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Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: Minutes from August 16th Meeting were Approved.
2002-373
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Clarify process for canceling unexecutable service orders via the (814_28 - Completed Unexecutable or Permit Required).  If this change control is approved, ERCOT will not cancel the service order (in the case of an “unexecutable”) or extend the 20-day expiration period (in the case of a “permit pending”) until the (814_29 – accept) transaction is received from the CR.

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

Currently the scenario maps state that when the TDSPs submits the (814_28) unexecutable, the TDSP will cancel the order within their systems.  Since the TDSP could receive a (814_29 – Response to Completed Unexecutable or Permit Required) reject, we suggest that ERCOT and the TDSPs wait until receiving the (814_29 - accept) prior to canceling the order or changing the expiration date.  This would keep all parties in sync.

NOTE:  The B5 and C7 Texas Set scenario maps require modification as well.
Status: Tabled for Final Review at TX SET Meeting in September 3&4
Version: 1.5 
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:  Protocol Revision will be needed, 
2002-375
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add the BGN07 segment to the (814_29) transaction.  

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

 The BGN07 segment is used in the (814_28) transaction to identify the type (Permit Required vs. Unexecutable) of transaction.  Since it is a valid business scenario for a TDSP to send both transactions for the same ESI-ID, ERCOT requires the BGN07 on the (814_29) in order to associate the (814_29) to the correct (814_28).

Status: Approval

Version: 1.5 REDLINE
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Gray box in redline will be updated.  Examples will need to be updated and included in the redline release.

Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes: TX SET will add to September 3&4th meeting to discuss “BGN references on duplicate 814_28 & 814_29”

2002-378
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add a new reject code to allow TDSPs to reject the (814_04) transaction when the CR provides extraneous billing information.

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

SCR 706 and the (814_03) implementation guide indicate the N1~BT billing information should be used ONLY when the TDSP is a MC-TDSP.   If the TDSP is an IOU-TDSP, the information is not required since the IOU-TDSP does not issue the customer’s bill.  A new reject code should be added to the (814_04) to allow IOU-TDSPs to reject the (814_03) transaction because the CR included unnecessary billing information.

NOTE:  Texas SET should determine the three letter code for this reject reason.  The rejection text should read, “Unnecessary Billing Information included”

Status: Withdraw

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Code will be ANK ="Invalid Source Information"

Affected Transaction: 814_04, 814_05
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:  Suggestion: ANK = "Invalid Source Information".  This will be discussed at TX SET September 3rd & 4th.
2002-381
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add new ‘D30’ 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?):

If the CR submits multiple (814_28 - Completed Unexecutable or Permit Required) transactions with transaction type code = ‘PT’ (permit required), ERCOT will need to reject this transaction with ‘D30’ – “Permit Notification Previously Received” response.  
Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Change “CR” to “TDSP” in reason for request.

Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  Gray Box will state “Permit Notification Previously Received”

2002-382
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add new reject code B33 ‘Customer Name Missing within N1~8R PER segment’ to the (814_02), (814_11), (814_17) transactions.  

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

As part of Release 1.5, ERCOT is requiring CRs to add the customer contact information via the (814_01 – Enrollment Request), (814_10 – Drop to POLR Request), and (814_16 – Move In Request) transactions.  As part of this new functionality, ERCOT will validate whether the Customer Name exists.  Add a new rejection code: B33 - ‘Customer Name Missing within N1~8R PER segment’.

Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_02, 814_11, 814_17
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  TX SET description will be added to the gray box.

2002-383
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add new Entity Identifier Code to indicate when ERCOT is rejecting the (814_27 – Ad Hoc Response) transaction.

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

Currently the CR only receives a (814_27 – Ad Hoc Response) from ERCOT.  As part of Release 1.5, ERCOT will discontinue sending an immediate response and will forward the (814_26 – Ad Hoc Request) to the TDSP.  However, ERCOT may reject the CR’s  (814_26) transaction when this transaction fails Texas SET validation.  ERCOT would like to inform the CR whether the reject is due to failing ERCOT’s Texas SET validation or the TDSP’s validation via the (814_27).  This code would allow the CR to contact the appropriate party.
Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  In the Brief Explanation change “ERCOT” to “TDSP”

Affected Transaction: 814_27
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  Needs to be clear that the code is for ERCOT use only.

2002-384
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update the (814_03) transaction to indicate the PER01 and PER02 segments - Customer Name fields are optional.

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

Release 1.5 adds required customer information fields to the (814_01 – Enrollment Request), (814_10 – Drop to POLR Request), and (814_16 – Move In Request) transactions.  This information is not required, however, on the (814_24) transaction. As such, these fields cannot be required on the (814_03) transaction because of the potential for an (814_03) to be generated as a result of an (814_24).  (CSA Scenario)
Status: Withdraw to be rewritten

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_03 
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes: 

2002-385
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update the implementation guide for the (814_28) to indicate Must Use for LIN06 and LIN07.

