EDEWG Conference Call 1/4/2001

Utilities: UGI, PECO, GPU, Allegheny Power, Duquesne, PPL

Suppliers: New Energy, Allegheny Energy, US Power Solutions, Excelergy, Strategic Energy, Green Mountain, Electric America, New Power, PPL Energy Plus, Dominion Retail, Exelon, GPU Advanced Resources 

Others: PUC, Intellimark 

Agenda:

· Finalize Duquesne Interim Solution for Advance Notification of Drop POLR

· Discuss 814 Advance Notice of Intent to Drop

· Update from Utilities on sending transmission / capacity obligations

Finalize Interim Advance Notification of Drop

This document was posted to the ListServer earlier this week.

Duquesne is prepared to accept the interim solution. It should be sent to dropntc@dqe.com

Duquesne also sent notification to each of their suppliers. If suppliers had issues with the interim solution, they were advised to contact Duquesne directly.

Question: Should suppliers send this advanced drop notification even for a single customer or is it only if there is a large volume of customers? Duquesne confirmed that this requirement is for individual customers. The 50,000 threshold in the Duquesne POLR Settlement has to do with requirements that Duquesne will have. Suppliers should send each individual advanced drop notification.

Since there were no objections to the interim format, the format posted to the EDEWG List Server earlier this week (Version 5.03, dated 01/02/2001) is considered FINAL.  “Draft” will be removed from the document. The final document will be posted to the Intellimark and PUC websites.

 Discuss 814 Advance Notice of Intent to Drop Implementation Guide

Question from supplier:

· Is there a name matching?  Allegheny power does matches on the first 4 characters of name, but no other utility does. Duquesne will not be matching names on this transaction.

· What does the 90 days represent? It represents 90 days prior to the meter read you expect the customer to return to POLR.

· Is Duquesne the only utility expecting this transaction? At the current time, it is the only utility that plans to accept the transaction.

· What will the other utilities do if they receive this transaction? The other utilities will either reject the transaction due to an invalid element, or accept it with an SNP (Service Not Provided)

The transaction was reviewed in detail. There were a number of corrections and clarifications that needed to be made. Duquesne was asked to specify how they will use the Estimated Completion (estimated meter read when the customer will be returned to POLR). 

Action Item: The requested changes will be made to the Implementation Guide, and it will be reposted to the ListServer. It will be reviewed for finalization on next week’s EDEWG call.

Note: Prior to this transaction being finalized, it may be an issue on an upcoming PIC call.

Is Duquesne currently prepared to accept this transaction?

Duquesne is not currently prepared to receive this EDI transaction. They expect that they would need several additional weeks after its finalization prior to being able to accept this transaction in production.

Testing Requirements: 

· Duquesne would expect that they would solicit suppliers to test this functionality.

· The other utilities would not expect to do more than a Level 3 type of test; that is, prove they can support rejecting the transaction to one supplier.

Action Item: Assuming this transaction is finalized by the end of January 2001, when would parties expect this transaction to be mandatory? All interested payments should send an email to George Behr at gbehr@imark-it.com. George will compile the responses to provide feedback to the PUC. If parties know when they may be able to begin sending the transaction, they may also want to let George know that.

Update from Utilities on sending transmission / capacity obligations

PPL transmitted their change transactions to the suppliers by December 27, 2000.

GPU transmitted their change transactions to the suppliers the last week of December 2000.

PECO posted their changes to their website December 1, 2000. 

Note: If a supplier requested it, PECO will send an 814 change transaction.

Suppliers have requested that they need this information prior December 1 of each year. The utilities were not aware of this as a requirement. New Energy will follow up with PJM to determine if there is a published date the utilities must notify the supplier by.

Suppliers obligation begins at midnight on a switch. 

A question was asked how the utilities notify the supplier of the readings on an interval account for all time from midnight. For instance, if a meter is read at 3:00 am, how does the utility notify the supplier for the readings from midnight until 3 am?

Action item: Each utility will evaluate their processes and report back to the group.

Competitive Metering Working Group

We are tentatively canceling the January 10 –11, 2001 Metering Working Group meeting. The plan is to reschedule for January 31 and February 1, 2001.  The finalization of these plans will be posted to the List Server separately.

Next Conference Call:

The next conference call will be Thursday, January 11, 2001 at 2:00. To participate, call 717 901-0620.







