ANR Pipeline

TPW Comments


THESE COMMENTS MIRROR THOSE OF TRANSCANADA ON TPW.  CHAIRS COMMENTS ARE ALSO APPLICABLE TO TRANSCANADA’S COMMENTS.
1) Prefer that only one transaction set grid exist in the document for Transaction Set Data - i.e. not one for Test and one for Production. Suggested changes to make this possible are as follows
(a) Take the ISA Qualifier and ISA id fields out of the grid (ISA05, ISA06, ISA07 and ISA08)
(b) Add two additional rows in the header box on the Trading Partner Worksheet 

(i) Test ISA Interchange Qualifier / ID

(ii) Production ISA Interchange Qualifier / ID


(c) Add an additional column in the transaction set grid to indicate whether the transaction set is for Test, Production or both i.e. (T,P,B)
For Transaction Set Information CHAIRS recommend accepting these comments subject to corrections made for formatting (See CHAIR TPW Response).
2) Re the field HTTP to/from tag (DUNS Number) under Communication Specifications
(a) I have seen customers refer to this as NAESB Common Code identifier or just common code.  Since error messages associated with the ‘to’ or ‘from’ field reference common code in the description i.e. EEDM100 Missing ‘from’ Common Code Identifier code or EEDM106 Invalid ‘to’ Common Code identifier can we make this more descriptive.
[CHAIRS AGREE WITH THIS COMMENT]

(b) In addition customers are not just using their DUNS Number for the HTTP to/from tag – i.e. in some instances they are adding a suffix to differentiate the production from the test environment.  The Communication specifications section needs to allow both test and production values to be entered.
[CHAIRS AGREE WITH THIS COMMENT]

3) Contact Information – For Technical and Business Representative Contacts change the form to allow primary and secondary contact information.
[CHAIRS AGREE WITH THIS COMMENT]

