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(2002.442-2002.449)
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Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: 

· Minutes from the October 18th Change Control Conference Call were Approved
2002-442

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

Update example #5 of 7.

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

Original Transaction Number is in the BGN05 instead of the BGN06

Detail Explanation  (Exactly what change is required? To which TX SET Standards? Why?): 

Add a ~ so that the Original Transaction Number will be in the BGN06 instead of the BGN05, making the example compliant with the 814_20 document
Status: Approved

Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: 

Notes

2002-443

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

The entire 810_02 Implementation Guide was reviewed for completeness, accuracy, and consistency.  Several changes have been made.  In particular, the examples have been updated and changed to make them applicable to real-world situations.   

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

The following changes have been made.  These changes were discussed and approved at the TX SET meeting on 10/01 and 10/02.

1. Update the change control log for this change.   

2. Page 16 on the IT1 loop add a gray box under IT101 “Used as a loop counter”

3. The first Notes: grey box on the SLN to match change control # 416 and clean up some of the codes in SAC08 and SAC10 examples in Gray box.

4. The first Notes: grey box in the SAC segment has been changed to be consistent with  SAC08 and SAC10

5.  The SAC04 code in gray box example changed to SER130 to reflect real-world examples.  Also, the values of the SAC 08 and SAC 10 have been switched to make them comply with the descriptions for these two data elements.  The rate is now in the SAC 08 and the quantity is now in the SAC 10.

6. Made several changes to Example #1 to reflect real-world examples in SAC04 codes.

7. Made several changes to Example #2 to reflect real-world examples in SAC04 codes.

8. Made several changes to Example #3 to reflect real-world examples in SAC04 codes.

9. Made several changes to Example #4 to reflect real-world examples in SAC04 codes.

10. Made several changes to Example #5 to reflect real-world examples in SAC04 codes.

11. Added Example #6 for Pro-ration of lights.

Detail Explanation  (Exactly what change is required? To which TX SET Standards? Why?):   

See separate file attached redlined IG.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes: This Change Control was submitted prior to the decision to freeze 1.5 inclusions.  Therefore it will be included in 1.5.

2002-444

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

Update the gray box in the BLT notes to indicate the IOU TDSP may receive a value other than ESP and if so they may reject the 814_03 transaction.

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

In the September Texas SET meeting it was agreed that the 814_03 be updated to include language that the IOU TDSP may either accept or reject a transaction if it received information which only applied to MCTDSPs. Change Control 2002-423 was intended to implement this Texas SET decision.

Change Control 2002-423 was reviewed and withdrawn September 27th, to be rewritten in order to provide clarity to the REF~BLT (Billing Type) segment.  The intent at the time was the rewritten change control would be included in Texas SET 1.5.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_03
Emergency Priority: Y
Notes: This Change Control was submitted prior to the decision to freeze 1.5 inclusions.  Therefore it will be included in 1.5.
2002-445

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

Update Document Flows on the Cancel Switch Request (814_08) and Cancel Switch Response (814_09) so they are consistent with each other and with the Visio Diagrams.

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

The Document Flows on the 814_08 and 814_09 are inconsistent.  In addition, the documents should reference the transaction flow between the CSA CR and ERCOT, similarly to what is stated in the 814_12 and 814_13.  This change is intended to be clean-up based on what is currently documented in the Texas SET 1.5 Visio Diagrams.  The change is not intended to impact current design for TX SET version 1.5
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  On the 814_08 and 814_09 in the document flow, it will read ERCOT to AREP.  
Affected Transaction: 814_08, and 814_09
Emergency Priority: N
Notes

2002-446

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

Removed DTM~150 Service Period Start from the 814_08

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

A cancel transaction cannot be reinstated after the transaction has been cancelled as documented in the gray box of the DTM01.   Based on the gray box, the DTM~150 should never be populated.  Removing the segment will eliminate market confusion.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_08
Emergency Priority: N
Notes: This should not be there in the first place, so this Change Control will be for clean up purposes.
2002-447

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

Remove segments and fields within segments that are not used by on the N1~8R loop of the 814_10.

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

The N1~8R Loop in the 814_10 is not used to populate the N1~8R Loop in the 814_14 transaction.  Instead ERCOT uses the information from the 814_04 transaction.  There is no reason for CRs to send information to ERCOT that is not used by subsequent transaction. 
The N1~8R loop on the 814_10 should be similar to the N1~8R on the 814_01 and 814_16, which provides information needed for ERCOT to validate the Zip code for the ESI ID.

Removing this information will eliminate any confusion that the CR receiving the 814_14 transaction will receive this information from the sending CR rather than the TDSP.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_10
Emergency Priority: 

Notes

2002-448

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

Remove REF~TD (Reason for Change) from the 814_12 transaction, add clarification to DTM~375 and DTM~376, and correct errors in SE Count on examples.

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

The REF~TD (Reason for Change) does not provide any additional information within the 814_12 transaction which cannot be determined from the segments present in the transaction.

The only codes on the Reason for Change segment are DTM375 Change Move In Date and DTM376 Change Move Out Date.  Based upon, which segment is present in the transaction DTM~375 (Move In Date) or DTM~376 (Move Out Date), the recipient of the transaction knows whether the move in or move out date is changing.
Add verbiage in the DTM~375 and DTM~376 that one of the two segments must be present but not both.

Correct errors in segment counts on the 814_12 examples.
Status: Tabled
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: 

Notes:  TDSPs and CRs are encouraged to discover the impact of this Change Control.
2002-449

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

Remove N2 segment from the N1~8R loop and update gray boxes so they are consistent with the 814_04.

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

The N1~8R Loop in the 814_10 is not used to populate the N1~8R Loop in the 814_14 transaction.  Instead ERCOT uses the information from the 814_04 transaction.  The N1~8R segments and gray boxes should match the 814_04 transaction instead of the 814_10 transaction.
Updating the N1~8R loop provides consistency between what the TDSP is sending on 814_04 and what the AREP is receiving on 814_14.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_14
Emergency Priority: 

Notes
Question and Answer

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


Question:  1)  There is a gap between the 814_10 and the 814_11.  The 814_11 indicates the 814_10 will be rejected if the the CR does not include the PER segment in the 814_10.  However, the 814_10 indicates the PER segment is "Required if available", which indicates that the segment does not always have to be populated on the 814_10.  Should the 814_10 indicate the PER segment is always "Required"?
Answer: 1) Yes, the 814_10 PER Segment should always be required.  A Change Control would be needed.  Can CRs populate the 814_10 PER segment.  ERCOT will be rejecting if the 814_10 is not there.  

Question:  2) Why is the Power Region not included on 814_04, 814_05, 814_14, and 814_22 transactions?  It is my understanding CRs need this information for scheduling purposes. Currently, CRs do not receive power region information until they receive the 867_03.  This is not a problem at this point.  Will there be problem going forward once CRs begin to sign-up customers in the SERC, SPP, or WSCC power regions?

Answer: 2) Entergy will be in a different Power Region.  Let this be a discussion item at November SET meeting.
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