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Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: 

· Minutes from the September 6th Change Control Conference Call were Approved as Revised
· Minutes from the September 13th Change Control Conference Call were Tabled
2002-319 ‘Tabled’
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add a REF~TN segment to the 814_13

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):When ERCOT receives an 814_13 from the TDSP, the possibility exists that it could refer to more than one 814_12.   

Status: Withdrawn
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_13
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2002-349 ‘Tabled’
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

The Date Change (814_12) Currently references Change Control 2002-317 in the Change Control Log at the beginning of the guide.  Request to remove reference to this change control (317)

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Clarification and synchronization between Version 1.5 expectations and documentation.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_12
Emergency Priority: Yes

Notes: Change Control 317 was never approved to be applied to the 814_12 transaction, so the reference needed to be removed.

2002-416

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

Add clarification to the gray box as the following:

Current wording = All other charges/ credits not associated with Services Orders, or Interest will be contained in one SLN Loop.

Suggested wording = All other changes/ credits not associated with Service Order, or Interest will contained in one (or more) SLN Loop (s).  If multiple SLN loops are required, it is valid that one or more SLN loop (s) contain less than the 25 repeat count limit of SAC segments.

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

The purpose of this request is to allow clarity to the use of the SLN loops regarding the SAC codes.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Change the “DSC001” code in the gray box in the account or rate loop example to “DSC005”. 

Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2002-417

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

Change controls 2002-404 and 2002-411 clarify that IOU TDSPs may reject an 814_03, 814_10, 814_24 or 814_PD if they receive either Customer Billing Information or Billing Type on any of those transactions.  In order to reject for receiving either of these segments, an additional reject code is needed.

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

The Billing Information and Billing Type were added to support the MC-TDSP market only.  Change controls 2002-404 and 2002-411 provide IOU TDSPs with the option of either accepting the transaction and discarding those two segments OR rejecting the transaction.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  In the Brief Explanation will now read “814_03, 814_24 or 814_PC”.  In the Detailed Explanation all the transactions will be removed except the 814_PD will be removed.  
Affected Transaction: 814_04; 814_05; 814_11; 814_25,814_PD

Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2002-418

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

Add a reject code of FRB “Invalid Bill Type” to the 814_PD.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes.)  The MC-TDSP must be able to reject the 814_PC if they receive a Billing Type Code that is not valid in their territory.  This code has already been added to the 814_04, 814_05 and the 814_ 11.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_PD
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2002-419

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

Change Example #3 of 5 for transaction 650_01 to replace references to ‘POLR’ with ‘AREP’.  Change Example #3 of 11 for transaction 650_02 to replace references to ‘POLR’ with ‘AREP’.

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

To be consistent with new market rules, all TX SET transactions should have language referencing Provider of Last Resort (POLR) replaced with Affiliated Retail Electric Provider (AREP).  Change Controls #2002-406 through 2002-409 made similar changes for the main transaction sets relating to the Drop to POLR process.  This change request is intended to replace the POLR language in the 650_01 and 610_02 transactions.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  In the Reason for Request “610_02” will be changed to 650_02”.
Affected Transaction: 650_01, 650_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2002-420

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

Replace all references to ‘POLR’ with ‘AREP’.

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

To be consistent with new market rules, all TX SET transactions should have language referencing Provider of Last Resort (POLR) replaced with Affiliated Retail Electric Provider (AREP).  Change Controls #2002-406 through 2002-409 made similar changes for the main transaction sets relating to the Drop to POLR process.  This change request is intended to replace the POLR language in the remaining 814 transactions.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  On the PER in the 814_13 replace reference to POLR with AREP in the Gray Box (Line Number 9).  

Affected Transaction: 814_03, 814_04, 814_05, 814_08, 814_13

Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2002-421

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

Change gray box explanation for the REF~TN (Original Transaction ID) segment for transaction 867_03 to read ‘Drop to AREP’ instead of ‘Drop to POLR’.

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

To be consistent with new market rules, all TX SET transactions should have language referencing Provider of Last Resort (POLR) replaced with Affiliated Retail Electric Provider (AREP).  Change Controls #2002-406 through 2002-409 made similar changes for the main transaction sets relating to the Drop to POLR process.  This change request is intended to replace the POLR language in the 867_03 transaction.

Status: Approved
Version: 1.5

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 867_03
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) 

On a forced move-out that is completed unexecutable, the Current CR is supposed to receive an 814_28 transaction.  The BGN06, however, only

references the BGN06 of the originating Switch CR Notification Request

(814_03)or Move-Out Request (814_24).  


a) Understanding that the BGN06 for both the Drop Due to Switch

Request (814_06) and the Switch Notification Request (814_03) will reference the BGN02 of the Move-In request (814_16), the Current CR should still be able to find the matching transaction for the 814_28 and void the forced move-out, right?  

Answer 1a) Yes, you would be able to void it.


b) Should the BGN06 gray box in the 814_28 be changed to include a reference to the BGN06 of the originating Drop Due to Switch Request

(814_06)?

Answer 1b) Yes.


c) What does the parenthetical note "(CHECK on the inclusion of the move-out)." in the BGN06 of the 814_28 mean?

Answer 1c) This was a note, it has been removed on the most recent copy of the REDLINEs

Question 2)  

Item 1)

At the 08/23/2002 Change Control Meeting a question was discussed, which required some analysis by ERCOT.  Can we please have a status update on the question/issue?

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
Item 1 Answer) Analysis has been started will be discussed at the October TX SET meeting. 

Item 2

Can someone please provide additional clarification as to when the Current CR will receive the DTM segment in the 814_08?  After reading the 814_08 it is unclear what transactions the Current CR would have submitted or received prior to receiving the 814_08 with the DTM segment populated.


Segment:
DTM Date/Time Reference (Service Period Start)


Position:
040


Loop:
LIN        Optional


Level:
Detail


Usage:
Optional


Max Use:
>1


Purpose:
To specify pertinent dates and times


Syntax Notes:
1
At least one of DTM02 DTM03 or DTM05 is required.



2
If DTM04 is present, then DTM03 is required.



3
If either DTM05 or DTM06 is present, then the other is required.


Semantic Notes:

Comments:
	Notes:
	
	Required if Current CR is the receiver of the reinstatement request, otherwise not used.



	
	
	DTM~150~20010418


Data Element Summary


Ref.
Data



Des.
Element
Name
Attributes
	Must Use
	DTM01
	374
	Date/Time Qualifier
	M
	
	ID 3/3

	
	Code specifying type of date or time, or both date and time

	 
	150
	
	Service Period Start

	
	On a Reinstatement, this date should match the date of the original cancellation.

	Must Use
	DTM02
	373
	Date
	X
	
	DT 8/8

	
	Date expressed as CCYYMMDD


Item 2 Answer) This will also be placed on the October TX SET Agenda.


















_1087192264

