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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
April 5, 2002

Dial In Number - 800.430.8190  PassCode – 5591

txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2002.297 -2002.305)



Facilitator: 
Dave Odle

ERCOT

Call Attendees:
Kyle Patrick

Reliant


Brad Woods

8760


Robert Hill

ESG


Dave Robeson

Entergy TDSP


Jennifer Garcia

San Patricio

Christine Meloro

The New Power Company


Ed Skiba


Entergy


Neil Eddleman

Exolink



Lisa Numrich

Exolink


Pam Wallace 

Entergy



Silas Carson

Reliant 


Sonia Howell

AEP

Paul McKinney

OnCor


Johnny Robertson

TXU

Cary Reed

AEP


Darrell Hobbs

OnCor




Susan Neel

HL&P






2002-297

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”. 

Create a 820 How to Use This Document for the MOU/Coop Market using MOU/Coop consolidated billing.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):To clarify the use of the 820 .  There will be two “How to Use” documents for the 820 (this one and the one for the IOU market)
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Add to the title “How to Use this Document for MCTDSP Utility”

Affected Transaction: 820
Emergency Priority:  No
Production Implementation Date: Not an Emergency Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes: 

2002-298

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

Add clarification to the example for creating addenda record for NACHA formatted payment.  Need to read as following:

If your company is sending a NACHA formatted payment (and not an EDI payment) and if both CR and TDSP/MCTDSP banks support the following formatting option and can pass the data through the complete process unchanged, then, you may send EDI formatted data in the Addenda Record as follows: 

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): The purpose of this request is to allow Texas Market Participants to work with other market participants bank’s, which may or may not follow NACHA Standards.
Status: Approved 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: both 820s
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: Approved for Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  This change control is an addendum to 2002-296, and 2002-297

2002-299

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

820 REF~6O has the usage as “MUST USE”    this should be Optional.   

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): To clarify the use of REF~6O for Late Payment invoice and Outstanding Discretionary charge after final bill.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Currently says “Must Use”, this should be “Optional”. 
Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: For Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  
 2002-300

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

Correct gray box BPR verbiage on page 8 of 18 as well as, the example used in this segment.

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

To clarify what needs to happen when a negative remittance is encountered by the sender.  To correct the example in the gray box.
 Status: Approved 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  The sentence “Please refer to How to Use this Document, for more information.” Will be added to the verbage.

Affected Transaction:

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

Notes:  

2002-301

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

Add SAC04 code DSC005 for State College and University discount

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):  Presently having to use SER001 with explanation.  This is a monthly recurring discount and should have its own code.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: For Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  OnCor, and HL&P will not be using this code.  AEP will be using this code.

2002-302

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

Clarification of the flow of the 814_25, Move Out Response Document

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):  To remove any ambiguity from the explanation of the purpose of the transaction
Status: Withdrawn

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 814_25
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: 
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  

2002-303

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

Add reject codes of MBW “Missed Bill Window, Resubmit Charges” and NBW “Missed Bill Window, Will be Held for Next Bill Cycle.”

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):  In the case of TDSP consolidated billing, the muni/co-op must receive an 810 from a CR within three days of having sent the CR an 867.  If the CR misses this bill window, the muni/co-op will either reject the 810 using the MBW reject code or the NBW code depending on their individual billing practices.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  The language “and NBW “Missed Bill Window, Will be Held for Next Bill Cycle.”” This will be removed in all instances, Gray Box language will be added to stipulate that these codes are for the MUNI/COOP world only.  In the examples it will also stipulate that this is for MUNI/COOP world.

Affected Transaction: 824
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: For Version 1.5
Recommended Test Flight:  

Notes:  

2002-304

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: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction:

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

Notes:  This change is in conjunction with Change Control 2002-266.

2002-305

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

Service Orders are one meter per Service Order.  Remove gray box verbiage from these transactions related to multiple meters and multiple Service Orders.  No ERCOT impact.  Should be a cosmetic fix to the SET EDI transactions.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Approved Market Change Control 2001-152, implemented for V1.4 in Aug 2001, RMS Notification Workshop determined that there should be one service order per meter when there is an ESI ID with multiple meters.
Status: Approved

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  
Affected Transaction: 650_01, 650_02
Emergency Priority:  N
Production Implementation Date: For Version 1.5
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:  TABLED from 3/22

1) 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 Out 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. 

What will the TDSP's do in this situation? Will they send a final, so that would be the first trigger to the CR's that a new customers is moving in?

When would they do the move out? 

Answer:

Tabled

Question:  Tabled for further responses from TDSPs

2) Scenario:

A move-in forces a move-out to the current CR.

Customer cancels the move-in.

Does ERCOT send an 814_08 to the current CR?   I can't find it on a Visio, so maybe this is just something for the Visio update group.

Answer:

Yes

Question:  

3) On an 867_04, when an ESI -ID has multiple un-metered device types

associated to the ESI-ID, should there only be one PTD~BJ loop?

Answer:

There should only be one.  There will be a change control submitted to clear any ambiguity




Important Messages on the Change Control Conference Call


There was no Change Control Conference Call on March 29th due to a holiday


The next TX SET Change Control Conference Call will not be until April 26th.
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