	TX SET Issue Tracking Request Form 


	TX SET Issue Tracking Number:
	2005-I014

	 Issue Status:
	Approved

	Last Modification Date:
	07/27/2006

	Retail Assignment Request Number:
	


	ISSUE SUBMITTER SECTION:

	Submitter Name:
	Submitting Company Name:  
	Date of Submission:

	Suzette M. Wilburn
	ERCOT 
	07/18/2005

	Submitter’s E-Mail Address:
	Phone Number:  
	Affected Transaction(s):

	swilburn@ercot.com
	512.248.3991
	810_03

	Issue Statement:  (Short description of issue)

	820_03 payments sent to the CR in a MOU/EC service territory are not invoice specific, therefore penalty charges incurred cannot be tied back to an original invoice, however the 810_03 TX SET guide requires the Invoice Number (REF~IK segment) when using the Late Payment Charge code (LPC001).



	Operational/System Impact: (What is the issue doing to your system and/or operations)

	Because the Invoice Number (REF~IK segment)  is required when using the Late Payment Charge code, we are forced to use a generic code in the 810_03 SAC04 data element with additional description in the 810_03 SAC15 data element.  



	Market Impact: (What is the issue doing to others)

	With the use of a generic code the TDSP is required to code logic that will read the additional text in the SAC15 data element, adding additional cost to look for this particular generic code in each of the 810_03 received.



	Desired Outcome: (What do you expect to change)

	There are a few solutions to this issue

1. Remove the requirement in the 810_03 IG to send the Invoice Number when using the Late Payment Charge code

2. Add a new code to the 810_03 specific to Penalty Payments that doesn’t require the Invoice Number to be sent when it’s used

3. Explore whether the Invoice Number should be included on the 820_03 sent by the MOU/EC TDSP so the CR can use it to more accurately apply penalty payments.




	TX SET DISCUSSION SECTION:

	Date of TX SET Discussion:
	Change Control Created (Y/N):
	Change Control Tracking Number:

	08.16.05, 4.26.06
	Y
	2006-699

	Discussion/Revision History:
	Referred to TX SET Subteam (Y/N):  
	

	What is the MOU/EC preference?  Do they want to see the invoice number included on the 820?  Does this charge get passed on to the Customer?  TX SET needs more requirement definition from the MOU/EC CRs before determined the recommended solution.  
01.26.06:  need to follow up with MOU/EC.
Updated 04/26/06 – MOU/EC were not available for this meeting, however Suzette Sondag remembered that there would need to be a correction to the 810_03 to remove the requirement for validation in the guide.   Kevin Clark will verify with Connie Hermes of STEC to see if this is still needed and should this be implemented with next release.  

Email Response from Kevin Clark and STEC 4/27/06:  

Here is the preliminary response from South Texas Electric Cooperative regarding this change control (attached). I will advise further information as received.

· Outcome 1 has the least impact on all parties involved.

· The penalty charges do get passed on to the customers.  

One of huge problems is the penalties regarding cancel/rebill where the payments have to match what is being cancelled.  When STEC has to send penalties that apply plus send charges that are current—if the TDSP cancel the current usage later—the market rejects because the amounts don’t match (what doesn’t match is the difference of the penalties).  This is a huge problem in the MOU/EC market.



	Recommended Resolution:

	Approved by TX SET on 07/27/06 for change control discussion 7/28/06- Suzette Sondag will write the change control for version 3.0 inclusion.  



