EDEWG Teleconference 2/3/2000

EDCs present: Allegheny, GPU, PECO, PPL, Duquesne, Penn Power
Suppliers present: Excelergy, DTE Co-Energy, Columbia Energy, Strategic Energy, Exelink, Energy America, Utility.com, CMS, Sterling Commerce, Energy Services Group, Exelon

Others: Intellimark, PUC

Agenda Items:

1. Review supplier consolidated billing 810 for any comments

2. Weekly update from the Seamless Move Subgroup

3. Weekly update of the EDI Internet Technical Subgroup

4. Review the status of outstanding Change Control requests

5. Address action item from last week on Interval Usage Summary. EGS’s to state which they prefer 867IU Summary or 867MU Summary w/X4 code.

6. Future testing in the state of Pennsylvania
1. Review supplier consolidated billing 810 for any comments

The 810 ESP Implementation Guide was released by 1/31/2000.

The goal is to have this document finalized by 2/16/2000.

Not many of the parties on the call had reviewed the document. It was requested that any comments be sent to the ListServer by next Wednesday, 2/9/2000. 

Review of other transactions when they are released:

Transactions
Primary Utility
Primary Suppliers

814 Enrollment, 814 Drop, 814 Change, 814 Reinstatement
Duquesne
Excelergy, Strategic Energy

867 Historical Usage, 867 Monthly Usage, 867 Interval Usage
PP&L
Energy Services Group, Exelon

810 LDC, 810 ESP
Allegheny
Exelon, PP&L Energy Plus

820 Remittance and Payment
Penn Power
George Behr

568 Collections and 248 Payment
UGI
Exelon

824 Application Advice
PECO
PPL Energy Plus

Note: The above chart contains corrections since last week’s meeting.

2. Weekly update from the Seamless Move Subgroup

There are a number of issues that people agreed are problems. 

Example: What is supplier does not market to new address area (supplier only markets to specific counties within a LDC service territory?

Example: What if the rate for the supplier (in rate ready) is different?

On a new account, PECO has identified that they only have a “pending” account until the meter read occurs. This

PP&L Access provided an update that the PP&L may also have a problem. They may have to bill with the utility for one month prior to having an active account. The account may be classified as a “pending” account for a month.

There was a fundamental difference on definition of seamless move.

Current plan is to have one more meeting to try to resolve the issues. Roni questioned whether any issues are PIC issues. If the issues can not be resolved, they should be brought to EDEWG. Any Chapter 56 issues should be brought to BCSs attention.

There was some question as to the reason for Seamless Move. It was stated that this was prioritized for the customer.

3. Weekly update of the EDI Internet Technical Subgroup

Joe Lindsay has drafted an “issues” list, and posted it to the ListServer earlier this week.

Although the current issue list is relatively small, the subteam believes that many more issues will be unsurfaced.

One of the suggestions from the last subteam call was that all utilities should be represented on the call.

PP&L Access voiced a concern that the issues are not being resolved in a timely manner for a June 2000 implementation. 

Duquesne is implementing GISB this weekend (2/6/2000). They will begin sending EDI files via Internet for their first trading partner beginning next week.

The next conference call is scheduled for 2/11/2000. 

It is hoped that we will be able to learn from Duquesne’s experience. 

4. Review the status of outstanding Change Control requests

Kim Wall posted a summary and each detail for thhe outstanding Change Control requests to the ListServer on 2/3/2000. Since not all parties had time to review them, it will be discussed on next week’s conference call. Each company that submitted a change request should inform Kim Wall (kawall@papl.com) and Diane Goff (dmgoff@gpu.com) whether their requests are still required.

7. Address action item from last week on Interval Usage Summary. EGS’s to state which they prefer 867IU Summary or 867MU Summary w/X4 code.

All suppliers on the call have stated that they would prefer to receive 867MU with an “X4” code.

· Excelergy can live with an “X4” or a “DD”.

· Exelon believes they need the “X4”.

Utilities that would be impacted by this decision: Allegheny and PP&L

Note: These utilities are not being requested to make this change.

Duquesne is currently coding this transaction, and wants to make sure they are delivering what the suppliers want. 

The “X4” code allows suppliers to realize this is an interval account. Additionally, some fields, such as meter number, are not required. 

For companies that send the 867 Interval Detail via an 867IU:

· PECO currently sends the “X4” code at the ACCOUNT level.

· GPU believes it is sending the “X4” code, but is sending the data at the METER level.

Suppliers indicated they would like to see a distinction between a utility sending summary data at the ACCOUNT level versus the METER level.  It was suggested that for utilities sending summary at the METER level to use a new code. There was discussion around the use of the “X5” code to indicate that. Duquesne indicated they wanted to implement the final method once, and were willing to use an “X5” if that was better for suppliers. Kim Wall will verify that “X5” is a valid code.

Action Item: 

GPU needs to verify how they are sending. 

Next Conference Call

The next conference call is scheduled for Thursday 2/10/2000 at 2:00 pm.

The phone number the (717) 901-0620.

