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	Summary of Event:

	· Diana R.: Introductions, Review of Agenda, Antitrust Statement
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, copies are available at the Client Relations desk. Please remember your ongoing obligation to comply with all applicable laws, including the antitrust laws. 

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. 
· Minutes from previous meeting
See key docs.
· 867 vs LSE
See key docs.

Discussion about changes.

Diagram on page 14 – can be used as reference for SMT and other discussions in the future.

Planning to finalize document and bring to RMS next week.

Kathy S – suggested link in presentation for those who want more details.

Diana – will send both documents to Suzy to be posted to the RMS agenda.

      TDSP AMS Data Practices Summary
See key docs.

Diana discussed the document.

Discussed details about how the TDSPs would handle specific situations.

Details are in the document.

Group discussion about polling the meter when there is an issue.

Some verbiage changes made to document.

Christy – question regarding discrepancy between SMT and ERCOT data extracts.

Ed – has been discussed previously.

     Needs an in depth review. Need to understand data flow.
     Need discussions about those.

     Need recent examples.

     ERCOT didn’t get or load meter data.

Christy – samples of recent events will be sent. Would like discussion.

Diana – CRs had previously sent examples to TDSPs.

     Not sure if it’s a TX SET question.

Ed – the material issue is a TX SET discussion item.

     If there is a price difference in intervals, then we need to look at it.

     Price and consumption values in intervals matter.

Sheri W – For prepay and time based plans, it is important, does matter.

Example of discrepancies shown on screen and discussed.
Ed – reviewed the spreadsheet.

The major issue is if there is a time of day usage charge or pre-pay ESIID.

Question asked about what is causing this and why?

Question if ERCOT data is actuals?
Ed – can’t be actuals as it doesn’t match SMT.

Kathy S – we need to see new data to see if this is still relevant.

Ed – needs to be looked at and corrected.

Sheri W  – if there is a savvy customer comparing SMT to bill, need to be able to answer.

Diana asked if it’s TX SET that needs to address this.
Opinion is that it needs to be addressed by AMWG.

Kathy S – after update to AMWG, they become the owner of everything related to AMS.

     Was a TX SET issue before AMWG was created. But should be theirs now.

Ed – pull market price of the interval as well. It will help illustrate this.

     It will also build a value of what it is.

TDSP AMS Data Practices Matrix

Discussion regarding timeline.

Ed – questions coming up about when data was sent.

· Mass Acquisition
See key docs.

Discussion about timing of calls and transactions.

Kathy S brought up Section 2 (b).

Diana – asked what specific language Kathy wants.

Kathryn T – asked what changing language to specific time would accomplish.

     ERCOT will file comments against adding a specific time for transactions.

Diana asked for input on clarification on language.

Discussion over timing of when transactions should be sent.

Discussion regarding verbiage in document, Section 4 (a) and (b).
Discussion regarding timelines for submitting switch transactions scheduled further out.
Discussion regarding timelines for submitting standard switch transactions.

Updates made to the section of the doc (section 4).

· Market Test Update
Sign up deadline is May 15.
· Texas SET Procedures
See key docs.

Reviewed and discussed previous edits made to document.

Kathy S – believes #9 needs to be a group decision rather than TX SET sub team.

Discussion regarding TX SET version releases and implementation guide updates.

Review of Summary of Changes.

Rob B – version number update should be done, but summary of changes not necessary.

Discussion about whether to remove version number on ercot.com.

     Reference version number only in the guide instead.

     Use transaction only (650, 814, etc).

Would need to define what a major release is.

Kathy S – need to communicate to market what it will be like going forward.

     That way they know they aren’t missing anything.

Diana – assumes this would need RMS approval.

Kathryn – will also require protocol and procedure updates.

Kathy S – communication will include what transactions are affected.

Diana – needs to specify IT departments need to know.

Sub group to get together in a meeting to work on the document.
· Issues
Possible change to Protocol 15.

· Other Business
Third parties operating on behalf of CRs.

John S – account noted if third party involvement.

Jim L – Direct also does the same. Notate accounts in case of calls.

Reliant does the same.

No customer outreach in advance.

Discussion regarding 650 transactions.

Nueces asked about what they need to do to make changes to 650 codes (S2, R8, etc).

Kathy S stated to add to TX SET issues document to have it addressed.

Next month’s meeting moved to June 12 (originally scheduled for June 13).

· Meeting adjourned. 


	Action Items / Next Steps:

	Action Items:  

· TDSPs – research transactional limit for Mass Acquisition transactions.
· Sub Group - Procedure document.
Future Agenda Topics:     
· X
2013 Meeting Dates:
· X


	Hot topics or ‘At Risk’ Items:

	·  X

	


