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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
February 13th 
Last Meeting Minutes: 

Comments or corrections for last month’s meeting notes

Meeting notes are good.
RMS Update: 

RMS request for TX SET to review the Mass Acquisition Process—TX SET agreed to review and update the Retail Market Guide to remove gaps in the language that could cause confusion during an event

Request for volunteers to review the language

The group reviewed the language from Section 7.11.2 Acquisition and Transfer of Customers from one Retail Electric Provider to Another to determine what changes need to be made. After a lengthy discussion, it was determined to have a smaller group take the suggestions already documented and continue to review the guide.  This meeting will be held on March 4th from 1 to 5 at the Austin MET Center.

































The redlined document was emailed t to the subset of the TX SET group that volunteered to continue the review..

867 vs LSE: 

Continue review of the Questions and Answers on differences in 867s and LSE files

Review what scenarios can cause the consumption to be different between the two

What does each TDSP do to check for these scenarios

Further questions and answers

The group reviewed the presentation that TXU is currently developing to try to structure the Question and Answer Matrix.  The competitive retailers were requested to open MarkeTrak Issues for each TDSP where there are differences so the TDSPs can investigate to try to determine the cause of the discrepancies between the 867 and LSE files. 























TXU will continue to work on the presentation and consolidate the responses from the TDSPs. 
Market Test Update:

The Flight started on Monday.





One TDSP requested assistance from ERCOT regarding an issue involving the lack of timeliness of some Competitive Retailers (CR)s  when they are completing the Penny test. ERCOT agreed to address these issues with the CRs.
Accomplishments and Goals:

· Review RMS presentation
The group made one final review and this will be presented at the February 20 RMS meeting

Other Business:
Reliant requested a review of change control: 739
Reliant requested clarification on the use of the PER~PO segment in the 814_PC. It was stated that the segment is optional.


February 14th 
TX SET Procedures:

· Look at requirements around change controls and Implementation Guides to make sure they are clear.  

· Are there certain changes that can be made outside of a TX SET version release?

· SCRs

· Point-to-point

· Can shops handle these type changes with reduced testing requirements

· Should we have more frequent TX SET version releases?

· Once through the approval process, can we show changes as black-lines instead of redlines?

· What financial impacts are there for these type changes?

· If changes are needed, what needs to be updated in the TX SET Procedures guide?

The group discussed possible changes to the versioning process and implementation of TX SET releases. 
· Plan and have a release at least two years from the last version release
· Implement rule change versions separately from other  change controls
· Implement Administrative changes on a yearly basis
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The group agreed to take the discussion back to their shops and bring back suggestions to the April meeting.
Issues:

· 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. 

· Discuss submission of SCR (See discussion for TX SET procedures related to changes outside of a TX SET release)
The group determined they would submit an NPRR to change Section 15 Protocol language instead of submitting the previously written SCR. Redlined changes were reviewed and modified by the group. The draft changes were sent to the TX SET list serve for review. Market Participants will bring back comments to the next TX SET meeting.



Other Business:
· Submit any additional items to diana.rehfeldt@tnmp.com 
Adjourn 
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