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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
March 7th, 2003

Dial In Number – 1.800.430.8190  PassCode – 5591
txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2003.483-2003.485,2003.489-2003.498 )

Facilitator: 
Suzette Wilburn

ERCOT
Call Attendees:
Kyle Patrick

Reliant Resources

Dave Robeson

Entergy


Vera Pel


Alliance Data Systems
Johnny Robertson

TXU

Ed Skiba


Entergy


Tom Jackson 

Austin Energy

Diana Rehfeldt 

TNMP


Wendy Brubaker

Systrends

Charlie Bratton

TXU


Kathy Scott

CenterPoint





Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: 2-7-03, were approved


Update on Change Controls from TX SET Meeting


2003-483

Status: Withdrawn

2003-484

Status: Withdrawn

2003-485
Status: Withdrawn

2003-489

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

Update the 820_02 BPR02 to not include the words …including zero.

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

The purpose of the 820_02 Remittance Advice is to provide detail associated to funds disbursed to the TDSP.  The detail is cross-referenced to a financial transaction the TDSP (trace number) receives from their financial institute.  With a zero payment remittance advice, there is no financial transaction from the TDSP’s financial institution for the TDSP to use as a cross-reference.  As a result several TDSP’s are unable to accept and process an 820_02 with a total remittance amount of $0.00.
Status: Tabled
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 820_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes: Further Discussion at TX SET March 12th, 2003

2003-490
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Remove QTR from valid values of Meter Type  

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Change Control 2001-179 removed QTR from the valid values on the 814_04, 814_05, and the 814_20 since meter usage cannot be reported at QTR intervals.  The scope of the change control should have also included the 814_14 and 814_22 since these transactions are generated from the 814_04 accept response.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_
Emergency Priority: N
Notes: D

2003-491 

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: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: 

Notes: 
2003-492 

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: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: 

Notes: 
2003-493 

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: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_27
Emergency Priority: N
Notes: 
2003-494 

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

There is an error in the gray box of the 814_03 in the LIN segment.  The first two Drop to AREP examples are incorrect. They are missing the SH qualifier in the LIN06 which is misplacing the subsequent element values by one.  For example, the SH that should be in the LIN10 is in the LIN09 causing the DRP value that should be in the LIN11 to be placed in the LIN10, which is not ANSI compliant. 

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):To prevent misinterpretation of the 814_03 implementation guide.  This change will reflect all scenarios accurately for the LIN segment
Status: Withdrawn
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_03
Emergency Priority: N
Notes: 
2003-495 

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

Correct Examples in the back of the implementation guide.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): The YNQ~5U (Intermittent Interruption of Service) and the YNQ~OT (Outage Area) Notes gray box states each segment is required when the BGN08 = S2.  However, the segments are missing from the examples in the back of the implementation guides when the BGN08 = S2.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 650_04
Emergency Priority: No
Notes: 

2003-496 

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

Provide additional detail on when the 650_02 should be generated and how the process should work for disconnect and reconnect for non-pay. 

This change control is being submitted to incorporate changes to Change Control 2003-485, which were documented during the February 11-12 TX SET meeting, since Change Control 2003-485 was withdrawn at that time.

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

1. There is not a consistent approach across the market for handling disconnect and reconnects for non-pay when the TDSP receives the Reconnect prior to working the Disconnect.

2. There is not a mechanism for the TDSP to acknowledge that they received and accepted a 650_01 Change Request

3. Miscellaneous corrections were identified when reviewing the 650_02.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Change line item 12 to “=WQ”
Affected Transaction: 650_02
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-497
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Remove “ZIP” from the REF02 of the REF~7G segment (Rejection Reason).

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

As a part of the change control to clean up the 814_PC transaction, the N1~8R Loop is being remove.  In conjunction with that change control the ZIP reject reason should be removed from the 814_PD transaction.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_PD
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-498
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update 814_PC based on 814_PC sub-team recommendations which were evaluated by TX SET Working Group on February 11, 2003.

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

· Eliminate confusion on how to populate the 814_PC 

· Remove unnecessary segments

· Update transaction flow since PER Segment was added to 814_16, 814_01, 814_10, and 814_03 transaction

· Clean-up of examples

· Remove references to ERCOT since transaction is point-to-point.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_PC
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:


QUESTION 1) We are receiving 814_05 switch request responses from a TDSP, which indicate that there are no facilities on the ESI ID.  The question we have is: Can there be an active customer at an ESI ID, ERCOT has the ESI ID as energized and yet there are no facilities associated to the ESI ID?  If the TDSP knows there are no facilities at the ESI ID, I would expect that the TDSP would reject the switch and indicate move-in is required rather than a switch.
ANSWER 1) Yes it is a valid scenario.  Discussion at TX SET will determine the resolution of this issue.

QUESTION 2) In the 810_03, example 3 of 4, it shows a late charge for a previous invoice along with charges for the current months bill all referencing the 867BPT02.
 

Is it possible that you could receive an 810_03 without the current month's charge?  So for example, a late charge for the final invoice?  In that case, would there be a cross reference number - since the guide says the BIG05 is a must use, then I'm assuming the scenario is not valid.  But then how would you send a late charge?

 

Ex: 

810_03  regular invoice BPT02 = for example ABC

810_03 regular invoice with late charge BPT02 = for example DEF

810_03 final invoice BPT02 = for example HIJ

810_03 invoice after final that is a late charge - is this possible? - if possible does the guide need to be change so that the BPT02 is not used on an invoice after the final for a late charge? 

ANSWER 2) Question refers to Change Control 436.

