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May 2003

Agenda

ERCOT 

Metcenter




10:00 AM
· Introductions

· Approval of Minutes

· TX SET Meeting Minutes for April 21 and 22, 2003 were Approved and will be published to ERCOT's website

· Reorganize Agenda
10:15 AM
· ACTION ITEMS FROM APRIL MEETING

· (ERCOT)

· ACTION ITEM: Envelope Standards: ERCOT to bring documentation to further discuss this issue.

· ISSUE: Myself as a CR along with 2 other cases hit a situation this test flight where the N1*SJ DUNS number had to be the same as the CR GS code.  This is an ERCOT requirement.  ERCOT caught some of these fixes in the last couple of weeks, but in my case we had started sending Frame 1 and had to make a change and communicate to the TDSP. 

I don't know of any documentation in the TX market that states that the GS and the N1*SJ DUNS have to be exactly the same.  Maybe I am missing something.  If this is not documented does it make sense to document this somewhere so we can avoid issues with New CR's or service providers entering the market and making the same mistake. 

Any feedback on if this is already documented or if not - where should it be documented would be much appreciated.

· STATUS: Suzette Wilburn drafted a suggested Protocol Revision to clarify envelope standard requirements (proposed section 19.5, see attached).  ERCOT distributed a bulletin on 6/1/01 addressing this issue, but it has never been formally adopted as a market standard.  Since the ISA envelope information is outside the realm of an implementation guide, this may be an issue for TDTWG.  
ACTION ITEM: Suzette Wilburn will bring this to the TDTWG meeting on 4/25/03 for review.
· UPDATE
· Action Item: This task has been postponed until May 19, 2003. Per Suzette Wilburn of ERCOT the Data Transport Working Group will address this issue. (Suzette Wilburn-ERCOT)
10:30 AM 

· TX SET DISCUSSION Mass Customer Transition 
· Mass Customer Transition Workgroup has requested that TX SET investigate and do analysis on what it would take to modify the existing Switch Transaction to accommodate CR Mass Customer Transition Scenarios.

· 814_01

· 814_02

· 814_03

· 814_04

· 814_05

· 867_04

· 867_03
NOTES:  The discussion from the Mass Transition Workgroup has centered around several variations of mass transitions, these could include:

· CR with large or small volume of customer

· CR participating in the transition or CR does not   participate in the process

· CR with mixture of premise types, and/or short or length effectuating dates. 

Texas SET has be been asked to review the current transactions involving changing Rep of Record to determine what the long term solution would be to successfully accomplish this process.  
· 814_01

BGN 01 New Code 47 - Transfer-- Gray Box indicates: Mass Customer Transfer
N1 Customer Notification Name - added Gray Box verbiage: 

Not Used when BGN01 = 47 Mass Customer Transfer
N2 Customer Notification Name Overflow added Gray Box verbiage: 

Optional if customer has not waived their right to a notification letter.  

Not Used when BGN01 = 47 Mass Customer Transfer
N3 Customer Notification Address - added Gray Box verbiage: 

Not Used when BGN01 = 47 Mass Customer Transfer
N4 Customer Notification Mailing Address - added Gray Box verbiage: 

Not Used when BGN01 = 47 Mass Customer Transfer
Data required for this transaction (TDSP): 

Transaction Type, Control Number

Mass Customer Transfer, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number

Customer Name

Zip Code

Contact Name/Number

ERCOT and DUNs Number, Receiver

CR Name and DUNs Number, Sender

Cycle Switch with Historical Summarized Usage Request Addition

Billing Type

Bill Calculator

ESI ID

Special Needs Indicator

Enrollment Notification Waiver

Number of Segments, Control Number

Data required for this transaction (MUNI/CO-OP): 

Transaction Type, Control Number

Mass Customer Transfer, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number

Customer Name

Zip Code

Contact Name/Number

ERCOT and DUNs Number, Receiver 

CR Name and DUNs Number, Sender

Cycle Switch with Historical Summarized Usage Request Addition

Billing Type

Bill Calculator

ESI ID 

Special Needs Indicator 

Enrollment Notification Waiver

Number of Segments, Control Number

· 814_02 

ERCOT will investigate how their system would or could know that a switch for an ESI ID showing new code of 47 _ Mass Customer Transfer was invalid for a specific ESI ID or CR.  

