) Use of the subtype should be limited to one service period per issue

MarkeTrak User Guide High-Level Changes for 867_03 – AMS Interval Mismatch Inquiry

1) Required Fields

a. ESIID

b. ISA (to be determined by applicable section of RMG)

c. STARTTIME

i. This should be the start time of the service period within the 867_03

ii. In Bulk files, service period should still be in the “T” format

d. Comments (verbatim)

i. Mismatch between 867_03 and AMS intervals for service period [mm/dd/yyyy] to [mm/dd/yyyy].

2) Valid reject reasons

a. More than one service period per issue 

b. Dates do not match one full, exact service period

c. Incorrect comments

d. Incorrect date format within comments

e. ESIID within issue does not have a provisioned AMS meter

f. All data in question does not match data loaded in ERCOT extracts 

**************************************************************************************

Short term /interim solution – 

K.Scott Is there a long term solution for the next release? M.Jones stated there are discussions of a long term solution.

K.Scott brought up one other bit of business that needed to be addressed by TX SET.
The 650_01 purpose code TE003 verbiage states (PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls) and would like to change it “- Leaking Transformer “since this is usually the reason for using the code.  These older transformers  usually require a hazmat team to clean up these leaks.
Change the TE003 from (PCB) to - Leaking Transformer

K.Scott will write a change control to change description within the 650_01.  

E.Echols LSE vs 867s discussion – Please send all questions to get answered regarding the LSE vs 867s issue..

Change Control Call will be held before or in the next TX SET Meeting.

Adjourn:
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