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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
January 23, 2001

Dial In Number - 800.430.8190  Pass-Code - 5591

(2002.237, 2002.242, 2002.243, 2002.246-2002.251)




Facilitator: 
Dave Odle

ERCOT

Call Attendees:
Kyle Patrick

Reliant

Charlie Bratton
TXUES



Vin Tran

Exolink
Darryl Penechek
STEC


Randy Brannon
TXUES
Sonia Howell

AEP


Robert Hill

ESG

Rosemary Freeman
Exolink




Ed Skiba

Entergy
Darrell Hobbs
Oncor (TXU)

Lisa Numerich
Exolink
Cary Reed

AEP

Jennifer Garcia
San Patricio
Johnny Robertson
TXU

Pamela Wallace
Entergy
Rita Morales

Exolink

Christine Meloro
New Power
Karen Bergman
ERCOT




2002-237

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

Add a REF02   PNR: Permit Not Received.   This is in accordance with RMS And Protocol Revisions.

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

Allows ERCOT to cancel a move-in request if the customer never obtained a needed permit
Status: Tabled

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_08
Emergency Priority: 

Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes: At what point in time will ERCOT send this transaction out 20 days from the ordered initiated? Or  20 days from the permit required?  Answer when it was initiated.

2002-242

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

Add “CO” = Correction code in BPT01 (this will tell the receiving party that a rejection was received and the correction does not affect the consumption received on the original 867_03 transaction.

Also in the grey box of the BPT09 need explanation “ Required:  if BPT01 =CO.  This transaction is a correction being sent as a result of an 824 that does not effect the consumption that was sent on the original 867_03 for this time period.” 

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

Status: Tabled for discussion is being at TX SET meeting 1-23-02.
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 867_03
Emergency Priority: No
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  
2002-243

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

Add comments to indicate the 867_04 can only be submitted once.

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

Provide clarification that an 867_04 initial meter read will not be resent if either the TDSP or CR determines there is a discrepancy between the 867_04 and the first monthly meter read 867_03.  In the event there is a discrepancy the CR should use the start value of the first monthly meter read from the 867_03 as the initial meter read.

Status: Tabled will need to be discussed at TX SET next week.
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Add language to the detailed explanation “The start date of the 867_04 and the beginning date of the first 867_03 will always be the same.”

Affected Transactions: 867_04
Emergency Priority: No
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  

2002-246

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

A system change request is required. 

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

The 814_04  ASI U (reject) information will be forwarded from ERCOT to the CR in the 814_05  ASI U(reject)

.

The gray box of the 814_05 ASI U  “ The CR will need to create a new original if still needed”
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_04 & 814_05 

Emergency Priority: N 

Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  

2002-247

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

To pass the customer name and phone number information from the CR to the TDSP

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

Eliminates the need for the CR to create a separate transaction for each move-in or switch.
Status: Withdrawn to be resubmitted for next weeks call.

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_01 814_03 814_16 814_10

Emergency Priority:  N

Production Implementation Date: For Version 1.5

Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  Eliminates most of the need for CR to submit 814_PC immediately after the MVI transaction.  The PC would still be used to send updates on customer information.  TX SET has decided to use the PER Segment instead.

2002-248

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

Develop 814_28 and 814_29 as approved by RMS

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

Transaction 814_28/29 will support the notification of permits and unexecutable orders .  The transaction 814_28 will flow from the TDSP to ERCOT and be forward by ERCOT to the CR.  The 814_29 response will flow from the CR to ERCOT and be forward to the TDSP.
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_28   814_29
Emergency Priority: N

Production Implementation Date: Future Release

Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  

2002-249

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

Currently, the 814_13, Date Change Response, has no DTM segment for the TDSP to respond in.  This causes confusion when the TDSP can not honor the date requested and must send back the date they CAN honor.

This Change Control will add the DTM segment to the 814_13.

