Texas SET Change Request Form 

Change Control #2004-645

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

	Requester’s Name: 
Tom Baum
	Company Name:  

ERCOT
	Phone #:  

512-248-6550

	Date of Request:
10/21/2004
	Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s):  824
	E-Mail Address: 

tbaum@ercot.com

	Implementation Version:
Future
	Origin of Change (RMS, Task Force, Working Group, etc.):

810/867
	Protocol Impact (Y/N):

N

	*Emergency (Y/N):

N
	Example’s Update Needed (Y/N): N
	BPO Update Needed (Y/N):

N

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

Add additional codes to the TED Segment and update gray boxes in the 824 per the 810/867 Workshop

1/12/2005 – This change control is being modified to allow the ‘API’ reject code to remain in the list of acceptable reject codes.  It was determined that ERCOT use of this code is still necessary and should not be removed from the 824.

Detail Explanation (Exactly what change is required? To which TX SET Standards? Why? Redline Example Required.  If Protocols need to be updated or is driving the change, please explain in the Detail Explanation.): 

Attached are recommendations developed by the 810/867 workshop.  This sheet also includes TX SET determinations.  


[image: image1.emf]FINAL 824_tb.xls


Below are redlined changes.



	NOTE: Requesters needs to fill out all fields above


For Change Control Manager Use Only:

	Date of TX SET Discussion:

	Expected Implementation Date:    


	SEF File Change (Y/N):


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

(Ready to test for this flight)
	Status (New, Approved, Tabled, Withdrawn):


	Description of Change (Text for Change Control Log and IG Summary of Changes):



	TX SET Discussion/Summary and Resolution:
Approved by TX SET – 11/17/04
Approved with revision to add the API code back with text ‘For ERCOT use only’ – 1/26/05

	*Emergency Priority
	Used for Change Requests 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.


Segment:
TED Technical Error Description


Position:
070


Loop:
TED        Optional


Level:
Detail


Usage:
Optional


Max Use:
1


Purpose:
To identify the error and, if feasible, the erroneous segment, or data element, or both


Syntax Notes:

Semantic Notes:

Comments:
1
If used, TED02 will contain a generic description of the data in error (e.g., part number, date, reference number, etc.).

	Notes:
	
	More than one rejection reason code may be sent, by repeating the TED Loop.

An 824 will not be used when the 867_04 read date is not the same as the scheduled meter read date provided on the 814_05

Required



	
	
	TED~848~A76


Data Element Summary


Ref.
Data



Des.
Element
Name
Attributes
	Must Use
	TED01
	647
	Application Error Condition Code
	M
	
	ID 1/3

	
	Code indicating application error condition

	 
	848
	
	Incorrect Data

	Must Use
	TED02
	3
	Free Form Message
	O
	
	AN 1/60

	
	Free-form text


	 
	008
	
	ESI ID exists but is not active

	
	For ERCOT Use Only

	 
	A13
	
	Other

	
	Explanation Required in NTE~ADD.

	 
	A76
	
	ESI ID Invalid or Not Found

	
	ESIID is not found or CR has not received 814_05

	 
	A83
	
	Invalid or Unauthorized Action

	
	Information provided was not supported in the Texas SET Standards.  This reject code is only used when a transaction fails TX SET Validation

	 
	A84
	
	Invalid Relationship

	
	Receiver obtained a document from an entity that has not established a relationship with the sender.

	 
	ABN
	
	Duplicate Request Received

	 
	ABO
	
	Corrected transaction received prior to cancellation or rejection transaction

	 
	API
	
	Required information missing

	
	Explanation Required in NTE~ADD.  May not be used in place of other, more specific error codes. For ERCOT Use Only

	 
	ASP
	
	After Service Period End Date

	
	Service Period Start Date is After Service Period End Date within the transaction

	 
	CAO
	
	Cancel Amount  not equal to Original

	
	810 Cancel Total Amount does not equal Original 810 Total Amount

	 
	CRI
	
	Cross Reference Number Invalid

	
	The cross reference number on the 810 does not match the cross reference number on an open 867, or the cross reference number provided on the 810 or 867 Cancel does not match the cross reference number on an open 867.

	 
	D76
	
	DUNS Number Invalid or Not Found

	 
	DDM
	
	Dates Do Not Match

	
	Valid for 810, 867

810: The Service Period Begin and End Dates do not match the same dates on an open 867.

