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Change Control Conference Call Minutes
August 13th, 2003

Dial In Number – 1-512-225.7280
txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
< 2003.538 - 2003.553  >

9:00 AM

Facilitator: 
Suzette Wilburn

ERCOT
Call Attendees:
Diana Rehfeldt

First Choice
Kathy Scott
CNP



Kyle Patrick

Reliant

Charlie Bratton
TXU



Cary Reed

AEP

Jennifer Teel
EC Power



Shelley McKain

ADS

David Garcia
ERCOT



Bernie Dawson

Envision

Johnny Robertson
TXU



Jason Bear

TCE

Mark Malinak
ERCOT



Glen Wingerd

ERCOT

Joe Lindsey
Systrends



Tom Jackson

Austin Energy
Bill Reily

Oncor

Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: Minutes from last call 07-12-03 were approved


2003-538
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add examples to the Implementation Guide and re-number the examples. Also Remove Example 14 for IDR meters with more than one channel per unit of measure.

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

This transaction contains no examples of meter exchanges.

Example #14 needs to be removed because the change control (2002-238) that added the functionality of multiple channels for the same unit of measure on the same meter was withdrawn with CC2002-351. The example should have been removed at the time the change control was withdrawn.

Need to re-number the change controls to facilitate the additions and deletion of examples.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Adding verbiage to the Change Control in the example.  “This number may vary depending on the number of intervals”
Affected Transaction: 867_03
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-539
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add the BGN07 code to the gray box example in the BGN segment.

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

Correct the example to display one of the BGN07 codes as this element is listed as a must use. Clean up purposes only.
Status: Approved
Version: Future Release
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-540
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Clarification around which cancellation reasons are valid CR cancellation reasons, and removal of references to reinstatement

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): To provide further clarification around the new cancellation rules created for the 814_08 (per CC516) to support the MIMO Solution to Stacking.
Status: Approved 
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Remove references to update the ASI segment.  Removed. Customer rescinded enrollment request not valid.  Updated example 5 of 5 “Cancel Switch Request”.  EV3 code will be changed to “Withdrawn.”   

Affected Transaction: 814_08
Emergency Priority: 

Notes:

2003-541
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add REF~2U segment to 814_28 transaction for use on Permit Required transactions to indicate the nature of the permit; either “Tenant” or “Premise”

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

As a part of the MIMO Solution to Stacking market design, TDSPs need a flag on an 814_28 permit pending transaction to indicate when a tenant based permit is required.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Add code “Unknown”. “Unable to determine permit type”.  In the example current CR and TDSP have same DUNs 

Affected Transaction: 814_28
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-542
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add ‘EAS’ Reject Code to the 814_11

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): As part of the MI/MO task force effort to implement a solution to stacking, ERCOT will reject an off-cycle Drop to AREP request if the request is earlier than the earliest available switch date.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Added text for EAS to gray box with new ANSI definition.

Affected Transaction: 814_11
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-543
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Create new reject code for 814_02 to reject second on-cycle switch

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): As part of the MIMO Solution to Stacking market design, ERCOT needs a way to reject a second on cycle switch if the first switch is scheduled and the earliest available switch date is prior to the scheduled date.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_02
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-544
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add the ‘NOR’ and ‘SCP’ Rejection Reasons to the 814_13 

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

As part of the MI/MO task force effort to implement a solution to stacking, ERCOT will reject an 814_12 date change if the requested date is within 2 business days of the scheduled meter read date of the pending transaction or the 814_12 date change is submitted by a CR that did not submit the original initiating transaction
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_13
Emergency Priority: No 
Notes:

2003-545
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Provide a new reject reason for ERCOT to use when a CR uses a cancellation reason on a cancel switch request that is not a valid CR cancellation reason

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Part of the Solution to Stacking changes involve additional clarification to the cancellation reasons for a cancel switch request (814_08) with regard to which cancellation reasons are valid for CR use.  ERCOT needs an additional reason added to the 814_09 by which they can communicate back to the CR if an invalid cancellation reason for the CR is used.  
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_09
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-546
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add mandatory DTM~RTO segment to 814_12 and 814_13 transactions.  Update ALL examples to include this segment.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): To allow for multiple 814_12 Date Change Requests be processed on the same ESI ID, a counter is necessary so that the TDSP knows which is the latest Date Change Request by the CR.  In the event that two Date Change Requests for the same ESI ID are processed and transferred to the TDSP in the same batch, a counter is necessary for TDSPs to differentiate these Date Change Requests.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_12 & 814_13
Emergency Priority: No  

Notes:

