EDEWG Call 12/14/2000

EDCs present: GPU, PECO, PPL, Duquesne Light, Allegheny Power, UGI, Penn Power

Suppliers present: New Energy, Excelergy, NYSEG, Strategic Energy, Electric America, Allegheny Energy, Energy Services Group, New Power, PPL Energy Plus, First Energy, US Power Solutions

Others: Intellimark, PUC
Agenda

· Discussion of EDEWG Test Plan 

· Review Change Control X030 regarding 867 IU, submitted by PPL

· Review Change Control X031 regarding 814 E Rejection (UNE), submitted by Duquesne

· Update on Duquesne POLR Settlement

· Discuss issues around sending of dispute information via EDI

· Reminder of the EGS Consolidated Billing action items from 11/9/2000 EGS Billing Conference call

· Discuss the PAPUC’s comments to the GISB Draft Strawman for an Energy Industry Standards Organization

· Reminder of the regional EDI meeting scheduled for 1/17/200

Discussion of draft Test Plan

All parties were asked to address any concerns with the test plan as written.

Request to add comment that this is “guide”. This has been discussed in the past, and George Behr will review and make sure this is clear in the document.

Section: Requirements of testing parties 

· Add to end of first bullet under Electricity supplier: And must have completed all necessary agreements with the utility.

· Supplier Requirements: Add note that supplier must provide all Trading Partner information at least 30 days in advance.

Section: Supplier Consolidated Billing

Add a statement surrounding EGS Consolidated Billing: Recognizing that not all parties have implemented EGS Consolidated Billing, these scenarios may be modified in the future, and it will be handled via a Change Control procedure. 

Concern with utilities having to test with a supplier multiple times because a supplier is changing service providers or GISB providers. Utilities believe they should be able to recover the cost after a certain number of times.

Action Item: This can not be resolved in the context of this meeting, and will be added to an EDEWG agenda at a future meeting.

Concern with several EGS Billing scenarios – the text does not seem to match the intent of the transaction: Bernadette Foisy, George Behr, and Diane Goff will review this offline. 

Action Item: A new document will be posted to the List Server after all modifications are made.

Action Item: All utilities should review their FAQs and their exceptions to the test plan, and determine when they can modify their documentation.

Review Change Control X030 regarding 867 IU, submitted by PPL

PPL requested modifying the documentation for 867IU to only have the following loops required on a cancel:

If account level: Only BB and SU loops are required

If meter level: Only BB and BO loops are required

During discussion, this is the data that each of the utilities is sending on a cancel, so this is really just a change to the documentation.

All parties agreed and this Change Request is approved.

Action Item: Roberto Reyes will make the modification to the change control regarding which loops are required depending on whether they are sending Account level or Meter level information.

Review Change Control X031 regarding 814 E Rejection (UNE), submitted by Duquesne

The 814 Enrollment transaction does not allow a rejection reason of UNE, although the 814 Change and 814 Drop do allow it. Duquesne has requested the documentation for the 814E be modified to allow a rejection reason code of UNE – Cannot identify LDC.  

All parties agreed and this Change Request is approved.

Update on Duquesne POLR Settlement

On November 29, 2000, Duquesne entered into a POLR Settlement that requires suppliers to notify Duquesne 90 days prior to termination of a contract.

As part of this Settlement, Duquesne is going to send a letter to their customers encouraging them to shop.

Duquesne’s recommendation is to utilize the 814 Drop transactions, but with the suppliers using a BGN01 code of “14” (Notification) and with Duquesne responding with a BGN01 code of “CN” (Complete Notification). Duquesne would like to allow a supplier to send this as early as January 1, 2001.

This item was discussed with Duquesne, the EDEWG co-chairs, and the PUC, and it was agreed to have a subgroup meeting next week to discuss this.

Question to Duquesne: Would Duquesne be willing to have two methods, an optional EDI transaction, and possibly an alternate file format?

Several suppliers have said that this type of requirement may require fairly significant changes to their systems.

Action Item: Roni has asked that any party that has comments to forward them to George Behr (gbehr@imark-it.com). The comments should include who is affected, alternatives, potential cost of implementation. All interested parties are encouraged to participate on a conference call next Tuesday, December 19, 2000 at 3:00. The conference number will be posted separately. 

Discuss issues around sending of dispute information via EDI

PECO had developed an alternate method for communicating dispute information via EDI. PECO has received some negative feedback on their current website process. PECO will change their process to begin sending an email to suppliers, beginning January 2001.

PPL has implemented a notification process, based on the last face-to-face meeting. They have begun sending email notification.

It was agreed on the call that this notification would only be necessary if the billing agent is making the other party whole, but not providing payment to a non-billing party, due to a dispute.

PECO would like to convene a subteam to address use of an EDI transaction, probably an 824 transaction. PPL, GPU, and New Energy volunteered to participate in this process. 

Action Item: Bernadette Foisy will schedule a conference call, and post this information on the ListServer.

Reminder of the EGS Consolidated Billing action items from 11/9/2000 EGS Billing Conference call

Suppliers were requested to forward the issues and pitfalls they encountered to Dave Mick (717) 783-3232. His email address is Mick@puc.state.pa.us. The PUC will then publish a compilation.
Discuss the PAPUC’s comments to the GISB Draft Strawman for an Energy Industry Standards Organization

The PUC did submit a response to the GISB strawman. These comments are posted on the PUC website, under “What’s Hot”.

Brandon Siegel commented that GISB’s intent is to eventually develop standards for EDI and XML. Up until now, Pennsylvania has tried to adhere to the UIG standards. 

Promote Regional EDI Meeting

All parties are encouraged to attend the regional EDI meeting, scheduled for Wednesday, January 17, 2000. 
Competitive Metering:

All parties are encouraged to attend the competitive metering meetings. The participation from suppliers continues to be very low.

(Carryover item) Updates to the Revised Plan (notes from prior meeting)

A question was raised regarding when the change to have EGS billers have their bill print reviewed by BCS will be effective. This is an outstanding item to be added to the Revised Plan.

Changes relating to the Internet EDI Order will also be incorporated in the Revised Plan 

Action Item: The changes to the Revised Plan should be published for review. TARGET to publish: 10/27/2000

Next EDI Over Internet Call

None currently scheduled.

Next Competitive Metering Meeting

The dates for the next Competitive Metering meeting are January 10 and 11, 2000. The meetings will be held at PECO’s headquarters. Wednesday’s meeting will begin at 10:30, Thursday’s meeting will begin at 8:30.

Next EDEWG Call

Next conference call is scheduled for Thursday, December 21, 2000 in Harrisburg, at 2:00. Access phone number is (717) 901-0620.

The next subsequent call is January 4, 2000.