867: The Service Period Dates do not match.  The Service Period End Date from the previous period does not match with the beginning date of current service period.  There is a gap in service periods.  For example, last read was August 27, and the first read was August 30.  

	
	DNM
	
	Date Not Matched

	
	Actual Switch Dates on 867_04 and Start Date on 867_03 monthly usage do not match.  NOTE:  These dates may not match in the event of a market back office clean up project

	 
	DIV
	
	Date Invalid

	
	Use NTE~ADD to further describe the invalid date.  Valid date format:  YYYYMMDD

	 
	I76
	
	Invoice Number Invalid or Missing

	 
	IMN
	
	Invalid Meter Number 

	
	Meter number on 867_03 does not match transactions (814_05, or 814_20).  

	 
	INT
	
	Interval Data Invalid or Not Found

	
	Valid for 867

	 
	MBW
	
	Missed Bill Window

	
	Resubmit Charges Next Cycle

Used by MCTDSP for consolidated billing.



	 
	MQM
	
	Meter Quantity Mismatch

	
	Meter information, Unmetered Device, or Unmetered Device Quantity does not match maintenance transaction.  814_20 does not match 867_03 or 810

	 
	MRI
	
	Incorrect Meter Role for ID Type

	 
	NLP
	
	No Late Payment Original Invoice

	
	Late Payment Charge does not reference an original 810 received

	 
	PCO
	
	Previously Cancelled Original

	
	Original transaction reference number on a cancel references a previously cancelled 810 or 867

	 
	RDF
	
	Read Dates in Future

	
	Read dates on 867 are in the future

	 
	SSS
	
	SAC Does Not Balance 

	
	SAC08 multiplied by SAC10 does not equal SAC05

	 
	SUM
	
	Sum of details does not equal total

	
	Valid for both the 810 and 867

	 
	TOU
	
	Incorrect TOU Period

	
	TRC
	
	Tariff Rate Code Mismatch

	
	The SAC04 code does not correspond with the correct amount of the tariff that relates to that code. Used on an 810 Only.


_1168256903.xls
Key

		

				Column Header		Description

				Code		Current code. New code means that we believe that a new code should be developed

				Definition		Shows the short description of the validation

				Yellow and white rows		The white are the codes and description of what we are using them for. Underneath, in the yellow rows are a breakdown of those validations.. The yellow are also the new codes which the CR's have agreed upon that should be put into a new version of TX SET.

				Comments		Notes or more information on the scenario.

				TX SET Code		The scenario that has occurred and more information around the validation

				Free Form REF03		CR's would put more information in the REF03.

				Gray Box recommendations

				TDSP Comments		For use by the TDSP's

				TDSP Summary		Added by TDSPs to Summarize information

				Decision (Consensus or Majority)		Whether task force was unanimous in its conclusion or if a vote was required.

				Workshop Reccommendation		The recommendation that was reached by the task force (including clarifying notes





Ercot Validations

		Ercot loadstar validations

		ESIID/RESID does not exist

		Usage sent does not coincide with current ESIID/RESID history record

		Sender is not the owner of ESIID/RESID (Incorrect MRE-DUNS)

		Transaction will create a gap

		Transaction will create an overlap

		Transaction Start-time occurs after or is equal to transaction Stop-time

		Cancellation does not match an existing read

		Transaction does not conform to system standards

		Incorrect interval status

		Incorrect interval status

		No interval data submitted for IDR meter

		Incorrect meter type

		Incorrect meter role

		Usage value for specific TOU period was expected but not submitted

		Usage value for specific TOU period was not expected but was submitted

		Total usage does not equal sum of TOU periods

		Total usage is over allowable threshold

		TOU Status Unknown.

		Negative usage found.

		Data not loaded/cancelled. ERCOT is the MRE of the ESIID/RESID.

		Stoptime minus Starttime exceeds 184 days for data submitted

		Data does not contain whole (24 hour) days

		Time frame of data submitted spans a MRE change

		Time frame of the data submitted spans a PROFILE change

		Time frame of the data submitted spans a REP change.

		ESIID not setup to receive IDR DATA

		01 transaction not processed. Matching 00 in same load attempt

		00 transaction not processed. Matching 01 in same load attempt





TX SET 1.6 824 TED Rejects

		

						008				ESI ID exists but is not active

						A13				Other

														Explanation Required in NTE~ADD.

