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	2002-281
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

ERCOT to forward the 814_25 reject from the TDSP as an 814_25 reject to the CR (with the exception of the “Duplicate” rejects).  The 814_25 reject should then close that instance of the switch in the CR’s systems.  ERCOT needs to close the instance of the switch as well based on the receipt of an 814_25 reject (with the exception of “Duplicate” rejects).  Also synchronize the rejection codes with that of the 814_04 (including the addition of the “duplicate” reject code from CC 2002-266).

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

The 814_25 rejects are not being forwarded to the CRs, but instead are being managed by spreadsheets (sometimes) and 814_08 cancels.  This is a gap in the marketplace in that the loop of the switch is never closed. 

Status: Approved on March 1, 2002
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Everywhere with in the Change Control the word “switch” is mention the words “Move Out” will be substituted.  Also remove the words “Also synchronize the rejection codes with that of the 814_04 (including the addition of the “duplicate” reject code from CC 2002-266)” from the change control.

Affected Transactions: 814_25
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: V 1.5 (Decided to be a V 1.5 implementation on the March 15, 2002 Change Control Conference Call)
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:


2002-287

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

Currently, ERCOT will accept and load a Zip Code with any number of digits as long as they consist of numbers 0-9. This is request is to have ERCOT validate that the ESI ID Zip Code is either 5 or 9 characters.

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

ERCOT is experiencing 814_20 add/maintain address transactions that only have four digits.  The four digit Zip Code is loaded into the ERCOT system.
Status: Tabled with redline changes.
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  ERCOT will only validate on the 814_20 since this is the only transaction that actually loads the Zip Code into the ERCOT data Base.
Affected Transactions: 814_20
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  None Needed
Notes:  

2002-288

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

Request to add an “originator code” to the N1 segment to identify that the CR was the originator of the 824 when passed through ERCOT Systems.

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

To facilitate the market transaction flow and to support current processes, the 824 is sent to ERCOT from the CR in response to a failed 867.  ERCOT is forwarding the 824 to the TDSP.    Currently, the TDSP as no way of knowing who originated the 824 transaction (ERCOT or CR) since the 824 contains all three N1 segments.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Only ERCOT will place the “0A (Zero A)” code in the N1~SJ N106 when the transaction is sent from ERCOT to  the TDSP when the 824 is originated  by the CR.The CR will not send the “0A (Zero A)”  code.

Affected Transactions: 824
Emergency Priority: Y
Production Implementation Date: May 1, 2002
Recommended Test Flight:  This is already being done
Notes: 
2002-289
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Remove references to segments not used on Reject Response

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): The 814_14 and 814_22 do not allow a rejection response.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_14, 814_22
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date:  Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  

2002-290
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): 

Standardize Rejection responses on the 814_25.

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

Standardize rejection responses on the 814_25.
Status: Approved
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transactions: 814_25
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-291

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

Standardize Rejection responses between the 814_04 and 814_05

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Standardize rejection responses on the 814_04 and 814_05
Status: Withdrawn, to be resubmitted

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-292

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

Add REF02 codes  CL- Customer Owned Lights and TV- Television (CATV)to further identify unmetered devises.

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

To further identify the unmetered devise at the TDSP.

.
Status: Withdrawn to be resubmitted.
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05, 814_14, and 814_20
Emergency Priority: N
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-293
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Correction to Change Control 2001-231, which allows CR’s to cancel their own pending switches.

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

Correction to Change Control 2001-231
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_08
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.5

Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-294

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

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

TDSP needs to be able to reject the 820 from the CR if the BPR02 amount is a negative amount.
Status:Withdrawn pending discussion at the TX SET 820 meeting.

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 824
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: ASAP

Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-295

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

In accordance with a decision made on the December 19th, 2001 Change Control Conference Call, the N1~SJ should be made OPTIONAL on the transaction set 814_08 only.

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

In the scenario of a Move In being cancelled on a de-energized  premise, ERCOT has no current REP to populate in the N1~SJ.  The implementation guide states that from ERCOT to TDSP the N1~SJ will contain the Current Rep.  There is no current REP in this scenario.  The market agreed to making the N1~SJ optional.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_08
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: March 22, 2002

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) From the CR perspective...

CR sends a 650_01.

Shortly after, CR sends a cancel.  CR does not know whether TDSP has

received the first one, or is working on it, or what.

CR receives a 650_02, complete.

If the TDSP had worked both of them, the BGN06 would look like this:

650_01 original    BGN02 123

650_02 complete BGN02  ABC    BGN06  123

650_01 cancel/update   BGN02  345    BGN 06  123

650_02 reject (already complete)  BGN02  DEF    BGN06  345

If the TDSP got the cancel before it started working the original, the BGN06 would look like this:

650_01 original   BGN02  XYZ

650_01 update/ cancel     BGN02   RST   BGN06  XYZ

650_02  complete  BGN02  MNO  BGN06 XYZ

In both cases, the BGN06 of the first response contains the tracking number of the original request.   The CR does not know whether the response is a completion of the first request, or of the cancellation.  So, was the work done or not?   And should the CR still expect to get a reject transaction?

As a representative of a CR, our system is designed to close the service order when the last transaction arrives.  We don't know when that is.

Answer 1)

Submitter will look at other avenues to have this question answered.

Question 2) 

Scenario:

Current CR send 814_24 to ERCOT for 3/15

ERCOT sends 814_24 scheduled for 3/15 to TDSP

TDSP sends 814_25 to ERCOT

ERCOT send s 814_25 to Current CR 

New CR send 814_16 on 4/1 and receives back a 814_05 from ERCOT scheduled for 4/1

Customer calls and says cancel my move in CR sends cancel

What do the TDSP's do? 

ERCOT will not send a force move out to the CR's so the CR's won't know

until they get a final. 

Answer 2)

The TDSPs would research this further and have responses at the next call.  From there a Working group may need to be formed to address the MI MO gaps.



Clarification on Change Control 2002-281..Highlighted area notes the update.





There was NO Change Control Conference Call on March 8th
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