COMMENTS TO THE LIST OF DATA FIELDS FOR TRANSACTIONS DISCUSSED IN RSIF/COMMUNICATION SUPPLEMENT WORKSHOP





BACKGROUND:


At the last workshop meeting on Wednesday, August 6, PG&E handed out a document which includes a list of fields that PG&E is planning to use for each of the administrative and billing transactions discussed in the workshop.  The document handed out was already reviewed by Dave Ziner of Green Mountain and his additions and comments incorporated.  The group agreed to use this list to add to or comment on what’s already there.  The file of this document was placed on the CPUC Web site for comments on the same Wednesday.  All comments are to be sent to Tam Nguyen via e-mail at tmn1@pge.com by Friday, August 8 for incorporation into one document.  The combined list of fields will be Appendix C to the policy document that the group has been working on.





General notes about the Excel files:


Specific fields added to the spreadsheet by each party are in the file named: Appc.xls.


SCE comments to the spreadsheet was extensive so it was not incorporated into the Appc.xls file but is in a separate file named sce.xls.





Fields on PG&E’s original list has this symbol < = > in the second column of the spreadsheet.


Fields added by a party has the party’s name in the second column of the spreadsheet.


The “bill ready” list of fields is incorporated by SDG&E into the Customer Billing Data Type 1 - Billed Dollars


SCE added One Time Release, Load Profile and Payment Adjustments/Uncollectibles transaction field as well as other fields for DASR and Billing transactions.





Below are other comments regarding the list of data fields.





Comments from Dave Ziner, Green Mountain:





We have been using name instead of address in our N.H. transactions and therefore suggest we send the UDCs name info


How to handle third party verification.  I added that field.


Do we need a dispute transaction.  PG&E says no because they will just overwrite DASRs and not reject due to dispute.  Other do not agreee. (Point of discussion.)


If we go EDI, transactions we will need to add the suggested fields from Greg Lander.





Comments from Ellen Banaghan, TCA for Enron:





Why not add the list of fields suggested by Greg Lander now to the list we’re compiling.


Not clear why “Change Bill Address” record is needed in addition to “Modify Account”.  These seem redundant.  


In TOU pricing plan transactions, no fields identified for explanation of rejected plan request and rejected plan change.


In TOU pricing plan transactions, “on-peak” fields…if representing normal usage is confusing terminology.


File also does not seem to contain records for invoices between ESP and UDC, dispute records, or records for communicating load profiles.  We should at least add in what ever records have been proposed (SCE's or Green Mountain's).