						A76				ESI ID Invalid or Not Found

						A83				Invalid or Unauthorized Action

														Information provided was not supported in the Texas SET Standards.

						A84				Invalid Relationship

														Receiver obtained a document from an entity that has not established a relationship with the sender.

						ABN				Duplicate Request Received

						ABO				Corrected transaction received prior to cancellation or rejection transaction

						API				Required information missing

														Explanation Required in NTE~ADD.  May not be used in place of other, more specific error codes.

						CRI				Cross Reference Number Invalid

														The cross reference number provided on the 810 or 867 Cancel does not match the cross reference number on an open 867.

						D76				DUNS Number Invalid or Not Found

						DDM				Dates Do Not Match

														Valid for 810, 867

														810: The Service Period Begin and End Dates do not match the same dates on an open 867.

														867: The Service Period Dates do not match.  The Service Period End Date from the previous period does not match with the beginning date of current service period.  There is a gap in service periods.  For example, last read was August 27, and the first read was August 30.

						DIV				Date Invalid

														Use NTE~ADD to further describe the invalid date

						I76				Invoice Number Invalid or Missing

						INT				Interval Data Invalid or Not Found

														Valid for 867

						MBW				Missed Bill Window

														Resubmit Charges Next Cycle

														Used by MCTDSP for consolidated billing.

						MRI				Incorrect Meter Role for ID Type

						SUM				Sum of details does not equal total

						TOU				Incorrect TOU Period





TDSP Comments to Validations

		Number		Code		Definition		Comments		TX SET Code		Free Form - REF03		Gray Box Recommendation		TDSPs comments		TDSPs Summary		Decision      (Consensus or Majority)		Workshop Recommendation		TX SET Subgroup Meeting - 08.31.2004		Updates included in TX SET Change Control

		1		A76 -  Total of 5123 rejects received, 60 days		ESI ID invalid or not found		A separate code would help the TDSP distinguish which scenario was applicable..		Currently used. Exist today in A76						A BPO should be created to include the following instructions:                                                                                                                                                          To be used by the CR when :  
1. The ESI ID is not found in CR’s system and CR does not have a record of a pending MVI, MVO, Switch, Safety Net Move-in Request and/or an acknowledgement accepting a Cancellation.   
2. This would apply to the Rejection of the 810 and 867 transactions		(Conditional )       Reject only valid if the CR has no pending MVI, MVO, Switch, Safety Net or 997 accepting a cancellation.  May only be used to reject the 810 or 867 SET transactions		Consensus		Agreement that clarification language be added to the SET Transactions stating that this is only used when the ESI ID does not exist and when there are no pending transactions  Either added to the BPO or to the gray box: TX SET will make this determination.
(The 997 language in the TDSP Comments/Summary is not applicable)		Add gray box clarification to the A76 reject code		Existing Code Updated

A76 - ESI ID Invalid or Not Found

Added Graybox Text - "ESIID is not found or CR has not received 814_05"

		2		New		ESI ID invalid		Bad ESI ID - does not meet TX SET validation		Exists today in A76				New code or clear clarification in graybox		No new code necessary - If transaction fails TX SET validations, CRs should generate a negative 997.		Current market transactions and procedures address reject through the 997.		Consensus		No  New Code - Use A76
(The 997 language in the TDSP Comments/Summary is not applicable)		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		3		New		ESI ID invalid or new		Does not exist in CR database - CR has not sent or received a current enrollment transaction (814_05, 814_14, 814_22)		Exists today in A76, recommend that CRs currently using A83 or A84 to use this new code				New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid Rejection if the order (response to initiating transation) is not in scheduled status at ERCOT indicating that the TDSP has generated the 814_04, 814_25,  814_13,  to ERCOT for the gaining CR  and ERCOT generated the 815_05, 814_06, 814_28 or 814_22 to the losing CR		( Conditional )    Reject only valid if the transaction is not in scheduled status at ERCOT, via portal or website.		Consensus		Believe that extending the 2 day timeframe to 5 days will fix this.
This was agreed to by the TDSPs.  The 5 day rule WILL be extended.  Need some follow up on when the 5 day rule is officially in place