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

814_13 does not currently have a DTM segment.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_13
Emergency Priority: 

Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes: 
2002-250
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

ERCOT currently rejects a Move In if there is another Move In pending for that same ESI ID.

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

To allow for the long term correction of stacked Move Ins that Market has developed.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_16
Emergency Priority: 

Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  
2002-251

Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Update the gray box example for the BPR segment for an invalid code

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): To update the 820_02 edi document for an invalid BPR 05 code
Status: Withdrawn

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 820_02 

Emergency Priority: 

Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:

Notes:  Change Control 2001-230 that was already approved accomplishes this change therefore TX SET proposed to have this change control withdrawn.

Question and Answer

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

There were several questions from the 1-16-01 change control conference call that were tabled.  TX SET addressed these questions and have detailed there answers below.




Question:  

4) In the 814_04 and 814_05, will the fields for meter read cycle and meter cycle by day of month contain leading zeros when the value is less than 10. The examples for the meter cycle all use 15, and that doesn't make it clear. Are all TDSP's doing it the same way?

Answer:

Reliant HL&P, TNMP, AEP, Oncor (TXU TDSP) and Entergy will always send a two digit cycle (ex: 01, 02, 03 etc…).  

Question:  

5) 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 A  has a Service Period Start 11/01/01 and Service Period End 11/30/01 In Month 2: Meter B has a Service Period Start 11/30/01 and Service Period End 12/29/01

Does the looping within the 867_02 need to reflect how the monthly meter reads were reported?

Example 867_02 (no exchange)

In Month 1: Meter A  has a Service Period Start 11/01/01 and Service Period

End 11/30/01

In Month 2: Meter B has a Service Period Start 11/30/01 and Service Period

End 12/29/01

or does the 867_02 need to reflect the exchange?

Example 867_02 (reflects exchange)

In Month 1: Meter A  has a Service Period Start 11/01/01 and Exchange Date 11/30/01

In Month 2: Meter B has an Exchange Date 11/30/01 and Service Period End

12/29/01

Answer:

Examples needed so that TX SET can answer.

Question:  

6) 
Part 1.  For a Switch or a Move-In, the 814_20 is generated by the TDSP after responding with the 814_04 and prior to the initial meter read 867_04 being submitted.  Does ERCOT send the 814_20 to both the Current CR plus the New CR?

Part 2.  The Move-In Complete Unexecutable/Permit Required work around states: 'CR will email TDSP when the condition has been corrected.... The CR is responsible for any tariff charges that are applicable if a date is requested (e.g. Holiday). If no date is indicated, it will be scheduled like a new order......

Once the CRs customer has resolved the problem, the CR sends their spreadsheet back to the TDSP with or without a date.  There is no mention of the TDSP sending an email, an 814, a phone call or anything else back to the CR notifying of a scheduled date.

How does the TDSP notify the CR of the specific date they are going to work the request?

Answer:

Part (1) Yes, only applicable for a Move In that does not have meter data.

Part (2) The workaround group did not identify that process, therefore the 867_04 will be your notification

Question 7:

Part 1:

TDSP sends 814_20, CR accepts, 814_20, TDSP sends 867_03 and values in 867_03 are different from those in 814_20 (begin reading, end reading, etc).

Can the 867_03 be rejected using the 824?  If not, how would this scenario be handled?  

I realize this is highly unlikely, but would like to know how to handle just in case.

Part 2:

In the 814_20 meterType change, if you have 2 registers (ie, KH and K3) and one of those registers changes, in the 814_20 how do you know which of those registers is the one that changed?   

Part 3

In the 814_20 example #2 of 5

These EDI segments for Customer Name and Service Address are present.  The edi states N1~8R and N301 and N401 segments states "required if changing this item".  In the example there is no REF*TD*N18R designating that the customer name/service address changed.  Does the customer name and address need to be removed from the example or does the REF*N18R need to be added?

Answer:

Part 1: You could expect the 814_20 to follow after the 867_03.  The information should be the same, however the CR may reject the 867_03 if it does not match.