Note a Mass Transfer ESI ID or already a Mass transfer for 

· 814_03

BGN 01 New Code 47 - Transfer-- Gray Box indicates: Mass Customer Transfer
Data required for this transaction:

Transaction Type, Control Number

Request, Unique Transaction Number, Transaction Date, SET Transaction Number

Customer Name

ZIP Code

Contact Name/Number

Customer Billing Name

Customer Billing Name Overflow

Customer Billing Address

Customer Billing Address

TDSP Name and DUN Number, Receiver

ERCOT and DUNS Number, Sender

New CR Name and DUNS

New CR Name and DUNS

Off-Cycle Switch and Historical Summarized Usage Request 

Request Change in CR

Billing Type

Bill Calculator 

ESI ID

Special Needs Indicator

Special Meter Read Date Requested

First Available Switch Date

Number of Segments, Control Number

Action Item: Need Change Control to Add example(s) for MUNI/CO-OP process into the 814_03 transaction

· 814_04

No modifications required on the 814_04 

· 814_05

No modifications required on the 814_04

· 814_06

Add New Code in the REF Segment REF02 of 

B38 - DROPPED with gray box Mass Transfer
LUNCH  
1:00 PM
· TX SET Next Version Release Project Plan Discussion
· 1.6

· Change Controls - Corrected Change Control 2002_496 from v1.6 implementation to reflect a version 2.1 implementation and updated the Change Control workbook with this correction.  Change Control 2003_502 and 2003_505 were included into the v1.6 implementation both change controls affected the 814_20 transaction and required system changes by ERCOT only.  

· Approved

· Need to be Approved

· Baseline Assignments

Workbook was updated and assignments distributed to SET members in attendance to baseline all transactions that will be implemented in version 1.6 from the list of Approved v1.6 Change Controls (see: 2003 TX SET Workbook May.xls).  

The transaction baseline assignment were distributed as follows:

Johnny Robertson 
- 650_01, 650_04, 650_02, 814_PC

Geetha

- 814_PD, 814_01, 814_02

Bill Reily

- 814_03, 814_04, 814_05

Shelly Mc Kain 
- 814_06, 814_07, 814_08

Kathy Scott

- 814_09, 814_10, 814_11

Charlie Bratton
- 814_12, 814_13, 814_14

Cary Reed

- 814_15, 814_16, 814-17

Jason Bear

- 814_18, 814_19, 814_20

David Gonzales
- 814_21, 814_22, 814_23

Kyle Patrick
- 814_24, 814_25, 814-26

STEC


- 814_27, 814_28, 814_29





Diana Rehfeldt
- 810_02, 810_03

Jason Bear

- 867_02




Bernie Dawson
- 867_03, 867_04, 824

ACTION ITEM: SEF and REDLINE ASSIGNMENTS MUST BE COMPLETED AND SUBMITTED TO ERCOT (Suzette Wilburn) no later than 6/2/03. (All TX SET Members attending 5/12 Meeting) 

· VERIFIED FOR BASELINE BY JUNE 9, 2003 
· TX SET will discuss, if necessary any discrepancies at the June TX SET meeting. 
Action Item: The Power Point presentation of Version 1.6 Implementation schedule, which includes approximately 32 TX SET identified and approved Non-Systematic change controls, COMET Change Controls requirements and an anticipated implementation date of December 2003, will be added to RMS Agenda as a voting item scheduled for the new RMS Open meeting on June 12, 2003.  (Diana Rehfeldt)
· 2.0

· Change Controls

· Approved 

· Need to be Approved

· Baseline Assignments 

SET Update: This will be discussed in detail at the June/July 2003 TX SET Meetings, especially with a Vote pending for MIMO and Stack Processing on the May 15 RMS Agenda.  SET should have clearer directions and implementation schedules following the May RMS meeting.  

· 2.1

· Change Controls

· Approved

· Need to be Approved

· Baseline

SET Update: This will be discussed in detail at future TX SET Meetings

3:00 PM          
· MUNI CO-OP CSA DISCUSSION

· MC-TDSPs would like ERCOT to pass CSA info to them

· What will ERCOT Send to the MUNI/CO-OP to populate the Customer Name and Billing Information?  Possibilities
: 

· Require CSA information, similar to customer information passed from ERCOT to MUNI/CO-OP

	
Muni/CO-OP
	Request CSA


	
	Received

814_03


	Send 814_04
	

	
ERCOT
	Establish    814_18


	Establish CSA


	Received

814_24

Sent

814_03
	 Received 

  814_04
	Received

814_23

	
CSA CR
	Call CSA CR
	Received 

814-19
	
	814_22

 Received


	Sent

814_23

	
Current CR
	
	
	Send

814_24
	  814_25

  Received


	

	Landlord
	Request CSA


	
	
	
	