Would like the 824 workgroup to re-visit this in six months to a year AFTER the rule has been implemented for evaluation that the problem has in fact been solved or is minimal enough to work manually.		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		4		New		ESI ID invalid or new		Received an monthly read or monthly invoice and have a pending 814_06 or 814_25		Exists today in A76		Distinguish which transaction 
is missing		New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid rejection when 1.)  transaction has been cancelled by customer objection, or 2.) the TDSP has responded to an 814_08 with a 814_09 accept.  If the TDSP responds with the 814_09 reject, the 810 or 867 may not be rejected, or		( Conditional)		Consensus		Believe that extending the 2 day timeframe to 5 days will fix this.
This was agreed to by the TDSPs.  The 5 day rule WILL be extended.  Need some follow up on when the 5 day rule is officially in place

Would like a group to re-visit this in six months to a year AFTER the rule has been implemented for evaluation that the problem has in fact been solved or is minimal enough to work manually.		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		5		New		ESI ID invalid or new		Received a final read or invoice and have not received an 814_06 or sent an 814_24		Exists today in A76				New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid rejection if the order (response to initiating transation) is not in scheduled status at ERCOT indicating that the TDSP has not generated the 814_04, 814_25,  814_13,  to ERCOT for the gaining CR  and ERCOT generated the 815_05, 814_06, 814_28 or 814_22 to the losing CR		(conditonal)		Consensus		Not a reject scenario due to added days for validation (5). 
Believe that extending the 2 day timeframeto 5 days will fix this.
This was agreed to by the TDSPs.  The 2 day rule  WILL be extended to 5 days.  Need some follow up on when the 5 day rule is officially in place
 
Would like a group to re-visit this in six months to a year AFTER the rule has been implemented for evaluation that the problem has in fact been solved or is minimal enough to work manually.		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		6		New		ESI ID invalid or new		CR received a 814_08 cancel, 814_09 accept or 814_28 unexecuteable		Exists today in A76		Indicate whether the cancel is for a termination event
 or enrollment event		New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid if the Order is in "Cancelled by Customer Objection" status at ERCOT or TDSP responds to 814_08 with an 814_09 valid rejection. Not a valid reject If the order is in scheduled status at ERCOT indicating that the TDSP has generated the 814_04, 814_25,  814_13,  to the gaining CR  and  ERCOT has created an 815_05, 814_06, 814_28 or 814_22 to the losing CR		(Conditional )		Consensus		Stacking Solution is designed to fix this with a response driven cancel process for all cancels.

Would like a group to re-visit this in six months to a year AFTER stacking has been implemented for evaluation that the problem has in fact been solved or is minimal enough to work manually.		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		7		008 234 total rejections received		ESI ID not found		2.0 will be changing this to mean retired ESI ID and will only be used by Ergot.		ERCOT ONLY						Valid 824		Valid		Consensus		CR will not send the 008 code/ Reject for ERCOT only		Add gray box clarification to the 008 reject code		Existing Code Updated

008 - ESI ID exists but is not active

Added Graybox Text "For ERCOT Use Only"

		8		DDM - 1453 total rejects received		Dates Don’t Match		Gap or overlap in service periods from the previous start and end dates on 810 or 867		Exists today in DDM				New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid 824		Valid		Consensus		All agree		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		9		DDM		Dates Don’t Match		Date on 867 does not match Date on 810 or 810 date does not match 867		Exists today in DDM				New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid 824		Valid		Consensus		All agree		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		10		New		Dates Don’t Match or new		Start Period Date within 867_04 is not within 2 days the scheduled meter read date of the enrollment event		Exist today. CR is using A76 currently for 824 reject						Not Valid - The TDSP generates the 814_04 (814_05) as a scheduled/estimated date.  There is no requirement identifed within the TX market to establish a 2 day requirement.		Not Valid		Consensus		CR will not send the 824 to reject the 810s / 867_04s when the read date is different from the scheduled date on the enrollment event.
Implementation should not be ANY later than the next TX SET version.  CRs will research whether it can be done earlier than that. Need specific action item from CR's for notification.		Added clarification to the TED gray box		TED Segment Notes Updated

Added Graybox Text "An 824 will not be used when the 867_04 read date is not the same as the scheduled meter read date provided on the 814_05"

		11		New		Dates Don’t Match or new		Start Period Date does not match the read date in the 867_04		Exist today.  CR is using currently using DDM						Valid -  The 867_04 and 867_03 dates should match.               Note:  Dates may not match if transactions are part of a Market back-office clean-up project		Valid		Consensus		TX SET should add a new code to specifically identify this scenario for the 867		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "DNM - Date Not Matched" 

