EDEWG Teleconference 2/10/2000

EDCs present: Allegheny, GPU, PECO, PPL, Duquesne, Penn Power, UGI
Suppliers present: Excelergy, DTE Co-Energy, Columbia Energy, Strategic Energy, Exelink, Energy America, CMS, Sterling Commerce, Energy Services Group, Exelon, Reliant Energy, PG Energy, Touchstone Energy, PP&L Energy Plus, CNG, Shell Energy, Allegheny Energy, Utility.com, DTE Edision America

Others: PUC

Agenda

1.  Review any comments to the outstanding Change Control request

spreadsheet.

2.  Review any comments to the supplier consolidated billing 810

Transaction.

3.  Multiple issues regarding the 867 Transaction:

   a.  Feedback from last week's discussion on Interval Summary

Transactions.

   b.  Cancel/Rebill across multiple bill periods with a difference in

percent participation.

   c.  Interpretation of the DTM*150 in the 867IU Transaction.

4.  Weekly status of the Seamless Move sub-group.

5.  Weekly status of the EDI Internet Technical sub-group.

PECO/UGI have been working on the Gas EDI standards for their jurisdictions. 

They have completed all of the 814 transactions, the 568 Collections, the 820 Remittance/Payments, 248 Write Offs. The next conference call is scheduled is

EGS Consolidated Billing

It was determined that the last implementation guide sent out was outdated. Diane Goff will resend the current implementation guide. A conference call will be held on Tuesday, 2/15/2000 at 1:00 to discuss any questions relating to Supplier Consolidated Billing.

867 Issues

Cancel / Rebill when change in Percent Participation

When an 867 cancel is sent, it is per month, the rebill is often across a range of months.

There is concern that a rebill for a new period may span more than one percent participation.

· PP&L, Allegheny, Duquesne:  Will send an 867 for first percent participation, second 867 for second percent participation.  

· GPU, PECO, UGI: Does not apply

· Penn Power: Will cancel / rebill for each month

This issue is resolved. No additional changes are needed. All EDCs send separate 867s for rebills that span the percent participation change.

Questions on peak / off peak / total

Assumption made by one supplier: If On Peak / Off Peak present, it will equal the Total. The Total should equal the Billed Summary loop.

PP&L stated the kwh would equal, but demand may not

· The sum of the each meter’s total kwh (as reported in the SU loop) will usually equal the billed kwh (as reported in the BB loop), but if there are any special billing rules, the billed kwh may be different.

· The Summary loop (SU) should have the subtractive meters reduced from the total, as well as not including the ignored quantity.

It was discussed that the data to be used in supplier billing would depend on the supplier’s contract with the customer.

This issue is resolved.

DTM 150/151 date:

GPU, Duquesne would have a period end date of 2/4, next month start is 2/5.

PPL, PECO, Penn Power, Allegheny send a period end date of 2/4, next month start is 2/5.

There appears to be a work around as it relates Rate Ready 

There is concern when GPU moves to Bill Ready that this will cause a problem. 

Action Item: Suppliers were asked to review what problems this may cause when GPU goes to Bill Ready.

Supplier Mid-period Rate Changes in Bill Ready:

If a supplier has a mid-period (off-cycle) rate change, they would like to send two 867s, one for each sub-period. The utility would then reject it.

One suggestion was to have the supplier send multiple SAC segments. The supplier could then put the date in the description of the charge. 

There is no plan to change the standard: The service period start and end on the Bill Ready 810 must match the service period start and end from the 867.

Seamless Move Update

There have been a number of emails this week concerning the scope and definition of the seamless move.

Many of the issues identified on earlier calls still remain open.

Some have had proposed resolution:

· If a supplier does not serve the new location, the supplier would be required to serve that customer for at least one month.

· If a customer moves to a location which has a different utility rate class, the supplier would be required to serve that customer at the original rate for at least one month (Rate Ready)

Other issues still remain open (example below):

· Concurrent Service: If a customer does not know when they will request termination of their original service, or it exceeds ‘X’ (such as 30) days, some parties believe this may be a seamless move, others believe it is multiple services. 

· Penn Power stated that a quick review of Chapter 56 shows that a customer balance can not be transferred after 30 days.

Suppliers were requested to voice their opinion on some of the proposed resolutions.

· Energy America, Columbia, DTE Edison America are all reviewing the issues. 

It has been mentioned that some suppliers have contracts that state if you move, the contract is voided.

Brandon re-iterated that many EDI transactions will be affected by the implementation of Seamless Move. He is encouraging all suppliers who serve the residential market to participate in this topic since they will be affected. Overall, the number of suppliers participating in this effort is fairly low, and Brandon as well at the utilities are concerned about how some of the assumptions being made will affect the suppliers serving the residential market.

Brandon recommended that the Seamless Move group outline each issue. He would like to see it presented in a format other than the spreadsheet format currently being maintained. The issues would then be reviewed with Roni Smith.

Action Item: PECO, Duquesne, and Exelon will develop this list.

EDI Internet Subgroup

This group has a conference call scheduled for 2/11/2000 at 10:00 (717) 901-0620.

CDS subgroup

This group has a conference call scheduled for 2/11/2000 at 1:00 (717) 901-0620.

Next EDEWG Call

Next conference is scheduled for Thursday, 2/17/2000 at 2:00 (717) 901-0620. 