	Tenant
	
	
	Calls for MVO


	
	


Change Control needed for the following, this change will affect Muni/CO-OP's Only: 

· 814_18 

· NIBT (Billing)

· PER SEGMENT

· MAINTAIN CODE

· Add REF~BLT

· 814_19

· Rejection Codes

ACTION ITEM: Change Control will be written and submitted to TX SET for June 2003 meeting. (Bernie Dawson) 

3:30 PM
· BUSINESS PROCESS OVERVIEWS

· 810_02

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW
· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· 650

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· T Series

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· 814_28

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· 824

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· 814_16

· STATUS- SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS - Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting
· 814_01

· STATUS SEE ACTIION ITEM BELOW

· NEXT STEPS- Update or Final Approval at June TX SET Meeting

ACTION ITEM: TX SET agreed to email all completed "DRAFT" Business Process Overviews (BPO) to Kathy Scott (kathy.scott@centerpointenergy.com) to be distributed to TX SET members for review and comments.  These completed "Draft" documents will be placed on the June 10 and 11, 2003 TX SET Agenda.  

TX SET has agreed to create one Change Control for all Approved Business Process Overviews (BPO) for version implementation.  Kathy Scott will create the one change control listing all  "Draft" Business Process Overview documents received and have it ready for the TX SET June meeting. (Kathy Scott) 

4:00

· REJECT REASONS 

SET discussed the Reject descriptions used for Reject Code A13 based upon the  list of A13 Rejection Report distributed by Suzette Wilburn of ERCOT.  There were several descriptions that needed more clarification on the description or reasoning behind the Reject, there were several possibilities for the rejection and the description was unclear. 

Examples: 

ESI ID HAS ALREADY SWITCHED

ESI ID OCCUPIED BY ANOTHER CUSTOMER

No MATCHING ORIGINAL TRANSACTION FOUND, OR NO ORIGINAL REQUEST PENDING

NO PENDING SWTICH WAS FOUND

Also upon investigation of the A13 Rejection Report, TX SET identified some existing reject codes that needed to be added to other transactions: 
Add Reject Codes: 

814_04 - DIV 

814_25 - DIV 

814_09 - A78 

814_27 - A84 



8:30 AM
· UPDATE FROM 810/820 WORKSHOP

· Identify Next Steps

Suggestions:  TX SET 810/820 Subgroup will need to do some homework, tasked with:

Addressing and responding to the issues that were identified in the 810/820 Workshop held on May 6, 2003
Determine short-term and long-term 810/820 recommendations and return these recommendations to Texas SET for approval.

The outcome of the approved TX SET 810/820 recommendations may include the creation of a 810/820 Training Workshop for Market participants.

9:00 AM
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Change Control Conference Call Minutes

May 13th, 2003

Dial In Number – 1-512-225-7782
txsetchangecontrol@ercot.com
(2003.506-2003.517)

Facilitator: 
Suzette Wilburn
ERCOT
Call Attendees:Diana Rehfeldt 
First Choice
Bernie Dawson
Envision



Kyle Patrick

Reliant 
Bill Reily 
Oncor



Cary Reed

AEP

Pino Fitopolos
ESG



Jennifer Garcia
San Patricio
Jason Bear
TCE



Johnny Robertson
TXU

Kathy Scott
Centerpoint Energy



Shelley McKain

ADS

Ed Skiba
Entergy




Dave Darnell

Systrends
Wendy Brubaker
Systrends



Lisa Numerich

ADS


Approval of TX SET Change Control Minutes: Minutes from last call have not been sent out, they will be approved at a later meeting. 


2003-489
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 820_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2003-506
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update gray box on the 650_02 for the DTM~MRR segment

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

The gray box for the DTM~MRR example shows DTM~243~20010601 which is incorrect
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 650_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes: Charlie Bratton will write an additional CC for gray box clarification.
2003-507
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Whenever ERCOT provides a Move-In Request for a CSA (Continuous Service Agreement) on the 814_03 transaction to the TDSP, ERCOT populates the previous or Customer's name as the default name in the N1~8R Segment N102 for the CSA Move In request. 

 This is very confusing and TDSP's database it gives the appearance that the same customer that moved out is the same customer that moved-in, which is not the case.  Also, in the TDSP's record keeping and reporting or tracking certain situations where a customer may have been moved-out with an incorrect date or request, it gives the appearance that these type CSA Move-In(s) may have been customer(s) who have been moved-out in error, which again was not the case. 