Graybox Text "Actual Switch Dates on 867_04 and Start Date on 867_03 monthly usage do not match.  NOTE:  These dates may not match in the event of a market back office clean up project"

		12		New		Dates Don’t Match or new		End Period Date does is not within 2 days of the scheduled termination event - 814_25 or 814_06, 814_11		CR is currently using DDM						Not Valid - The CR should be using there 867_03F as the termination date for the event.   Similar issue to item number 10:  There is no requirement identified within the TX market to establish a 2 day requirement.		Not Valid		Consensus		Same as # 10		Is covered by the clarification added to the TED gray box		TED Segment Notes Updated (Same as Row 10)

Added Graybox Text "An 824 will not be used when the 867_04 read date is not the same as the scheduled meter read date provided on the 814_05"

		13		New		Dates Don’t Match or new		Start Read Date cannot be greater than 180 days prior to date of receipt on an invoice or meter read. Pending PUC Rule		CR is currently using DDM						Defer pending Customer Protection adoption:  Exceptions identified: 1). inadvertent switches,(2) back office clean-up and (3), tampering situations may allow dates inexcess of 180 days		( conditional )		Consensus		For inadvertent switches, the Inadvertent switch task force will handle the resolution.

Remainder should be deferred and governed by the PUC ruling around this issue

Re-evaluate after MIMO		Added to TX SET Workbook Action Items as an open item to be reviewed in 6 months		N/A

		14		D76-  46 total rejects received		Duns Number invalid or not found		Sender or Receiver DUNS number within transactions is invalid		CR is currently using D76						Valid 824  - Safety Net submitted with one Duns Number and then the EDI comes in another Duns Number.  TDSP will have to work with CR.  Enter a new tenant and backdate to the original start date of the Safety Net using the appropriate Duns Number.		Valid		Consensus		Consensus as stated		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		15		CRI - 40 total rejects recieved		Cross Reference Number Invalid		Cross reference number on 810 does not match open 867 or vis versa depending on which is read last		CR is currently using CRI						Valid 824 - Cross reference numbers should match between the 810 and 867_03		Valid		Consensus		Consensus as stated		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		16		New		Cross Reference Number Invalid		If the original transaction reference number 810 or 867 cancel doesn’t match the original 810/867		CR is currently using CRI				New code or clear clarification in graybox, cancel of cancel, cancel for something not received		Valid Reject:    reference item above		Valid -  no new code necessary		Consensus		TX SET will add clarification to the grey box on this reject code		Added gray box clarification to the CRI code		Existing Code Updated

CRI - Cross Reference Number Invalid

Updated Graybox Text "The cross reference number on the 810 does not match the cross reference number on an open 867, or the cross reference number provided on the 810 or 867 Cancel does not match the cross reference number on an open 867."

		17		New		Cross Reference Number Invalid		Original transaction reference number on a cancel references a previously cancelled 810 or 867		CR is currently using CRI				New code or clear clarification in graybox, 2 cancels with unique reference numbers for 1 original, or original 810 has already been rejected with an 824		Need more clarification on this reject reason.  Is the CR saying that the TDSP sent two cancels that were the same?    TDSP needs the ability to correct ERCOT daily errors.  (This may result in the same transaction being sent out to the CR.)		Additional info needed from CRs		Consensus		TX SET Will add a new code for this particular scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "PCO - Previously Cancelled Original" 

Graybox Text - "Original transaction reference number on a cancel references a previously cancelled 810 or 867"

		18		New		Late Payment invalid		Late Paymt Charge does not reference an original 810 received		CR is currently using CRI				New code or clear clarification in graybox		I76 - number 32 are these not the same????  Why have duplicates error codes?		Valid, but no new code is needed		Consensus		TX SET Will add a new code for this particular scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "NLP - No Late Payment Original Invoice" 

Graybox Text - "Late Payment Charge does not reference an original 810 received"

		19		ABN - 3340 tootal rejects received		Complete Duplicate		Duplicate of 810 invoice		CR is currently using ABN.						Valid but not necessary - No response is generated from TDSP,  consider eliminating EV rejections		Valid - Consider eliminating		Consensus		ABN code is valid - continue using EV		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		20		API - 99 total rejects received		Required information missing		May Not be Needed - may fall into other reject codes		????						Remove this Reject Code as an option.		Agree		Consensus		Remove this Reject Code as an option.		removed		API Code removed from TED Segment

1/12/2005 - It was determined that ERCOT use of this code is still necessary and should not be removed from the 824.

