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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
February 22, 2001
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2002-256

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

TDSPs will not provide demand information for interval meters.  The implementation guides needed to be updated to reflect this.  On the market call of 17 May 2001, change control 2001-107 was emergency and also was to be implemented 03 August 2001 with V1.4 (see the summary of changes sheet in each respective SET EDI transaction).  

However, the change was not completely implemented as approved and there is some confusion on the use of the code K4 in the PTD BO and PTD PM loops (REF~MT of each loop).

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

To have the missing part of the previously approved market change control (2001-107) implemented and stop the confusion on the use of the code K4 in the REF~MT of the PTD BO and PTD PM loops.
Status: Approved as Redline for Version 1.4

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 

Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-261

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

Need to add bill type indicator to the 814_10 Drop to POLR Request.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This change is required to support the Muni-Co-op Billing Model.  The Muni-Coop billing model includes 1) MC-TDSP Consolidated Billing where the CR calculates CR charges and forwards to the MC-TDSP for bill presentation to the customer and 2) dual billing where the CR calculates and presents a bill to the customer and the MC-TDSP calculates and presents a bill to the customer.  The Retail Customer is allowed to choose which billing method they prefer.  The MC-TDSP must receive the billing information from the CR via ERCOT.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 810_ 814
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes: 

2002-262

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

Need to add customer billing information to the 814_24 Move-out request.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This change is required to support the Muni-Co-op Billing Model.  The Muni-Coop billing model includes 1) MC-TDSP Consolidated Billing where the CR calculates CR charges and forwards to the MC-TDSP for bill presentation to the customer and 2) dual billing where the CR calculates and presents a bill to the customer and the MC-TDSP calculates and presents a bill to the customer. MC-TDSP needs the CR to collect billing information on the 814_24 so that ERCOT can pass this information on the to the MC-TDSP so that the MC-TDSP can send the final bill to the customer at the customer’s new (forwarding) address.. 
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: This note will appear on each segment “Required if ESI ID is located in Muni/Coop Market, otherwise not used.  ERCOT will not do this validation.  IOUs will reject if they receive this information.”  

Affected Transactions: 814_24
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes: The PER segment is needed so that muni/coop would have a phone number.

2002-263

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?): This change is required to support the Muni-Co-op Billing Model.  The Muni-Coop billing model includes 1) MC-TDSP Consolidated Billing where the CR calculates CR charges and forwards to the MC-TDSP for bill presentation to the customer and 2) dual billing where the CR calculates and presents a bill to the customer and the MC-TDSP calculates and presents a bill to the customer.   

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  867_02 will be removed from this change control.

Affected Transactions: 867-03
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-264

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

Muni/Co-op Terms and Conditions state that when a meter reading is estimated, the Muni/Co-op must provide the reason and method for the estimation

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This request is submitted to satisfy the business and technical implementation of the Muni-Co-op Terms and conditions.  Currently, the IOU TDSPs do not have to provide reason and method of estimation when providing an estimated read.  The IOU TDSPS must only indicated that a reading is estimated.  On the other hand, MC-TDSPs must indicate a read is estimated, provide the reason for the estimation and the method used for estimating.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 867-02, 867-03
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5

Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-265

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

In the Muni/Coop model, timing associated with sending the 814_PC to the TDSP after receiving the 867_04.

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

In the Muni/Coop model the TDSP needs the customers correct billing information from the CR before generating a bill.
Status: Withdraw, resubmit without the Muni /Coop Language

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions:814_PC 

Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-266

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

(1) Add rejection code to the 814_04 to allow TDSP to reject for a “Duplicate” transaction

(2) Synchronize the rejection codes in the 814_05 with those in the 814_04.

(3) ERCOT to forward the 814_04 reject from the TDSP as an 814_05 reject to the CR (with the exception of the “Duplicate” rejects).  The 814_05 reject will be similar to the 814_02 in that it closes 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_04 reject (with the exception of “Duplicate” rejects).

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

The 814_04 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.  This change control allows ERCOT to internally close the ‘In Review” switches when an 814_04 reject comes in from the TDSP as well as allows the CRs to receive the 814_05 reject to close the instance of the switch.  All parties will be in synch with this change.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Emergency to be determined for RMS meeting February 28th.
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  ERCOT on receipt of a 814_04 duplicate will generate an exception in ERCOTs system.

2002-267

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

Remove code “9 – DUNS+4 Number” from the N103  for all N1~AY (ERCOT) segments.

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

ERCOT only uses the DUNS number.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 

Emergency Priority:N  
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5

Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-268

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

Remove code “LDC” from REF02 element of REF~PC (Bill Calculator) segment.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): It was determined that “Rate Ready” billing is not an option for Muni/Coop implementation, which code LDC implies. 
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_01, 03, 16
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-269

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

Need to add customer billing information to the 814_01 Enrollment Request, 814_03  Switch CR Notification Response and the 814_16 Move-In Request.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This change is required to support the Muni-Co-op Billing Model.  The Muni-Coop billing model includes 1) MC-TDSP Consolidated Billing where the CR calculates CR charges and forwards to the MC-TDSP for bill presentation to the customer and 2) dual billing where the CR calculates and presents a bill to the customer and the MC-TDSP calculates and presents a bill to the customer.  In both cases the MC-TDSP must receive the billing information from the CR via ERCOT.