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):ERCOT will provide a default customer name the N18R segment N102 data field of: CSA Customer.
Status: Table 

Version: Future Implementation
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_03
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2003-508
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update header of 814_22 to reflect correct 1.5 version of guide 

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

Current version posted to the website states Version 1.4 in header
Status: Withdrawn
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:
2003-509
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Update gray box of 814_25 DTM segment for clarity on accept and reject responses.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):During V1.5 certification testing, 814_25 rejects were being sent with the DTM segment as there was nothing in the gray box to state when it should be sent.
Status: Tabled until after RMS Vote 5/15/2003
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-510
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Make corrections to 867_03 flow page

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):It was noted during a previous Change Control Call, that ERCOT sends the 867_03 EPS (ERCOT Polled Services), to the TDSP and CR of record for that particular day.  Updating the flow page with the correct information, will provide clarity and accuracy to all market participants.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-511
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

This change control is being requested due to the fact some TDSP's have been receiving TX SET transactions with telephone (TE) or communication numbers with punctuation and symbols in the PER04 and PER06 data elements of the PER Segment, which is incorrect.   Some examples of incorrect formatting for this data field is  (713)2071010 or 713-207-1010 or  (713)207-1010  

 A gray box clarification will display the correct and acceptable Communication Number data format for the PER04 and PER06 data elements found in the PER Segments for all of the following Texas SET transactions:  

814_01 Enrollment Request

814_03 Switch CR Notification Request

814_10 Drop to AREP Request

814_14 Affiliated Retail Electric Provider (AREP) Enrollment Request

814_16 Move-In Request

814_PC Maintain Customer Information Request

650_01 Service Order Request 

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): TDSP's are receiving incorrect and unacceptable data formats entered for the Communication Number (or Telephone number) into the PER04 and PER06 data elements in the PER Segment.   This change control will provide clarification of the acceptable data format for the Communication Number (or TE - Telephone Number) for all Market Participants transmitting and receiving these transactions.  
Status: 

Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Remove Punctuation from the free form text field
Affected Transaction: 814_01, 814_03, 814_10, 814_14, 814_16, 814_PC, 650_01
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-512
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):To satisfy and meet the Market Requirement for Competitive Meter Ownership by January 1, 2004 there are transactions that will require modifications as soon as possible to provide adequate time for Market development, testing, and implementation.  One of the requirements for Competitive Meter Ownership is to provide a mechanism where the TDSP will apply a re-occurring credit on the 810_02 invoice to the CR for meter owner ship where a meter is not owned by the TDSP.  The meter ownership credit will be provided to the CR from the TDSP on the 810_02 invoice to be passed to their retail customer.  The TDSP will be the default owner when and/or if a retail customer has not selected another entity or themselves for Competitive Meter Ownership.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):Currently there is no SAC04 code for customer owned meter credit or installation charge for Non-TDSP meter. UIG SAC04 Code list has CRE020=Meter Owner Credit.  Add new code SER138=Non-TDSP Owned Meter Installation.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 810_02
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-513
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):To satisfy and meet the Market Requirement for Competitive Meter Ownership by January 1, 2004 there are transactions that will require modifications as soon as possible to provide adequate time for Market development, testing, and implementation.  One of the requirements for Competitive Meter Ownership is to provide a mechanism where the TDSP can modify the meter profile that identifies what entity owns the meter.  Effective January 1, 2004 Competitive Meter Ownership, the retail customer can request meter ownership be given to the Retailer Customer, Competitive Retailer, TDSP, or Third Party.  The TDSP will be the default owner when and/or if a retail customer has not selected another entity or themselves for Competitive Meter Ownership.

This change will provide the TDSP with an automated notification process to the CR the Competitive Meter Ownership status for their Retail Customer or ESI ID.  This new Competitive Meter Ownership type flag and information that would be provided in this transaction will only be a pass through in ERCOT’s systems.  

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):  Current REF segments do not utilize a code for Meter Ownership. The 814_20 would need a new REF segment for Competitive Meter Owner Type at the NM1 Meter level loop, and REF01 populated with the code “0P” Owner Type to indicate that the Customer, CR, Third Party or TDSP is the owner.  REF03 would be populated with the meter owner type of 1 = Customer, 2 = CR, 3 = Third Party, or 4 = TDSP.

This REF must be at the NM1 meter level loop, not at the ESIID level. Some ESIID have multiple meters, the customer may select to have only one meter owned to provide special energy management function that is not needed at the other meter locations.

The 814_20 will always have the REF Meter Owner Type segment..
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  Add language “Required when NM101=MQ and changing meter ownership” to the gray box REDLINE of this change control
Affected Transaction: 814_20
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes: EMERGENCY change control will be written for addition of TED segment.  TX SET acknowledges that there is significant information being passed to the CRs.

