
EDEWG Change Request #089
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:

7/5/2011

	Affected EDI Transaction Set #(s):

814 Enrollment (specifically those with a secondary HU/HI request)
	E-Mail Address:

joseph.bisti@peco-energy.com


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

ASAP (TBD for PECO)
	Status:

Incorporated into v4.01


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

This change request concerns the REF*7G segment (rejection reason codes).  The current 814 Enrollment standard allows the use of rejection reason code “MTI” (Maintenance Type Code Invalid – ASI02) for an 814 enrollment.  However, the list of rejection reason codes permitted as responses to the secondary request do not currently include this code.  

PECO is requesting that the “MTI” code be added as a valid rejection reason for the portion of the 814 enrollment containing the secondary request.  See details below.
Detail Explanation  (Exactly what change is required? To which EDEWG Standards? Why?): 

An EDI 814 enrollment often contains a secondary Historical Usage (HU) or Historical Interval (HI) request.  The EDI 814 standard requires that the ASI02 code be set to ‘029’ (inquiry) when the LIN05 is set to either “HU” or “HI”.  However, in some cases, suppliers send in the secondary request with an incompatible combination of these two fields.  For instance, in the specific scenario relevant to this change control, the LIN05 is set to “HU” but ASI02 is set to “021”.  
Currently, PECO systems are improperly handling these transactions.  PECO wishes to reject them with a rejection reason (REF*7G) of “MTI” (Maintenance Type Code Invalid – ASI02).  However, while the EDI 814 enrollment standard lists this code as a permissible REF*7G for the enrollment portion of the transaction, the standard does not list it as valid for the secondary portion of the request. 

Rather than use the “A13” and associated explanation, PECO requests that the standard be updated to include “MTI” as a valid reason to reject the secondary request in the above scenario.

During 7/14/11 EDEWG meeting, it was recommended that all reject reason codes be reviewed & made consistent for each of the services listed under the REF7G.   As per EDEWG, adding this request to EDI CC 89.
For Change Control Manager Use Only:

	Date of EDEWG Discussion:

7/14/2011
	Expected Implementation Date:    

TBD for PECO
	


EDEWG Discussion and Resolution:

7/6/2011-Brandon Siegel:  Added to tracking, assigned #089, & placed on July EDEWG meeting agenda.
7/14/11-Brandon Siegel:  EDEWG discussed EDI CC 89.   Added the requirement to update the reject reason codes for all services listed under the REF7G for consistency.   EDEWG approved EDI CC 89 which will be incorporated into the next revision of the EDI IG.

12/1/11-Implemented in v4.01
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  
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