MC-TDSP needs the CR to collect and report billing information on the 814_01 so that ERCOT can pass this information on to the MC-TDSP via the 814_03 in order for the MC-TDSP to bill the customer. 
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: This note will appear on each segment on the N1 loop “Required if ESI ID is located in Muni/Coop Market, otherwise not used.  ERCOT will not do this validation.  IOUs will reject if they receive this information.”  
Affected Transactions: 814_01, 814 _03, 814_16

Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-270

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

Currently, there is no purpose code under the “Facilities Investigation” to request “Access to Facilities”.  There are certain situations in which the customer or a contractor may need access to the TDSP’s facilities to perform work.  This new purpose code “Access to facilities” would alert the TDSP to take the appropriate action and allow the needed access.

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

Status: Withdrawn

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 650_01 

Emergency Priority:  
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes: 

2002-271

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

Add a reject code of BIM “Billing Information Missing.”

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

1) 1) A muni/co-op must receive billing information on the 814_03 and the 814_24 so that they can bill the customer.  If the billing information is not provided, the muni-co-op must be able to reject using either the 814_04 or the 814_25.  ERCOT must pass the reject code back to the CR on the 814_05 or the 814_25.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Billing information missing will be removed from the example.

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05, 814_25

Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5

Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-272

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

Add a reject code of FRB “Invalid Bill Type.”

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This is for business purposes to ensure that ERCOT reject if they receive an TX SET Billing Type Code.  The  MC-TDSP and IOU TDSP must be able to reject the 814-03 or the 814-24 if they receive a Billing Type Code that is not valid in their territory.

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Affected Transaction 814_17 will be changed to  814_16.
Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05, 814_25, 814_11, 814_16

Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation Version 1.5 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-273

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

Inconsistenty  in the way that numeric values are being passed in the telephone number and  zip code segments

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

.So that the values can be useful in the TDSP systems it is necessary that the numeric values be limited to numbers only.  Dashes, spaces, commas, etc  etc should be forbidden.  The telephone number fields should be a minimum length of 10 and a maximum length of 10.

Status: Tabled

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Add 814_03 transaction to affected transactions
Affected Transactions: 814 PC, 650_01, 814_03

Emergency Priority:  
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-274

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

Provide Clarification that “TEMP” will always be at the end of the Service Address on the 814_20, based on market decision/requirement in response to question 3 from Texas SET Change Control Call February 1, 2002

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Provide examples where  “TEMP” is at the end of either the N301 or N302 and to correct examples approved with change control 2001-219.   
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_20
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Redline to Version 1.4
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-275

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

If the TDSP receives an erroneous 867_02 for an ERCOT Polled Services (EPS) meter read there is no mechanism for the TDSP to notify ERCOT of a problem with the Meter Reading

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

TDSPs need the capability to notify ERCOT of problems with the EPS meter reads 

Status: Tabled for further investigation from ERCOT

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  In the change control Brief Description “867_02 will be changed to 867_03”

Affected Transactions: 824_02
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Future Implementation for Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-276

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

Add REF02 code “CL-Customer Owned Lights

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

No code exist to properly identify these deemed useful business information.  
Status: Withdrawn
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05, 814_14, 814_20, 867_02 and 867_03 

Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-277

Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): This is for clarification on the meter cycle read. REF~TZ.

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

Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: 814_20 transaction will be added to the Affected Transactions.  Example will be added using a leading zero.

Affected Transactions: 814_04, 814_05, 814_20

Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Added to Redlines for Version 1.4
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:

2002-278

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

A few weeks ago, it was learned that ERCOT is in fact forwarding the 824 rejects sent from the CR when there was an N1~SJ present.   Because the market did not think ERCOT was forwarding these transactions, Change Control 2001-232 was approved by SET to have the 824 go P2P from the CR.  

This requested change is too withdraw CC # 2001-232 and allow ERCOT to pass through the 824 to the TDSP.  ERCOT will make the change to the N1 segment to identify the CR submitting the 824.

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

To facilitate market transaction flow and to support current processes, the 824 sent to ERCOT in response to a failed 867 should be sent to ERCOT and ERCOT should then forward the 824 to the TDSP.
Status: Approved 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Code in the N106 “OA”
Affected Transactions: 824
Emergency Priority:  Y
Production Implementation Date: Version 1.4 Redlines
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:Split this change control into two change controls:  

1) to withdraw CC  2001-232 

2) and the other one for the following:

Add New Code for N106 of the N1SJ:  0A – Electronic Return Originator On the 824 sent by ERCOT to the TDSP, the N1~SJ, N106 will equal 0A (zero A) when the original 824 from the CR is being forwarded on to the TDSP from ERCOT.Dave Odle will investigate with ERCOT to determining feasibility and timing for this change.

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.

Thanks, 

Rosemary

Rosemary M. Freeman
Answer:

MPs were not prepared to discuss this question.  

Change Control Conference Call announcement for next week needs to have specific language pointing participants to the call to read Rosemary Freeman’s question and be prepared to discuss.
Issues List








****There was no Change Control Conference Call held on February 15th****
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