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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
January 24th, 2003
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txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2003.477, 2003.479, 2003.481-2003.484 )
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Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: 12-20-02, were approved







1-10-03, were approved

2003-477
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Correct 814_PC so that it is reflects the Approved TX SET Change Controls.

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

In the October 15, 2002 updates to the 814_PC, Change Control 2002-405 to add the PER02 back into the 814_PC was applied to the implementation guide.  Change Control 2002-405 was withdrawn and should not have been applied to the guide.

Depending on how a market participant developed their logic, there could be two different results.  If a CR based the logic on the 6/17 baseline and then applied the approved change controls they will not send the PER02 in the First Contact and Second Contact Loops.  If a CR based their logic only on the latest release of the implementation guide, they will always send the PER02 when sending the First Contact and Second Contact Loops.  The same implications apply to the TDSPs on the receiving end of the transaction.

The Implementation Guides cannot contain changes, which are associated to withdrawn change controls.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes: If the TDSP receives the PER~IC they will reject.
2003-478

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

The 814_20 (Create) Implementation Guide was reviewed in MIMO Task Force meeting.  This mid-term recommendation was approved at RMS to make the Start Date and Eligibility Date both Optional from the TDSP. 

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

These changes were discussed and approved at the RMS meeting on 12/18/02.

Start Date for ESI ID: Optional

ERCOT defaults to a value of translation date minus 180 days if the TDSP chooses to leave the segment out of the transaction.  TDSPs should only populate the Create Date to effectuate a clean-up effort that is greater than 180 days in the past.

The Eligibility Date: Optional - should only be used for pilot projects.
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 1.6

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: 

Notes: Language will be rewritten to reflect what RMS 

2003-479
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add the REF~2W to the N1 Competitive Retailer loop only.  Add examples to the 814_24 Implementation Guide.

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

To allow CR who is also CSA CR to bypass the CSA relationship on a Move Out.
Status: Approved
Version: After 1.5 initial implementation
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_24
Emergency Priority: No
Notes: 

2003-480

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

Currently, there is a disparity between the 814_26 (Adhoc Historical Usage Request) and the 814_27 (Adhoc Historical Usage Response).  The N1~8S (TDSP Loop) is OPTIONAL on the 814_26 but the same N1~8S (TDSP loop) is REQUIRED on the 814_27.  This change Control is to correct the inconsistency for business and technical purposes.

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

The N1~8S (TDSP Loop) must be made OPTIONAL on the 814_27 (Adhoc Historical Usage Response) to be consistent with the 814_26 (Adhoc Historical Usage Request) N1~8S loop.  The N1~8S disparity that currently exists between these two transactions creates a technical TX SET error at ERCOT.  If the 814_26 is received by ERCOT with NO N1~8S loop and then fails TX SET validation or for various other reject reasons, ERCOT is not able to retrieve the TDSP name and thereby CANNOT return the N1~8S loop in the 814_27 creating a TX SET Compliance error that cannot be avoided.
Status: Withdrawn for resubmittal
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  814_27
Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-481
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Clean-up of LIN Segment Notes gray box for the 814_05.

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

The 814_05 transaction is generated from an 814_01 or an 814_16 transaction.  The 814_10 transaction causes an 814_14 transaction to be generated instead of an 814_05, in the case of a Drop to AREP.  An 814_22 transaction is generated instead of an 814_05 transaction from an 814_24 initiating transaction, when there is a CSA in effect. Remove references to 814_10 and 814_22 transactions from the LIN Segment.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  814_05
Affected Transaction: 814_05
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-482
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Clean-up of BGN06 gray box of 814_05.

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

The 814_05 is only generated by an 814_01 or an 814_16 transaction.  The 814_10 transaction causes an 814_14 transaction to be generated instead of an 814_05, in the case of a Drop to AREP.  An 814_22 transaction is generated instead of an 814_05 transaction from an 814_24 initiating transaction, when there is a CSA in effect. Remove references to 814_10 and 814_22 transactions from the BGN06.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-483
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add language in the “How to Use Document” that explain that IDR meter cancels and restatements can be applied to selective periods.

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

To give the TDSPs a way to cancel and restate usage for selective periods for IDR meters.
Status: Tabled
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 867_03
Emergency Priority: No
Notes: Discussion on early implementation lead to the decision.  Remand it to the TX SET February Meeting, this TX SET change control will reach resolution at this meeting.
2003-484
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

(A) To give the TDSP’s a method to correct invoicing errors that are unrelated to usage without unloading (canceling) valid usage in the ERCOT systems.  

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):(A) Currently, the TxSET Guides do not give clear direction on how to correct invoicing that is not related to usage.  
Status: Tabled
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority: No
Notes: Discussion on early implementation lead to the decision.  Remand it to the TX SET February Meeting, this TX SET change control will reach resolution at this meeting.

Question & Answer

QUESTION 1) Question 1: 

According to an email from Kristi Hobbs documenting the permanent POLR Process it states:

“*NPTB Customers may be transferred to the POLR for contract expiration. A spreadsheet workaround process should be used between the CR and the POLR to drop the NPTB Customer to the POLR.  The workaround process will remain in affect even after the implementation of Version 1.5.  The current spreadsheet for Drop to AREP should also be used for the Drop to POLR process as well (spreadsheet attached).  A list of the Commission approved POLRs per region and customer class can be found at:  http://www.puc.state.tx.us/ocp/competition/POLRrates.cfm .”

Can a CR request an off-cycle Drop to POLR?  If so does TX SET need to add the LIN10 and LIN11 data elements to the 814_01 similar to what was done on the 814_03 transaction?  Or, will ERCOT know that the 814_01switch request is an off-cycle Drop to POLR switch request based on the CR who submitted the request?  For these switches ERCOT would need to populate the LIN10 and LIN11 data elements on the 814_03 to let the TDSP know the Current CR is to be charged for the off-cycle meter read instead of the POLR CR submitting the switch request?

ANSWER 1)

CRs will investigate this question.  TX SET will discuss at its February Meeting.

Question 2) 
The 824 How To Use Guide "subteam"  would like to submit the following questions for discussion on the Change Control Conference Call:

1) Transaction Set 824 Application Advice is used to reject or to accept with an error(s) to be evaluated by the transaction sender, the 810_02/03 or 867_03.  In the 824 IG, TED~02, Code "SUM" is defined as "Sum of details does not equal total".  Example #3 in the IG illustrates use of this code as a response to an 867 when the total consumption does not add correctly.  Question:  Would it also be appropriate to use this code to respond to an 810_02/03 when the SAC05 and TXI (if included in the 810) amounts do not sum to the amount in the TDS Segment?  Could a MP interpret the TDS in the 810 as being the "sum of the details"). 

ANSWER 2)
Yes it can be used on the 810_02 and 810_03.  

2)
The T's and C's define a 48 hour reject window for 810 transactions.  Do any MPs know of a similar "reject window" for the 867_03 transactions?

ANSWER 2)
No similar reject window.

Ts and Cs do state that you can dispute up to 11 months.  TX SET has a discussion item for its February Meeting.  
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