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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
February 8, 2001

Dial In Number - 800.430.8190  Pass-Code – 5591

txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2002_254-2002_260)


Facilitator: 
Susan Neel

Reliant HL&P

Call Attendees:
Kyle Patrick

Reliant

Charlie Bratton
TXUES



Vin Tran

Exolink
Shirley Whyte
ITPTA


Robert Hill

ESG

Rosemary Freeman
Exolink




Ed Skiba

Entergy
Cary Reed

AEP



Wendy Brubaker
Systrends
Johnny Robertson
TXU



Lisa Numrich

Exolink
Dave Robeson
Entergy

Christine Meloro
New Power
Paul McKinney
Oncor



Gina McArthur 
USPS


2002-254

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

Currently, the CR does not have a way to request the TDSP to remove only one specific meter from a multi-meter premise/ESI-ID.

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

To provide the CR an automated means to request the TDSP to remove only one specific meter from a multi-meter premise/ESI-ID.   This does not close out the Premise/ESI-ID. 
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 650_01 & 650_02
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Release
Recommended Test Flight:  Defer to Test
Notes: 
2002-255

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

To clarify the required vs optional use of customer contact phone number on the 814_PC.

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

The Gray Box in Segment PER (Contact Name/Number) of the 814_PC indicates the first telephone number is not required.  However, the specific data elements (PER03 and PER04) are listed as Must Use.

On the market call of 01 Feb 2002, the market decided the gray box example in Segment PER (Contact Name/Number) is correct which indicates the first telephone number is not required.

Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_PC
Emergency Priority: N

Production Implementation Date: Future Release
Recommended Test Flight: Defer to Test
Notes:  
2002-256

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

TDSPs will not provide demand information for interval meters.  The implementation guides needed to be updated to reflect this.  On the market call of 17 May 2001, change control 2001-107 was emergency and also was to be implemented 03 August 2001 with V1.4 (see the summary of changes sheet in each respective SET EDI transaction).  

However, the change was not completely implemented as approved and there is some confusion on the use of the code K4 in the PTD BO and PTD PM loops (REF~MT of each loop).

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

To have the missing part of the previously approved market change control (2001-107) implemented and stop the confusion on the use of the code K4 in the REF~MT of the PTD BO and PTD PM loops.

Status: Tabled
Changes to Clarify the Change Control

Affected Transactions: 867_02 & 867_03
Emergency Priority: Y
Production Implementation Date: Redline
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes: CRs instructed to evaluate this change control. 

2002-257

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

ERCOT will pass the PER segments from the 814_01 814_10 and the 814_16 to the TDSP in the 814_03.  The PER will include the customer name and phone number

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

Currently the CR must develop the switch or move in transaction and then create another transaction to pass the customer information to the TDSP.  This change will support lowering the number of transactions that the CRs will create and the TDSP will process
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control

Affected Transactions: 814_01,03,10,16
Emergency Priority: N
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  Approved with the same PER language as Change Control 2002_255.
2002-258

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

Per the RMS/PUCT approved Special Needs/Critical Care process, a “Special Needs Indicator” (REF~SU) segment should be added to the 814_20.

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

These changes are requested to meet the business needs as defined by RMS and the PUCT.  This segment will be used by the TDSP to communicate the “Special Needs” qualification status back to the REP.  The use of the 814_20 as this mechanism has been approved by RMS.
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control

Affected Transactions: 814_20
Emergency Priority: Y (for the purpose to be included in the 1.5 RFP)
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  

2002-259

Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Per the RMS/PUCT approved Special Needs/Critical Care process, the Life Support (REF~SU) segment should be renamed to “Special Needs” and the current “N”, “Y”, “I” codes be modified to reflect the following: 

N-No

Y-Yes
This change control is to withdraw Change Control # 2001-155 and to support the RMS/PUCT approved Special Needs/Critical Care process.

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

These changes are requested to meet the business needs as defined by RMS and the PUCT.
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control

Affected Transactions: 814_PC, 01, 03 , 04 05, 650_01 650_02, 
Emergency Priority: Y (for the purpose to be included in the 1.5 RFP)
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  Change Control 155 was withdrawn, this change control was designed to replace 155.  TX SET should discuss whether to include this change control to the 814_28 transaction.
2002-260

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

Eliminate any confusion on whether the TDSP will provide a TDSP Service Order Number when they successfully complete the Service Order

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

Since the REF~OW segment does not specifically reference BGN08 = 51 there has been confusion on whether or not the TDSP will send the TDSP Service Order Number when the BGN08 = 51.
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Modified to reflect if BGN08 =51 required if TDSP has generated service order number.

Affected Transactions: 650_02
Emergency Priority: Y
Production Implementation Date: Redline
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes: 

Question and Answer

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


Question:  1) We have started receiving 4 character alpha values for meter read cycle from one TDSP.   Is this okay?   If so, there needs to be more clarification in the gray box and some examples that show other valid values than just two digit numbers.

Rosemary M. Freeman
Discussion: Rita will submit a change control for clarification.

Question:   2) 1.  Should we have a code on the 650s to allow for the addition of a meter to an existing premise/ESI-ID (as we are doing with the change request for removing a meter)?

Discussion: There was not much conversation on this. Dave will submit a change control to add a code to the 650.

