EDEWG Teleconference 7/20/2000

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

Suppliers present: Energy East Solutions, Sterling Commerce, PPL Energy Plus, Excelergy, Conectiv Energy, Niagara Mohawk, Energy Service Group, Exelon, Strategic, ElectricAmerica, EnergyAmerica, Exelink

Others:   PUC, Intellimark

Agenda

1. Clarification of the GISB Common Code

2. Changes required as a result of Internet EDI Order

3. Migration plan for 867 IU from web to EDI

4. EGS Consolidated Biller – changing of Customer’s Bill Address

5. Use of 824 transaction when no current charges are printed on a bill ready bill

Clarification of the GISB Common Code

A conference call was held yesterday to discuss the GISB Common Code.

Production: It was agreed to use the DUNS number. The field will be numeric, 9 positions long.

Test: It was agreed to allow DUNS + 4. The field will be alphanumeric, up to 15 characters long.

Commission Order on Internet EDI Plan

Some changes are required to the Internet EDI Plan, as a result of last week’s Order.

1. Page 3 of Order regarding Exchange Failure.The PPL specific comments were not included in the Order.

Action Item:  PPL Energy Plus will post their comments to the ListServer so they can be discussed as necessary, and then incorporated into the Internet Plan.

2. Page 9 of Order:  Trading Partner Agreement (TPA)

Order requested following items be addressed in TPA: 

· Method of payment of plan charges 

· Transition period (July 1, 2000 through March 31, 20001)

Additional Items requested on today’s call: 

· VAN Charges (how they are determined)

· Date Effective 

· VAN Fail over (prior to and after March 31, 2001)

Action Item: Each utility is requested to make their draft of the Trading Partner Agreement available to their suppliers after they add the new requirements. 

New Market Entrants discussion:

There was a discussion clarifying that a new market entrant is a supplier who is licensed after the date of the Order, or who was licensed prior to the Order but had not tested with ANY utility.

A supplier who has tested with one utility, but now wishes to enter a new territory is NOT considered a new market entrant.

867 Interval Usage Migration from Web to Internet EDI

· Allegheny plan is October 1, 2000.

· PPL plan is March 31, 2001.

All other utilities are sending interval data via EDI already.

EGS Consolidated Billing Question

PPL raised question that if EGS is Billing Agent and sends a change to billing address, the current standard does not allow EGS to send Effective Date. It was agreed that the 814 Change Implementation Guide should be updated so that the EGS who is performing consolidated billing can send the effective date on a bill address change.

PPL will create a Change Control for this request.

Use of 824 with no current non-billing party charges

Discussion on the use of 824 with no current non-billing party charges printing on a bill. 

The purpose of this is to inform the non-billing party that their current charges did not print on the bill. If a supplier had previous charges print on the bill, but not current charges, they would receive an 824 transaction.

PECO commented that this was requested at the onset of competition, and parties were not able to accommodate this request. PECO is prepared to develop this logic, and would like to make this transaction optional at this time. 

The 824 transaction was reviewed for changes, and although a few changes a required, they are not significant.  
A question as raised during discussion: If an 810 rejected, would you one of two 824 transactions for this account? PECO responded that it would intend to send two 824 transactions. Some suppliers had concern with this, but after discussing the fact that another 810 may have been sent within the bill window, it made sense to send a second 824 when the bill was issued.

Thoughts of other Bill Ready utilities:

· PPL disagrees with the use of this transaction for this purpose. PPL does not see the value of this transaction.

· GPU still needs to discuss internally, and GPU plans to discuss internally the use of the positive 824 as an optional transaction. PPL and PECO are not interested in using a positive 824.

· Allegheny Power also plans to discuss it internally.

A question was asked if the utilities who send this type of 824 would expect a supplier performing a supplier consolidated bill to reciprocate. GPU commented that if they offer it, they would like it to be reciprocal. Although PECO would prefer to have all suppliers sending consolidated bills to also use this type of 824, they are willing to allow it to be optional for the supplier to send.

Action Item: To understand the interest in this topic, all parties are requested to respond to the following questions. Responses should be send to Bernadette Foisy (bfoisy@peco-energy.com) (and optionally to the ListServer edtwg@ls.eei.org). Bernadette will tally the responses.

Suppliers:

1. Would you be willing to accept an 824 transaction for no current charges on bill (in bill ready scenario)?

2. Would you be willing to accept an 824 on an optional basis (one utility may send it, one may not)? 

3. If you perform or plan to perform consolidated billing, are you willing to send this on a reciprocal basis?

4. Would you be willing to accept a positive 824 transaction on an optional basis (in a bill ready scenario)? If yes and you perform consolidated billing, would you be willing to send this on a reciprocal basis? 

Utilities performing bill ready:

1. Are you willing to send an 824 transaction for no current charges on the bill (in bill ready scenario)?

2. If yes to #1, are you expecting suppliers performing consolidated billing to send this in a reciprocal manner?

3. Are you willing to send a positive 824 transaction (non-billing party charges printed on bill) -  (in bill ready scenario)?

4. If yes to #3, are you expecting suppliers performing consolidated billing to send this in a reciprocal manner?

Review of comments from Implementation Guide changes

248 / 568/ 820 / 867MU / 867IU

No comments have been received. These documents will be un-redlined and posted as FINAL documents. 

810 LDC and 824

The 810 LDC and 824 transaction comments are still being compiled and will be posted to the List Server by July 19, 2000 for another review.

Note: July 19, 2000 deadline was missed – revised target is July 24, 2000.

Updates to the Revised Plan

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.

Next EDI Over Internet Call

None currently scheduled.

Next CDS Subteam Call

None currently scheduled.

Next Competitive Metering Meeting

Next Competitive Metering meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, August 23, 2000 at Peco headquarters at 9:30.

Next Supplier Consolidated Billing Call

None currently scheduled.

Next EDEWG Call

Next conference call is scheduled for Thursday, 7/27/2000 at 2:00 pm on (717) 901-0620. 
