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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
April 25th, 2003

Dial In Number – 1.800.430.8190  PassCode – 5591
txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2003.502-2003.505 )

Facilitator: 
Suzette Wilburn

ERCOT
Call Attendees:
Kyle Patrick

Reliant Resources
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ESG

Lisa Numerich 

ADS


Cary Reed 

AEP

Ed Skiba
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Robert Hill

ESG


Joe Lindsay

Systrends

Diana Rehfeldt

First Choice

Bill Reily


Oncor


Elizabeth Moore

TXU

Vera Pell


ADS


Glen Wingerd

ERCOT


Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: Minutes from last call 3-21-03 were approved


2003-502

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

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?):

Change control 2003-478 was withdrawn with the following notes from the 1/24/03 CCCC Minutes:

‘Language will be rewritten to reflect what RMS ‘

Content of the withdrawn change control follows:

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. 

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 processing date minus 180 days if the TDSP leaves the segment out of the transaction.  TDSPs must populate the Create Date to effectuate a clean-up effort that is greater than 180 days in the past.

The Eligibility Date: Optional - only be used for pilot projects.
Status: Approved
Version: After Version 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  The words “translation” will be changed to “processing”, and “will only” to “must”.

Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-503

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

Allow the TDSP to send a corrected invoice when the correction does not involve meter readings, dates, or consumption. 

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Status: Withdrawn
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority: 

Notes:

2003-504

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

Update the gray box in the BGN segment and LIN segment of the 814_28 to clarify that the PT code is not to be used on a MVO to CSA

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Based on the feedback from the discussion question on the CCCC dated 3/21/2003, it has been determined that currently in the market there are no scenarios where an 814_28 permit pending would be used on a MVO to CSA.Attached are the email threads to support this statement.  The gray box of the BGN07 and the gray box of the LIN segment must be updated to reflect this information.
Status: Withdrawn
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_28
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:
2003-505
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update the transaction flow in the 814_20 to reflect ERCOT’s system changes to only send one 814_20 when the New CR is also the Current CR

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

ERCOT forwarding of the 814_20 maintain works as follows: The 814_20 is sent to the New CR and Current CR (when there is a pending New CR).  If the Current CR and New CR are the same CR, the CR will receive duplicate 814_20s.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

Question 1: 

Please clarify the circumstances under which an 814_29 would be sent to the

Current CR.  Why wouldn't the receiving CR's name and DUNS# be put in the

N1~SJ  segment? 

Answer 1:

No there is no scenario, a change control will be written to remove the references.

Question 2:

As I understand the process a CR would send a 650_01 with a DC003 code to disconnect one meter from a multi-meter premise.  The CR must specify meter number, but does not specify a disconnect date.   The TDSP responds with a 650_02 upon completion of the disconnect - in the guidelines it does not say the DTM*MRR is required for a disconnect response - but should this be required so the CR knows when the meter was disconnect and can verify that the usage received on the 867 is only thru the disconnect date?

Answer 2:

Submitter of questions is correct they should write a change control in the DTM~MRR in the gray box notes box we need to add “that this code is used for a DC003 service order”

Question 3:

The language in the gray box of the DTM segment in the 814_25 states the following;

‘Required if Move Out Date has changed from the CR’s original request and REF~1P~MDI or REF~1P~W11 was sent’

During flight test, some 814_25 rejects were being received with the DTM segment, as there is nothing in the gray box to indicate when the DTM segment should not be used.  Need clarification. 

Answer 3:

A change control will be written to correct this.
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