		21		ABO 3340 (combined with ABN) total rejects received.		Duplicate Service Period		Duplicate Service Period - different transaction reference numbers for same service period, could be same as current ABO reject.		CR is currently using ABO						Clarification - Is this about BGN06 number or REFTN on the 867_03.  Need more detail.		Additional info requested		Consensus		ABO code covers this scenario		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		22		A84 No rejects received		Invalid Relationship		Not certified - what is the new TX SET Reject code used for this?								Need more clarification on this reject reason.		Additional information is needed		Consensus		This is a one off scenario, not an 824 reject reason		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		23		A83 2083 total rejects received		Invalid or Unauthorized Action		TX SET Validation - suggest that CRs use other reject codes defined in this spreadsheet								Agree		Agree		Consensus		TX SET Validation - suggest that CRs use other reject codes defined in this spreadsheet		Added gray box clarification to the A83 code		Existing Code Updated

A83 - Invalid or Unauthorized Action

Updated Graybox Text "Information provided was not supported in the Texas SET Standards.  This reject code is only used when a transaction fails TX SET Validation"

		24		A13  - 443 total rejections received		Other		We reserve the right to use this if the scenario does not fall into one of the other scenarios above.								Not Valid - Need specific reasons why rejections occur.  If the CR needs new codes then they should go through the proper channels to get a new code established.		TDSPs Agree with CRs comments on this item		Consensus		A13 is valid for the reasons the CRs specified		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		25		New		Invalid 810 Charges		Invalid according to TDSP tariffs		A13				New Code		This should be a Dispute Only and not a reject of the transaction		Dispute not a Reject		Consensus		The reject is only valid if the SAC04 code does not correspond with the correct amount of the tarriff that relates to that code.  TX SET to create a new code(s)
Everything else is a dispute.		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "TRC - Tariff Rate Code Mismatch" 

Graybox Text - "The SAC04 code does not correspond with the correct amount of the tariff that relates to that code. Used on an 810 Only."

		26		New		Invalid 810		810 Cancel Total Amount does not equal Original 810 Total Amount								Valid reject		Valid		Consensus		TX SET to create a new code to specifically identify this scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "CAO - Cancel Amount  not equal to Original" 

Graybox Text - "810 Cancel Total Amount does not equal Original 810 Total Amount"

		27		New		Invalid 810 Discretionary charge		Discretionary charge cannot come on a separate invoice. Some CR's are receiving discretionary charges on a separate invoice.								Not valid.  Discretionary invoices are allowed on separate invoices. ( Ref: Texas Set )		Not Valid		Consensus		TX SET to document/ validate these scenarios		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		28		DIV 138 total rejects received		Date Invalid		Incorrect format of Date		DIV						Valid reject  - Texas Set Requirement 997 Reject		Valid		Consensus		Valid for Date FORMAT - TX SET to clarify if necessary		Added gray box clarification to the DIV code		Existing Code Updated

DIV - Date Invalid

Updated Graybox Text "Use NTE~ADD to further describe the invalid date.  Valid date format:  YYYYMMDD"

		29		DIV or new		Date Invalid		Service Period Start Date is After Service Period End Date						New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid reject		Valid		Consensus		TX SET to create a new code to specifically identify this scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "ASP - After Service Period End Date" 

Graybox Text - "Service Period Start Date is After Service Period End Date within the transaction"

		30		DIV or new		Date Invalid		Read Dates in the Future						New code or clear clarification in graybox		Valid reject		Valid		Consensus		TX SET to create a new code to specifically identify this scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "RDF - Read Dates in Future" 

Graybox Text - "Read dates on 867 are in the future"

		31		I76 - 516 total rejects received		Invoice number invalid or missing		TX SET Validation -		I76						Valid reject - Texas SET Requirement 997 Reject		Valid		Consensus		No change needed		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		32		I76				Original Invoice not found for B2B charges to be applied		I76						Valid only if TDSP never sent the original 810.  Meaning that if the CR does not load the original 810 due to system issues or any other reason the CR should not reject the B2B Penalty invoice.		Valid ( conditional )		Consensus		Reference # 18 - use the same code created there for this scenario		Captured in the gray box created from line item 18		New Code Added "NLP - No Late Payment Original Invoice"  (Same as 18)

