
EDEWG Change Request #062
This EDEWG Change Request can be found on the PUC website at http://www.puc.state.pa.us/electric/electric_edewg_download.aspx 

	Requester’s Name: 

Joe Bisti
	EDC/EGS Name:    

PECO Energy
	Phone #:  

215-841-5626

	Date of Request:

3/2/2010

	Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s):

810 Invoice (LDC Consolidated Bill Ready) AND 824 Application Advice
	E-Mail Address:

joseph.bisti@peco-energy.com


	Requested Priority (emergency/high/low): High
	Requested Implementation Date:

June 25th, 2010
	Status:

Implemented into IGs


Brief Explanation (This will be copied into the description in the Change Control Summary Spreadsheet): 

PECO transaction processing systems will currently not allow PECO to process more than four EGS or NGS charges (i.e. SACs, or Segregated Aggregated Charges) at any level within the Bill Ready 810 invoice.  This is documented within the Pennsylvania Notes of the associated 810 implementation guides, under “PECO’s Use of IT1 Loops”.  
In cases where a supplier submits more SACs within a single 810 than PECO’s system can support for that 810, PECO currently rejects the associated 810 transactions.  The guidelines errantly state that PECO will accept the transaction but not print the supplier’s detailed charges on the bill.  Also, the rejection reason in the 824 currently sent by PECO to the supplier for this purpose does not specify that the rejection was a result of a supplier exceeding this maximum, and the current EDEWG Implementation Guides do not include a rejection reason suited to this purpose.   
PECO seeks two PECO-specific changes via this change control.  
The first request is for approval to increase the number of charges that PECO will allow an EGS or NGS to send from four (4) to ten (10).  PECO requests an update to the LDC Consolidated Bill 810 Implementation Guides to include language regarding the maximum of 10 charges per 810 (at any level).  

The second request is for approval to implement a new 824 rejection reason code specific to PECO that informs the supplier of an 810 rejection due to the number of charges submitted eclipsing this maximum, as well as associated updates to the 824 Implementation Guides.  The 810 Implementation Guides will also require an update to correct the inaccurate language referenced above regarding PECO’s handling of an 810 with more than the maximum allowable number of charges, referencing this 824.
Detail Explanation  (Exactly what change is required? To which EDEWG Standards? Why?): 

To support the above change control requests, PECO proposes the following:
-- Update the PECO-specific limit on the maximum number of charges sent by an EGS or NGS within an LDC Consolidated Bill Ready 810 transaction.  PECO systems, as of the proposed implementation date above, will limit a supplier to no more than 10 charges within the 810, as opposed to the limit of 4 documented in the guidelines today.  This would be reflected in the EDEWG EDI Implementation Guides for the LDC Consolidated Bill Ready 810 by modifying the section in the Pennsylvania notes titled “PECO’s Use of IT1 Loops”, more specifically by changing all references within this section from “4” or “four” to “10” or “ten” respectively.
-- Add a new Technical Error Description code as an option within the TED02 segment of the 824 transaction for both electric and gas service (Page 38) under “Rejection Reason Codes in Response to an 810”, plus mention this rejection reason in the Pennsylvania Notes on Page 10.  PECO would use this new error code to notify an EGS or NGS of receipt of an invalid number of Segregated Aggregate Charges (SACs).  As such, if an EGS sends PECO more than 10 SACs within an individual 810, PECO would reject the 810 and send an 824 to that EGS with the error code below.  The parameters of this PECO-specific option would be reflected in the EDEWG EDI Implementation Guides for the 824 Application Advice transaction as follows:
------ Code:  BRC

------ Freeform Text Error Description:  Number of SAC segments exceeds allowable maximum
------ Supplemental Notes for IG:  Code valid for rejection of LDC Consolidated Bill Ready 810 Only.  The EGS or NGS may include up to 10 SAC segments within a single 810. 

--- Update the 810 implementation guides with regard to the above 824 change as follows:

CURRENT LANGUAGE IN Pennsylvania Notes, “PECO’s Use of IT1 Loops”:  If the ESP sends back charges at more than one of the above levels, or if the ESP sends back charges that exceed our current line item limit, PECO will accept the transaction, however, PECO will not print the ESP’s detailed charges on the bill.  PECO will only print the summary of the ESP’s charges (Account Current Total, TDS01) on the bill.

NEW LANGUAGE TO REPLACE ABOVE LANGUAGE:   If the ESP sends back charges at more than one of the above levels, or if the ESP sends back charges that exceed our current line item limit, PECO will reject the transaction and send the ESP an 824 transaction with a rejection reason code of “BRC”, meaning that the number of SAC segments provided exceeds PECO’s allowable maximum.

PECO requests that the EDEWG EDI Implementation Guides for the associated transactions be updated to reflect these as PECO-specific changes.
For Change Control Manager Use Only:

	Date of EDEWG Discussion:

4/8/2010
	Expected Implementation Date:    

6/25/2010
	


EDEWG Discussion and Resolution:

3/15/10-Brandon Siegel:  Entered into CC log, assigned #062, & placed on agenda for 4/8 EDEWG call.
4/8/10-Brandon Siegel:  EDEWG reviewed CC62 during 4/8/10 meeting.  Removed PECO specific language to new TED code in EDI 824 as this will permit other EDCs to utilize should they opt to do so.  This CC reflects the updated verbiage removing PECO specific terms from the new BRC code.  CC62 was approved by the EDEWG and will be incorporated into the next revision of the PA EDI Implementation Guidelines.

9/8/10-Brandon Siegel:  Incorporated CC62 into Implementation Guidelines
Priority Classifications

	Emergency Priority
	Implemented within 10 days or otherwise directed by EDEWG

	High Priority
	Changes / Enhancements implemented with 30 days. The next release, or as otherwise directed by EDEWG

	Low Priority
	Changes / Enhancements implemented no earlier than 90 days, Future Release, or as otherwise directed by EDEWG


Please submit this form via e-mail to both the PUC at annmarino@state.pa.us and to the 

Change Control Manager, Brandon Siegel at bsiegel@ista-na.com
Your request will be evaluated and prioritized at an upcoming EDEWG meeting or conference call. 
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