2.  Should we also have a code to allow for the addition of a guard light or street light (as we now have to remove a specific guard light or street light)?

Discussion: This is a competitive service, so it does add some complexity. For unmetered the only way that Relaint could install an unmetered light is if the customer asked to have this in. Dave is going to talk more about it with others.

Question:  3) If a vacant apartment unit is de-energized and we submit a new CSA, when does the unit come over to the CSACR and how do we get it energized?  I have been told by ERCOT to submit a move-in request if the unit is vacant and de-energized.  If this is the case, what happens if I receive a reject on that move-in due to "Not First In"?  Example:  Gexa Energy is the CSACR for ABC Apartment Complex.  ABC Apartments has a vacant unit that is de-energized.  Gexa Energy submits a move-in request on 2/5/2002under the apartments name so they can have electricity to make the unit ready for the next tenant.  The tenant is due to move in to the vacant unit on 2/25/2002. The tenant signs up with another CR on 2/03/2002to have new service on 02/25/2002.  The tenant's CR submits a move-in request on 02/04/2002.  Gexa Energy submits the move-in on 2/05/2002and receives a reject due to "Not

First In".  How do we get the unit energized under the CSA????

Answer: We believe that this is a manual work around document at RMS.   Rita will send the RMS work around to GEXA. Susan went over the work around. It was also suggested that Jamie come to TX SET.  
Question:  4) If a vacant apartment unit is energized and we submit a new CSA, when does the unit come over to the CSACR? 

Answer: If you submit a CSA CR then you do not becomes a CSA until there is a move-out. That is when you becomes the CSA CR. There is a problem that it is vacant and energized.  It was suggested the the CR submit a move in so that they could be come the CSA of record. 

Question:  5) On the 814_20 can there be multiple occurrences of the REF~NH (TDSP Rate Class) and REF~PR (TDSP Rate Subclass) segments for one meter?

Answer: We think this could happen in the multiple ESI ID’s. You can for metered, but for unmetered ESI ID’s we don’t think it can be handled. Ed will try to draw something up and we will try to address it at the TX SET meeting.

Ed 

Question:  6) When a CR sends a service order request, then follows with a cancel before the original request is worked, what should they expect back in the 650_02?

How does the TDSP indicate that they got the cancel?   There doesn't seem to be a clear cut way, either in a complete, or a complete un-executable.   

Answer: Rosemary did not think we have an answer to this. We think that we respond back to the cancel. The cancel should refer to the original. 

Question:  7) Please clarify the DTM~150 (Service Period Start) gray box in DTM01.  It states that "On a Reinstatement, this date should match the date of the original cancellation."  What is the "date of the original cancellation"?

Does this mean that: Because the Period Start Date in the 814_08 is only required if the Current CR is the receiver, then the following applies: 

*
If canceling a Switch, the Period Start Date in the 814_08 should

match the Period End Date in the 814_06 for a Current CR. 

*
If canceling a Move-out, the Period Start Date in the 814_08 should match the Move-out Date in the 814_24 for a Current CR

However, the 814_10 (Drop to POLR Request) does NOT have a date that could be used to match up with the Period Start Date in the RA initiated Cancel Drop to POLR (814_08).  There is only one date in the 814_10, but it is used for "Special Read Date for Off-cycle Switch).

Perhaps the gray box in DTM01 should be expanded for clarification.

Thank you in advance for submitting my question up for discussion in our next Texas SET conference call.
Answer: This question is for the 814_08. We need Dave Odle from ERCOT needs to give us a clear answer on the dates and how they are used. 

Question 1) If a meter exchange occurs at the end of a meter read period, does the 867_02 have to reflect a meter exchange even though the 867_03 did not reflect a meter exchange?

Example 867_03 In Month 1: Meter 1234568MG has a Service Period Start 11/01/01 and Service Period End 11/30/01 In Month 2: Meter 7890123MG has a Service Period Start 11/30/01 and Service Period End 12/29/01

The 867_03s are reported as follows:

Month 1

	PTD~PL~~~MG~1234568MG

	DTM~150~20011101

	DTM~151~20011130

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~1000~1100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95


Month 2

	PTD~PL~~~MG~7890123MG

	DTM~150~20011130

	DTM~151~20011229

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~0~100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95


867_02 Examples…………

	PTD~PL~~~MG~1234568MG

	DTM~150~20011101

	DTM~151~20011130

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~1000~1100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95

	PTD~PL~~~MG~7890123MG

	DTM~150~20011130

	DTM~151~20011229

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~0~100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95


Or does the 867_02 need to show that a meter exchange occurred, which implies the service period went from 11/01/2001 to 12/29/2001:

	PTD~PL~~~MG~1234568MG

	DTM~150~20011101

	DTM~514~20011130

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~1000~1100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95

	PTD~PL~~~MG~7890123MG

	DTM~514~20011130

	DTM~151~20011229

	REF~JH~A

	REF~MT~KHMON

	QTY~QD~1020

	MEA~AA~PRQ~1020~KH~0~100~51

	MEA~~CO~1.02

	MEA~~MU~10

	MEA~~ZA~.95


Answer)  Entergy Distribution and Retail would not report the meter exchange.  All market participants had not review this situation and will review in before the next conference call.

Issues List


NONE AT THIS TIME













_1073217208

