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Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: 

· Minutes from the September 13th Change Control Conference Call were Approved.
· Minutes from the September 20th Change Control Conference Call were Approved.
· Minutes from the October 4th Change Control Conference Call were Approved.
2002-427
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add note to the Meter Multiplier (REF~4P), Number of Dials (REF~IX) and the Meter Type (REF~MT) that the segments are not used for unmetered devices.

Add note to the Number of Dials (REF~IX) that the segment is not used for demand.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

On all the 814 transactions, with the exception of the 814_20, the gray box Notes in the header portion of the segments listed state:

For the Meter Multiplier: “This segment will not be provided in the NM1 loop for UNMETERED Services.” 

For the Number of Dials: “This segment will not be provided in the NM1 loop for UNMETERED services or for demand.”

For Meter Type: “This segment will not be provided in the NM1 loop for UNMETERED services.”
Currently, the 814_20 guide states these segments are required when adding unmetered devices.  There is no business reason why the TDSP’s should have to create and send invalid unmetered data on the 814_20 Change transactions, if they do not send the information on the 814_04, nor should the CRs have to accept this information on the 814_20

Adding the note for demand meters will provide consistency across the 814 transactions.

Status: Tabled
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes  TDSPs – AEP Not sure if they are sending it or if there is an impact.  Continued discussion as to whether it is an emergency or should be put into 1.6.  Centerpoint is populating the field.   ERCOT recommends that we do this change for 1.5 because people are doing this inconsistently across the board.  
2002-428
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Remove the EM code from the PER03 Communication Number Qualifier and PER05 Communication Number Qualifier and update examples.

Remove unmetered devices from Examples 1 and 2 of 814_14.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

When the PER Segment was added to the 814_01, 814_03, 814_16 to the N1~8R the EM code was not added to the PER03 or PER05.  As a result, if ERCOT receives the EM code on the 814_10 they would be unable to forward the PER segment on the 814_03 transaction.

Therefore, a recommendation was made to remove the code from the 814_10 and 814_14 rather than adding the code to the 814_01, 814_03, and 814_16 transactions.

Additionally an ESI ID should not contain both metered and unmetered devices in the NM1 Loop.  In the 814_14 Example 1 and Example 2 there is a meter number in the NM1 loop and a PRT (Unmetered Devices) segment.  The PRT segment needs to be removed.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_10 and 814_14
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes: ERCOT is OK to remove the codes, with the understanding that we will reject if EM is sent.
2002-429
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Withdraw and remove references to Change Control 2002-317 and Change Control 2002-324.

Both of which were corrected by the APPROVED Change Control 2002-362, however, they were never withdrawn.

Change Control 2002-317 –Added the language to the gray box of the BGN.06 stating “Refers to the BGN.02 of the 814_06”.  This is incorrect.  The BGN.06 of the 814_08 will refer to the BGN.06 of the 814_06.  (Change Control 2002-362 corrected this language).

Change Control 2002-324 – Was clean up for Change Control 2002-317 to have it added to the guide.

The language from Change Control 2002-362 should be used.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

Change Controls 2002-317 and 2002-324 should be withdrawn.  They are functionally incorrect.
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_08
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes:  Must also remove 353, which added 354.  Should we leave this in as part of the audit trail.  This has been done before, but you do not remove the cc from the summary of change controls.  Change control log will reflect “withdrawn by change control xx”.  The files in the zip file will be removed.  All references in the implementation guide will be removed.

Follow up with Odle to get new verbiage…
2002-430
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

The organization of segments in the 814_16 Implementation Guide is incorrect.  Change Control 2002-257 added the PER segment to the N1~8R loop.  However, the guide was updated with placing the PER segment in the N1~N1 loop on the 814_16.  This request is to REMOVE the PER segment from the N1~N1 loop and place it into the N1~8R loop.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

For business and technical purposes.  The new PER segment for V1.5 was to be placed into the N1~8R loop to reduce the amount of transactions required currently to maintain customer contact information by the TDSP.  The PER segment was placed into the WRONG N1 loop.  The 814_16 implementation guide and .SEF files must be updated to reflect the correct placement of this segment (PER) into the appropriate N1 loop.  This change must be made immediately to prevent incorrect programming on the part of CR’s.
This will also provide consistency between the 814_01, 814_03, 814_10, 814_14, and the 814_16.

The “summary of changes” language is correct in the guide and the examples at the end of the guide are also correct.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_16
Emergency Priority: 
Notes:  There are issues with the “Must Use” designations in the PER segments.  Robeson mentioned some texas SET changes for formatting of the guides.  On the next Texas SET agenda we should discuss the consistent use of the guides.  Please refer to the second to last right hand column.  No longer use the left hand column, you now look at the right hand column to know if the data element is optional, conditional, etc.
2002-431
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update page 32 of 38, YNQ/PDL segments

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):By making the changes noted below, the YNQ Premium Disconnect Location segment of the 650_01 will be clearer and will eliminate information that does not need to be sent.
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 650_01
Emergency Priority: 
Notes:  Dave Robeson disagrees with removing the grey box under the PDL.  
2002-432
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add new “A78” reject reason to (814_29 - Response to Completed Unexecutable or Permit Required) transaction.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

A TDSP cannot submit an (814_28 – “PT”) if the order has already been scheduled via an (814_04).  ERCOT will reject the (814_28) in this scenario.  A new reject code should be added to indicate “Permit notification not allowed because Move In already scheduled”.  “A78” is already being utilized as a reject reason when “Service has been established” and it is basically too late to cancel the order, or, in this case… delay the order for a permit.  
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes: A different code should be used other than “A78”.

2002-433
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update the Examples

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Premise type was added to the 814_14 transaction, this change control will add Premise Type in the examples at the end of the 814_14 Implementation Guide.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Corrected SE count in examples

Affected Transaction: 814_14
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes:  Get most recent updates to the change control for the minutes.  There was some discussion of the EM code as well.  Changes to the SE count, references cc 428.
2002-434
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add How to Use Section to 814_18 and change references of landlord to owner/controller to be consistent with How to Use Document

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

In the October 1Texas SET meeting, it was determined that the term owner/controller was a more accurate terminology for the CSAs than landlord.  Owner/controller is referenced in the ERCOT Protocols.  This change control changes references of Landlord to Owner/Controller.

In the same meeting the How To Use Guide for the 814_18 was also reviewed.  The attached How To Use Guide includes the changes discussed during the review session.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_18
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes
Question and Answer

***If you address a question to the TX SET list serve this is the forum for your answer***


Question: 1) Are there any circumstances where a CR would populate the REF~1P (Status Reason) on the 814_13?  Currently the only codes supported are A13 Other and MDI - Move Date Inconsistent.

ANSWER 1)  CRs will check this week to see if they are populating these.
Question:  2)  Change Control 2002-425 was submitted to use REF~8X~RC001 to allow the 650_01 to be used by the CR to request service restoration when the TDSP has disconnected service for tampering, and the CR did not issue a 650_01 Disconnect.  My question is:  What is the business process and resulting EDI transaction if the TDSP finds the service cannot be reconnected?  For example, the tampering may result in the need for a repair by an electrician or a hazardous condition may exist preventing reconnection of service.  How will  this information be conveyed to the CR so the customer can be informed of the status or reason for service not being reconnected?

ANSWER 2)  The corresponding change control will be discussed next week.

Moving forward, all 1.5 changes will take priority over the 1.6 change controls for the purpose of prioritizing the 8 change controls to be discussed each week.

Realizing that CC2002-425 was withdrawn last week, this question still poses a legitimate consideration for developing a solution…  
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