2003-547
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add the Move-In/Move-Out Task Force (MIMO) High Level Requirement Specification as part of the Baseline for Version 2.0.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): There is a concern that a company could potentially look just at change controls for the implementation of the Version 2.0 TX SET Release which would preclude the business rules for the solution to Stacking which is a majority portion of the release.  In an effort to mitigate this risk, it is being requested that the Requirement Specification created by the MIMO Task Force and being maintained by the Market Coordination Team for the solution to Stacking be added to the baseline for Version 2.0 and posted with the change controls and baseline documentation on the Texas SET web page.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: All as affected by MIMO
Emergency Priority: 

Notes:

2003-548
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Remove the REF~1P segment from the 814_03, 814_05, 814_13, and 814_25, remove all references to the REF~1P from the 814_03, 814_05, 814_13, and 814_25 transactions, and update the examples.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): With MIMO stacking initiated in the TX retail market these segments will not longer be useful.
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_03, 814_05, 814_13, and 814_25
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-549
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Add ‘ANL’ reject code to the 814_25

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

To support the MIMO Solution to Stacking market design, and additional reject code needs to be added to the 814_25 which will be sent to the submitting CR after the retry period has expired and the MVO at ERCOT is still in a reject status.  
Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Removed code and added it to A84
Affected Transaction: 814_25
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

2003-550
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Remove language from the gray box in the 814_24 “Move Out CSA De-Energize” REF.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): This REF allows a CR who is also CSA CR to bypass the CSA relationship on a Move Out.  The removal of the words “The Current CR must use the new code concurrent with 814_24 Remove Meter Flag (REF~1P~B44) to avoid a re-energization if a CSA exists”.  This will not bind the two codes together and allow CRs to send one without the other.  
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_24
Emergency Priority: Yes 
Notes:

2003-551
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): Update the how to use section of this implementation guide to reflect the Business Process Overview terminology for consistency with other implementation guides.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Change the verbiage for the BPO to be consistent with the other implementation guides. 
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: 

Notes:

2003-552
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Verbiage contained in the REF~0P gray box indicates incorrectly that this segment is required any time a meter is added or exchanged on an ESI ID

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

To correct the gray box of the REF~0P segment to accurately reflect the conditions under which this segment must be used.  The original requirements for this code to be sent was only when the meter owner type changed.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-553
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Revise the 820_03 Implementation Guides to clarify issues surrounding the transactions.  Remove Transaction Notes Page and replace with Business Process Overview.

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

TX SET held an 810/820 workshop, several issues were noted in the 820 implementation guides.  These issues can be clarified with some additional language that this change control is proposing.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.5
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 820_03
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-554
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Add a new ‘CW2’ code to the 814_09 and 814_13

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

To assist in the MIMO Solution to Stacking market design, ERCOT will reject cancel requests for Move-Ins, Move-Outs, and Drop to AREPs if the current date is within 2 days of the scheduled meter read date and will reject date change requests for Move-Ins, and Move-Outs if the current date is within 2 days of the scheduled meter read date.

Status: Approved
Version: 2.0
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_09 & 814_13
Emergency Priority: No
Notes:

11:30 pm
Action Items

· PRR Section 19 Review



TX SET Members
· In review of this document several changes were made with others to follow: 
· Removed transactions and all references to the 810_01, which is invalid because this transaction never existed in the Market. 
· 814_05 clarification included that the BPI will not be closed in ERCOT, however it closes the request. 
· Clean-up verbiage for 997 processing, enveloping process, added new transaction and verbiage where needed to update Section 19, removed transactions and verbiage no longer used in the Market. 
· 814_26 and 814_27 removed references to CSA CR found in the transaction description. 

· Texas SET members agreed that when TX SET members are checking and base lining the Implementation Guides for version 2.0 and all future versions, it is the responsibility of each person to check the verbiage in Section 19 against the Implementation guide to determine if there are discrepancies.  This task will be added to the original 2.0 Baseline and BPO assignments given to SET members at the July 2003 meeting. 

· Suzette Wilburn will investigate if there is currently a formatting dispute process that ERCOT is responsible for resolving electronically via MIS.   (See 19.4.4  concerning Dispute Process) 

· Johnny Robertson will work on re-formatting and re-numbering the entire document based on the changes suggested made at this time.  Also, Johnny will re-locate the T-Series (Unplanned Outage) transactions to the end of the document to provide a flow in the transaction numbering sequence.  

· Late Payment Charge Action Item from 810/820
Diana Rehfeldt TNMP
· The CR's had a meeting to discuss the 810 and also late charges.  CR's felt that there is some clarification (graybox, examples, and BPO) needed for the 810_02 implementation guides.  The CR's created a White Paper addressing the specific issues with Late Charges being applied when there is a Credit. This White Paper will be distributed to the TDSPs for their internal review.  The CR's that attended the meeting and created this document has suggested to TX SET that these CR Late Payment Charge 810/820 issues and should be remanded back to TX SET for discussion and recommendations.   
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