Part 2: Oncor (TXU TDSP), Reliant HL&P, and AEP do not change one register, registers are considered a unit.   No official response from TNMP or Entergy or Sherryland

Part 3: You are correct.  A Change Control is required to change the example (assigned to Lisa Numerich).  In the Change Control add to the example the REF TD 81NR …and a note that states that if you change the address you need to send the whole address because the changes overlay the original.  In addition, ERCOT will reject if you send in the REF N18R and it is not complete.

Question 8:

According the minutes of the move in/move out meeting on Oct. 25, under "Rejection of MIMO for a Date in the Past", there was a "strong

recommendation" that CR's not send move in dates less than current date +1 day (tomorrow is how I think this translates).  How is this supposed to work with same-day move in requests?

I'm not exactly clear whether the rest of these recommendations were

actually supposed to be implemented in 1.4.

Answer:

Do any TDSPs support same day move in with transactions?  

TXU, AEP, TNMP, HL&P, -NO

Entergy- Yes, if ERCOT received the transaction by 9:00 in the morning then Entergy would have this by 3:00 and have enough time to work this the same day.



Question:  

1) How would the market see the invoice being mapped for this scenario:

On the 810 invoice for Service Orders.  When a TDSP makes a trip and finds: gate locked or other obstruction the customer must remove before work can be completed on 01/10/2002, then the TDSP makes the second trip and completes the order on 01/014/2002.  Can the TDSP send two SLN loops one with the date of 01/10/2002 for waisted trip charge.  Then a second loop with date of 01/14/2002 when the service order work is completed and associated charges.

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| IT1~1~~~~~SV~EL~C3~ACCOUNT                    |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| SLN~1~~A                                      |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| DTM~198~20020110                              |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| REF~OW~WO12345                                |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| SAC~C~~EU~SER133~2500~~~25.00~EA~1~~~~~DENIAL |

| OF ACCESS TO METER                            |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| SLN~2~~A                                      |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| DTM~198~20010114                              |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| REF~OW~WO12345                                |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| SAC~C~~EU~MSC003~2500~~~25.00~EA~1~~~~~METER  |

| SEAL REPLACEMENT CHARGE                       |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

| TXI~LS~2.50~~~~~A                             |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

|                                               |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

|                                               |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

|                                               |

|                                               |

|                                               |

|-----------------------------------------------|

Answer:

The original would be completed unexecutable, the CR would need to resubmit the Service Order again.  

Question:  

2) Is the 814_12 to be used to change a switch date?   There is nothing in it that indicates it to be used for anything other than a change of Move In or Move Out, other than the use of the DTM151, and THAT says it's for a drop to POLR.

Also, everything else regarding a drop to POLR has been removed from the 814_12. Should this reference be removed, as well, and some statement added that this transaction is also for a change of switch date?

Answer:

The DTM 151 will need to be removed immediately.  A change control will be submitted.

Question:  

3) Being that the meter information is not mandatory in the 814_04 (to be passed on to the CR via the 814_05s), do all TDSPs plan on sending the 814_20 maintenance transactions prior to the first meter read transaction?

Answer:

TDSPs send their Maintenance transactions prior to sending the 814_05.

Oncor:

Yes

AEP:

Yes

HL&P:

No answer at this time

TNMP:

No answer at this time

Entergy:
No answer at this time

Issues List


1) Discussion about Change Control 2001-219-This change is apart of 1.4.
Important Notice


TX SET’s Change Control Conference Call will henceforth take place on Fridays at 10:00 a.m.  





February 1, 2002 will mark the first Friday that the call will take place on.  


Change Controls and Questions must be turned in to ERCOT  � HYPERLINK "mailto:txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com" ��txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com� by Monday 12 Midnight.  Change Controls and Questions will be sent to the market the following Tuesday morning.





Tabled Questions


1-16-02





Questions


1-23-02
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