2003-514
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

To correct the description of Example #1, which incorrectly references the Current CR as the originator of the transaction.

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?):The description of Example #1 of 2 states that it is an example of the 814_29 transaction from the ‘Current CR to ERCOT’.  Text within the example itself makes it clear that the example actually illustrates an 814_29 transaction flowing from the ‘New CR to ERCOT’.  This change request is to correct this error.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_29
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-515
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

To correct the page headings on all pages of the 820_03 Muni/Co-op Remittance Advice.

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

The page headings on all pages of the 820_03 Muni/Co-op Remittance Advice read ‘T820_03: Muni / Co-op Invoice ’ instead of ‘T820_03: Muni / Co-op Remittance Advice’.  This change request is to correct this error and to make the page headings reflect the proper name of the transaction.
Status: Approved
Version: 1.6
Changes to Clarify the Change Control: The verbiage will be modified to remove “T” as well.  

Affected Transaction: 820_03
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-516
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

To effect changes as requested by the Move In / Move Out task force

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Supports approved MIMO stacking logic
Status: Tabled until after RMS
Version: 

Changes to Clarify the Change Control: Affected Transaction: 814_04
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes:

2003-517
Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet):

Existing Table codes inadequate for providing CR and end use customer reasons for TDSP’s “Complete Unexecutable”

Reason for Request (Explain why this change is needed. For business or technical purposes?): Addition of new codes to tables would allow an automated process to expedite the use of the 814_28
Status: Approved
Version: 2.1
Changes to Clarify the Change Control:  

Affected Transaction: 814_28
Emergency Priority: Yes
Notes: Bill Reily will be writing a change control to sync up the codes in the 650_02

TX SET QUESTION & ANSWER

1. QUESTION

We currently receive 814_20 additions, deletions and Changes.  The verbiage in the guide implies that we should only get TDSP 814_20 Changes forwarded from ERCOT to CR?
...  from ERCOT to current CR, new CR, and CSA CR, is the TDSP's change of an existing ESI ID. 

Should the guideline be updated or are invalid 814_20's getting forwarded to the CR?

ANSWER

ERCOT should not be forwarding these 814_20s to CRs.  ERCOT is going to investigate this.

2. Question

If for some reason, a transaction is sent to a trading partner and has not been formatted correctly and cannot be read according TX SET guidelines (e.g. Outer envelope information is formatted  correctly, but GS segment formatted incorrectly for some reason), what is the appropriate and acceptable response/processing in this case?

Background:   We have had a couple of cases where we have received a transaction with a TA1 segment, which we think the sender is trying to indicate an error.   We believe that the receiver of the transaction with the error in this case, should be responding with a 997 reject. Does TX SET documentation address this?

Please note that in the case we had, the outer envelope information must have been correct because they knew where to send the responding transaction (with the TA1 segment) back to.

In the past, the TDTWG working group had indicated that the TA1 segment was not to be used.

We believe that if the outer envelope information is correct, the appropriate response is to respond with the 997 to reject the inner envelope which represents the Functional Group.  This error is indicated in the segment AK9, AK901 as an R .

Can you please confirm this and recommend actions to be taken if the TA1 segment is encountered? 

ANSWER

Whoever received this should be contacting the sender and work through this issue.

3. Question

We received an 814_20 on 4/21 with an effective date of the change to Load profile on 8/7/2002.  At the time we were not the REP of Record for this ESI ID so we rejected the transaction.
When asking the utility about the validity of sending the transaction to the CR that was not the rep of record at the date of the change, the TDSP replied this transaction was sent to update ERCOT's record.

Is this scenario a valid one to happen and is our response of an 814_21 Reject correct.  Should a change to have ERCOT not forward the information for past changes be considered?

ANSWER

They should accept them.

4. Question

In most 814-response transactions, the BGN06 references the BGN02 of the original request transaction.  This is not true on 814_29's, 814_09's, 814_13's, and 814_07 (I believe those are the 4).  In these transactions the BGN06 is referring to the BGN06 from the 814 Request which reference the original Switch, Move In, Move Out.  It is very confusing and requires many programming rules to correctly do this process.

Should the market consider adding another Reference number in the 814's that allows a reference to the entire lifecycle and keep the BGN06 referencing the BGN02. Using the same field for dual purposes makes for confusion
ANSWER

TX SET will investigate at the June Meeting.

12:00

· TX SET WORKSESSION
5.13.2003





5.12.2003
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