QUESTION 3) ERCOT forwarding of the 814_20 maintain works as follows:

The 814_20 is sent to the Current CR and the New CR (when there is a pending New CR).  If the Current CR and the New CR are the same REP, that CR will receive two duplicate 814_20’s.

Should ERCOT incorporate logic that, in the event the two CR’s are the same (both Current and New), ERCOT would only send one 814_20?
ANSWER 3) Yes we need to make the adjustments and one 814_20 will be sent to the CRs from ERCOT in the situation that they are both the old and the new CR.  Visios will need to be adjusted aswell.

QUESTION 4) Reference CC 225, 227, 250

It has been brought to my attention that 3 outstanding change controls pertaining to mi/mo, originally slated to be in the bundled release currently scheduled for the 4/11 implementation of version 1.5, are still pending.  In May 2002, these change controls were tabled indefinitely, pending the formation of a MI/MO Task Force.  

I would like to recommend that TX SET withdraw these 3 change controls to prevent ambiguity and inadvertent cross impacts with the MI/MO Task Force.  Since these change controls cannot be implemented with version 1.5 (as they were approved) and a separate task force was created to address the same issues, we should allow that task force to have the freedom and flexibility to write their own change controls to address the issues as they see fit, and not be distracted by out of date change controls.  Recognizing that these change controls may be similar to the same solutions being created by the MI/MO Task Force, the onus of the changes themselves should be placed on that task force.

I have spoken with Glen Wingerd about these change controls and he is OK with taking this approach of withdrawing them.
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ANSWER 4) Yes, we should withdraw these Change Controls




Question & Answer











PAGE  
1

_1108277881.doc


Texas SET Change Control Form


Texas SET Change Request 


Change Control #2001-225


This TX SET Change Request can be found on the ERCOT website at www.ercot.com  .


		Requester’s Name: 


Susan Neel

		Company Name:  


Reliant Energy TDSP

		Phone #:  


713-207-5106



		Date of Request:


11/06/2001

		Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s): 814_17

		E-Mail Address: 


Susan_j_neel@reliantenergy.com



		Emergency Priority* (Y/N):  N

		Requested Implementation Date:


Next release

		Production Implementation Date: 



		Testing Required for this CC (Y/N):  

		Testing Flight Number:


(ready to test for this flight)

		Status:








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


Add a DTM segment to allow passing the date of the move-in that is causing the rejection 


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


 The requesting CR needs more information on the “Not First In”  rejection to help them ascertain how to handle their customer request.


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


In the LIN loop add a DTM~065 first delivery date gray box: the move-in effective date of the” first in move-in” 


For Change Control Manager Use Only:


		Date of TX SET Discussion:




		Expected Implementation Date:    




		





TX SET Discussion and Resolution:


		*Emergency Priority

		Used for Change Controls that require immediate implementation.





Please submit this form via e-mail to txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com .


Your request will be evaluated and prioritized at an upcoming TX SET meeting or conference call.
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Texas SET Change Control Form


Texas SET Change Request 


Change Control #2001-227


This TX SET Change Request can be found on the ERCOT website at www.ercot.com  .


		Requester’s Name: 


Susan Neel

		Company Name:  


Reliant Energy TDSP

		Phone #:  


713-207-5106



		Date of Request:


11/06/2001

		Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s): 814_12

		E-Mail Address: 


Susan_j_neel@reliantenergy.com



		Emergency Priority* (Y/N):  N

		Requested Implementation Date:


Next release

		Production Implementation Date: 



		Testing Required for this CC (Y/N):  

		Testing Flight Number:


(ready to test for this flight)

		Status:








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


Add a BGN01 that indicates “Notification”.   Add gray box information on the use of the BGN 06


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


Upon receipt of an accepted 814_13 from the TDSP, ERCOT will use the 814_12 transaction to notify a current CR that a date change has occurred on a move-in by a new CR.  ERCOT will populate the BGN06 with the Current CRs life cycle reference number of the original 814_24


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


Add a BGN01~04  Notification.


Add gray  box information in the BGN06 that states that : if the BGN01 is equal to 04 refers to BGN02 of the 814_24 of the current CR.

For Change Control Manager Use Only:


		Date of TX SET Discussion:




		Expected Implementation Date:    




		





TX SET Discussion and Resolution:


		*Emergency Priority

		Used for Change Controls that require immediate implementation.





Please submit this form via e-mail to txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com .


Your request will be evaluated and prioritized at an upcoming TX SET meeting or conference call.
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Texas SET Change Control Form


Texas SET Change Request 


Change Control #2002-250


This TX SET Change Request can be found on the ERCOT website at www.ercot.com  .


		Requester’s Name: 


Dave Odle

		Company Name:  


ERCOT

		Phone #:  


512.248.3948



		Date of Request:


1/15/02

		Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s): 814_16

		E-Mail Address: 


dodle@ercot.com



		Emergency Priority* (Y/N): N

		Requested Implementation Date:


Future Implementation

		Production Implementation Date:



		Testing Required for this CC (Y/N): Y

		Testing Flight Number:


(ready to test for this flight)

		Status:








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


ERCOT currently rejects a Move In if there is another Move In pending for that same ESI ID.


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


To allow for the long term correction of stacked Move Ins that Market has developed.


.


.


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


Modify ERCOT systems to allow Move Ins to stack sequentially.  The Move In should be allowed to pass and schedule at ERCOT if the second Move In date requested is > than the pending Move In date


For Change Control Manager Use Only:


		Date of TX SET Discussion:




		Expected Implementation Date:    




		





TX SET Discussion and Resolution:


		*Emergency Priority

		Used for Change Controls that require immediate implementation.





Please submit this form via e-mail to txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com .


Your request will be evaluated and prioritized at an upcoming TX SET meeting or conference call.
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