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

There is a discrepancy between the implementation guides for the (814_28) and (814_29) transactions. Currently, the LIN06 and LIN07 are designated as Must Use on the (814_29) but not the (814_28).  If the fields are required on the response transaction, they must also be required on the initiating.
Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_28
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:  

2002-386
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

To correct the gray box for Identification Code in the N1~AY Segment, data element N104.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Current language for describing Identification Code in the implementation guides is incorrect.  Gray box references both ‘D-U-N-S’ and ‘D-U-N-S + 4’ for ERCOT.  Change Control 2002-267 Removed “9” Code from the N103 in the N1~AY Loop, but did not correct data element N104.  ERCOT does not use D-U-N-S + 4 Number.
Status:  Approved

Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_01, 814_02, 814_03, 814_04, 814_05, 814_06, 814_07, 814_08, 814_09, 814_10, 814_11, 814_12, 814_13, 814_14, 814_15, 814_16, 814_17, 814_18, 814_19, 814_20, 814_21, 814_22, 814_23, 814_24, 814_25, 814_26, 814_27, 824, 867_02, 867_03, 867_04 

Emergency Priority:  No
Notes:  

2002-387
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Remove code “9 – DUNS+4 Number” from the N103 data element in the N1~AY segment and correct the gray box for Identification Code in the N1~AY Segment, data element N104.

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

ERCOT does not use D-U-N-S + 4 Number. Change Control 2002-267 was supposed to removed “9” code from the N103 in the N1~AY Loop from all transaction sets that go through ERCOT, but 814_28 and 814_29 did not get changed.  In addition, current language for describing Identification Code in the implementation guides is incorrect.  Gray box references both ‘D-U-N-S’ and ‘D-U-N-S + 4’ for ERCOT.  
Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_28, 814_29
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  

2002-388
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): 

Add a new reject reason of A75 “Missing MMO code on active energized ESI-ID.  No previous move-out”    to the 814_04 so that the TDSP can notify ERCOT that an 814_03 move-in was received for an active energized ESI-ID without the needed MMO code  

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): ERCOT will not forward the reject reason to the CR.  This reject is to let ERCOT know that the TDSP does not have a move-out on an active energized ESI-ID and they have received a move-in without the mandatory MMO code.
Status: Approved

Version:1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: 
Affected Transaction: 814_04
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  This is not a mandatory validation by the TDSP this will be listed under the code.  The REDLINE in this change control is too long the extraneous REDLINE will be removed.

2002-389
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): 

Add a new reject reason of A78 “Requested action has already completed”    to the 814_09 so that the TDSP can notify  the CR that an 814_08 cancel request was received for action that has already moved to a complete status. 

Add a new reject reason of A79 “The reference number BGN06 does not match a previous reference number” 

 To the 814_09 so that the receiver of the 814_08 can notify the originator of the 814_08 that the reference number does not match any transaction previously received.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): TDSPs can not cancel a requested move-in, move-out or switch that has already completed.

Receivers of 814_08 can not cancel a transaction if the original transaction was never received.
Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: In the Brief Explanation the word “Received” will be changed to “Accepted”. 

Affected Transaction: 814_08. 814_13
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:  The REDLINE in this change control is too long the extraneous REDLINE will be removed.  

2002-390
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

1.Add a statement to the “how to use this document” that states that a “Cancel should not be sent until one business day after the first original”

2.Utilize the BPT   code of 04   to notify ERCOT that the usage is not to be loaded into the ERCOT Lodestar system – however the transaction should be sent to the CR. 

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

1.To clarify that a cancel transaction that is processed prior to the load or a original will be rejected.  Thus the TDSP should span at least one business day between and original and a subsequent cancel.

2.To allow a TDSP to cancel and rebill a CR on the exact same usage without unloading and reloading the ERCOT Lodestar system
Status: Tabled

Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 867_03
Emergency Priority:  No
Notes: Oncor and AEP follow up.

2002-391
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

The MCTDSP can reject the 810_03 back to the CR and this would make the CR the Receiver of the 824.

Also, to correct the Summary of Changes page on the 824 to show that change control 2002-306 (not 2002-288) was implemented as emergency to V1.4.  Change control 2002-306 identified the industry standard correct code of “OA (OH A)” with the definition of “Electronic Return Originator” to be used in the N106 of the N1~SJ Segment (Competitive Retailer).  The code of  “0A (Zero A)” which was on change control 2002-288 was defined as “Comparable Rentals” per the industry standards and was withdrawn per change control 2002-306.
Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):

To show that the N1~SJ Segment (Competitive Retailer) N106 is Required when the MCTDSP rejects the 810_03 back to the CR making the CR the Receiver of the 824.