Graybox Text - "Late Payment Charge does not reference an original 810 received"

		33		INT No rejects received		Interval Data invalid or Not Found		Valid for 867 only - received interval data when classified as summary ESI ID or vis versa								Valid for IDR 867_03 transactions only if the Profile is IDR.  If the CR is finding that their profile data shows NIDR and TDSP is sending IDR interval data the CR needs to validate Profile data with ERCOT.		Additional info needed, however this  may not be necessary		Consensus		One off - not to use an 824 for this scenario, CR will work with the TDSP		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		34		MBW - No rejects received		Missed Bill Window		Used for MC TDSP only								N/A		No comments						no changes made to the 824		N/A

		35		MRI - No rejects received		Incorrect Meter Role for ID type		May Not be Needed - may fall into other reject codes								Role - mean type .  If type is valid.		Valid		Consensus		Meter Type, not Role.  MRI description to be updated to reflect this.  Code is valid.		b. reily to follow up with d. odle for clarification		No Change Made

		36		SUM 34 total rejects		Sum of Details does not equal total		Only used on 810								Valid reject		Valid		Consensus		This should apply to both the 810 and the 867		Added gray box clarification to the SUM code		Existing Code Updated

SUM - Sum of details does not equal total

Updated Graybox Text "Valid for both the 810 and 867"

		37		TOU - no rejects received		Incorrect TOU Period										TDSP requires further clarification on what CR is meaning on TOU Period?   Before TDSP can comment effectively.		?? Has this occurred?  TDSP's suggest no changes necessary.		Consensus		Could not identify a scenario - no change necessary		no changes made to the 824		N/A

		38		New				SAC08 multiplied by SAC10 does not equal SAC05						Possible New Code		Valid reject		Valid		Consensus		TX SET to create a new code to specifically identify this scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "SSS - SAC Does Not Balance"

Graybox Text - "SAC08 multiplied by SAC10 does not equal SAC05"

		39		New		Meter Number on 867_03 does not match maintenance  transactions		Meter number on 867_03 is incorrect based on Maintenance transactions received (814_05, 814_20)  or did not receive the 814_20 prior to the 867_03						New Code		Valid reject- but TDSP cannot be responsible for sequencing of events or transactions by ERCOT or CR.  CR's should hold transactions for 4 days to allow CR and/or ERCOT systems time to process orders.		( conditional )		Consensus		Valid Reject,  TDSP not responsible for sequencing  timming issues,  CR should hold transaction for 4 days to allow systems time to process orders.This is agreed to.  TX SET to create a new code for this specific scenario		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "IMN - Invalid Meter Number"

Graybox Text - "Meter number on 867_03 does not match transactions (814_05, or 814_20)."

		40		New		Meter Information on 867_03 does not match maintenance  transactions		Meter info incorrect - Meter Type, meter multiplier, exchange date on 867_03 is incorrect based on Maintenance transactions received (814_05, 814_20)  or did not receive the 814_20 prior to the 867_03								Valid reject- but TDSP cannot be responsible for sequencing of events or transactions by ERCOT or CR.  CR's should hold transactions for 4 days to allow CR and/or ERCOT systems time to process orders.		( conditional )		Consensus		Same as above (same code)		Need new code, added gray box clarification		New Code Added "MQM - Meter Quantity Mismatch"

Graybox Text - "Meter information, Unmetered Device, or Unmetered Device Quantity does not match maintenance transaction.  814_20 does not match 867_03 or 810"

		41		New		Unmetered Device on 867_03 does not match Maintenance Transactions		Unmetered device information is incorrect - Device Type, device type description on 867_03 is incorrect based on Maintenance transactions received (814_05, 814_20) or did not receive the 814_20 prior to the 867_03								Valid reject- but TDSP cannot be responsible for sequencing of events or transactions by ERCOT or CR.  CR's should hold transactions for 4 days to allow CR and/or ERCOT systems time to process orders.		( conditional )		Consensus		Same as above (same code)		Captured in the gray box created from line item 40		New Code Added "MQM - Meter Quantity Mismatch" (Same as 40)

Graybox Text - "Meter information, Unmetered Device, or Unmetered Device Quantity does not match maintenance transaction.  814_20 does not match 867_03 or 810"

