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During the Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee discussion of the re-design of the Capacity Release related data sets, the question of how to handle validation codes and messages was raised.  With the elimination of the requirement for EDI for the Offer, Bid and Withdrawal upload data sets, it will no longer be necessary to have corresponding EDI Quick Response data sets.  Therefore validation code values would not be needed.  The issue is whether it is still necessary to have standardized validation messages (currently referred to as code value descriptions).  The Joint IR/Technical Subcommittee would like BPS to determine how to proceed.  Some options are:

· Continue to use standardized validation messages.

· TSP defined validation messages only.  This option would necessitate the addition of a standard that says the TSP can develop its own validation messages.  It would also be necessary to develop rules around the contents of the validation message, such as, any message must reference applicable NAESB defined data elements or abbreviations.

· Similar to how Notice Types were handled, have a NAESB validation message and the ability to append it with additional TSP-defined validation message(s).

· Keep the existing validation messages and any new validation messages are solely be developed by each TSP.  This option would necessitate the addition of a standard that says the TSP can develop its own validation messages.  It would also be necessary to develop rules around the contents of the validation message, such as, any message must reference applicable NAESB defined data elements or abbreviations.