To add the code of  “40 Receiver” in the N1~SJ Segment (Competitive Retailer) N106. 

To clarify in the N106 OA Electronic Return Originator grey box that the code is “OA (Oh A)” and not “0A (Zero A).

To correct the Summary of Changes page.
Status: Approved

Version:1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 824
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  

2002-392
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

In reviewing the SEF file against the EDI Guide, was determined that Segment BPR~I (Beginning Segment for Payment Order/Remittance Advice) of the EDI Guide did not contain the change as approved by change control 2002-300.

Change control 2002-300 requested some language changes to Segment BPR~I and also requested the example in the main grey box be corrected.

These changes were made on the SEF file but for some reason did not make it to the EDI Guide.

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

To get the EDI Guide in synch with the SEF file which is correct.

The Summary of Changes Page on the 820_02 shows change control 2002-300 being implemented with V1.5.  However, the changes were not made to the EDI Guide.

Status: Approved

Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 820_02
Emergency Priority:  Yes
Notes:  

Question and Answer

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


Question:  

1) Current Situation: Change Controls have been approved for TX SET 1.5 to enable ERCOT to send an 814_05 reject to the CR when ERCOT receives an 814_04 reject from the TDSP.  I have not heard any discussion related to the 814_10 or the 814_24 transactions, which could also result in ERCOT receiving an 814_04 reject response from the TDSP.

Example 1:  

1. The current CR submits an 814_24 indicating their customer is moving out of the ESI ID

2. There is a CSA agreement in place for the ESI-ID

3. ERCOT submits an 814_03 CSA move-in for the ESI-ID

4. TDSP send an 814_04 reject response to ERCOT

Sub-Question A:  Will ERCOT send an 814_25 reject response to the Current CR?  If not, what will ERCOT send to the Current CR? 

Example 2:  

1. The current CR submits an 814_10 indicating they want their customer to be dropped to POLR

2. ERCOT submits an 814_03 to switch the ESI-ID to the POLR CR

3. TDSP send an 814_04 reject response to ERCOT

Sub-Question B: Will ERCOT send an 814_11 reject response to the Current CR?  If not, what will ERCOT send to the Current CR? 

ANSWER:ERCOT will create an 814_25 reject to the CR if a 814_04 reject is received from the TDSP in the case of CSA , notifying the 814_24 sender of the reject.  The 814_22 will not be created, therefore; the CSA CR never is involved.

ERCOT will write a change control to add the logic that a 814_11 will be created if the TDSP rejects an  814_03 drop to POLR switch.  ERCOT will verify that the codes in the 814_11 and the 814_04 are in sync.

Question:  

2) Adding “OA” Electronic Return Originator to all transactions where a rejection can come from more than one market participant.  

Should the “OA” code be added to Entity Identifier Code for the TDSP N1all transactions where either ERCOT or the TDSP rejects the transaction?  Transactions we have not previously discussed adding this code include:

814​_09

814_11 (TDSP rejected 814_03)

814_13

814_25

ANSWER:  Ed Skiba will write a change control to add this for  v1.6
Question:  

3) When should the 814_21 Create/Maintain/Retire ESI ID Response be sent from ERCOT to the TDSP?

It is my understanding that an 814_21 Create/Maintain/Retire ESI ID Response is sent from ERCOT to the TDSP prior to ERCOT receiving the 814_21 from either the Current CR or New CR.  How do the TDSP/ERCOT/New CR/Current CR know that they are out of sync if the Current CR or New CR sends an 814_21 reject response back to ERCOT?  How do all participants get back in sync?  Should the “OA” code be added to the 814_21?

ANSWER:   Some function analysis is required by ERCOT.  Then this issue will be discussed with TxSET

Question:  

4)  814_20 (change transaction question) 

When a CR receives a change for a meter multiplier segment that does not correspond to a meter multiplier segment sent previously, how does the CR know that the segment is to correct a previously sent segment or to add a new meter multiplier for the meter?

For example the CR received the following meter multipliers on the 814_05 transaction:

REF~4P~1200~K1015~TU^41

REF~4P~1~KH015~TU^41

The CR then receives and 814_20 with the following meter multipliers:

REF~4P~1200~K1015~TU^42

REF~4P~1~KH015~TU^42

How does the CR know that the second set of multipliers are to correct the meter multipliers sent on the 814_05 or should be added as additional meter multipliers?

ANSWER:  If the unit of measure is different than the unit of measure indicated on the 814_05 then the CR would add a new unit of meter and the multiplier.  If the unit of measure is the same as the unit of measure on the 814_05 then the CR will overlay the new multiplier for that unit of measure.  
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