		42		New		Unmetered Device quantity on 867_03 does not match Maintenance Transactions		Unmetered device quantity is incorrect based on Maintenance transactions received (814_05, 814_20)								We do not see these currently.  The quantity should match the 867_03.		Additonal info required, TDSP's feel may not be necessary		Consensus		Same as above (same code)		Captured in the gray box created from line item 40		New Code Added "MQM - Meter Quantity Mismatch" (Same as 40)

Graybox Text - "Meter information, Unmetered Device, or Unmetered Device Quantity does not match maintenance transaction.  814_20 does not match 867_03 or 810"

																						*Five Day Rule Language: Effective as of the approval of this spreadsheet, the TDSPs agree to extend the validation timeframe to 5 days





Updated TED Segment

		





  Segment:   TED  Technical Error Description     Position:   070     Loop:   TED        Optional     Level:   Detail     Usage:   Optional     Max Use:   1     Purpose:   To identify the error and, if feasible, the erroneous segment, or data element, or  both     Syntax Notes:     Semantic Notes :     Comments:   1   If used, TED02 will contain a generic description of the data in error (e.g.,  part number, date, reference number, etc.).   Notes:   More than one rejection reason code may be sent, by repeating the TED Loop.     An 824 will not be used when the 8 67_04 read date is not the same as the scheduled  meter read date provided on the 814_05     Required       TED~848~A76     Data Element Summary     Ref.   Data       Des.   Element   Name   Attributes   Must Use  TED01  647  Application Error Condition Code  M   ID 1/3    Code indicati ng application error condition      848   Incorrect Data   Must Use  TED02  3  Free Form Message  O   AN 1/60    Free - form text          008   ESI ID exists but is not active    For ERCOT Use Only      A13   Other    Explanation Required in NTE~ADD.      A76   ESI ID Invalid or  Not Found    ESIID is not found or CR has not received 814_05      A83   Invalid or Unauthorized Action    Information provided was not supported in the Texas  SET Standards.   This reject code is only used when a  transaction fails TX SET Validation      A84   Inval id Relationship    Receiver obtained a document from an entity that has  not established a relationship with the sender.      ABN   Duplicate Request Received      ABO   Corrected transaction received prior to cancellation or  rejection transaction      ASP   After Service Period End Date    Service Period Start Date is After Service Period End  Date within the transaction      CAO   Cancel  Amount  not equal to Original  




 810 Cancel Total Amount does not equal Original 810  Total Amount      CRI   Cross Reference Number Invalid    The cross reference number  on the 810 does not match  the cross reference number on an open 867, or the cross  reference  number  provided on the 810 or 867 Cancel  does not match the cross reference number on an open  867.      D76   DUNS Number Invalid or Not Found      DDM   Dates Do Not Match    Valid for 810, 867   810: The Service Period Begin and End Dates do not  match the same d ates on an open 867.   867: The Service Period Dates do not match.  The  Service Period End Date from the previous period does  not match with the beginning date of current service  period.  There is a gap in service periods.  For example,  last read was August  27, and the first read was August  30.      DNM   Date N ot  M atched    Actual Switch Dates on 867_04 and Start Date on  867_03 monthly usage do not match.  NOTE:  These  dates may not match in the event of a market back office  clean up project      DIV   Date Invali d    Use NTE~ADD to further describe the invalid date .   Valid date format:  YYYYMMDD      I76   Invoice Number Invalid or Missing      IMN   Invalid Meter Number     Meter number on 867_03 does not match transactions  (814_05, or 814_20).        INT   Interval Data In valid or Not Found    Valid for 867      MBW   Missed Bill Window    Resubmit Charges Next Cycle   Used by MCTDSP for consolidated billing.        MQM   Meter Quantity Mismatch    Meter information, Unmetered Device, or Unmetered  Device Quantity does not match mainten ance  transaction.  814_20 does not match 867_03 or 810      MRI   Incorrect Meter Role for ID Type      NLP   No Late Payment Original Invoice    Late Payment Charge does not reference an original 810  received      PCO   Previously Cancelled Original    Original tran saction reference number on a cancel  references a previously cancelled 810 or 867      RDF   Read Dates in Future    Read dates on 867 are in the future      SSS   SAC Does Not Balance     SAC08 multiplied by SAC10 does not equal SAC05      SUM   Sum of details does  not equal total  




 Valid for both the 810 and 867      TOU   Incorrect TOU Period    TRC   Tariff Rate Code Mismatch    The SAC04 code does not correspond with the correct  amount of the tariff that relates to that code. Used on an  810 Only.    





