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Discussion of follow-up issues from the 11/9-10 meeting was as follows.





Presentation of status reports to OCC and Rule 22  -  Status reports were presented at the OCC and Rule 22 meetings regarding (1) simply reporting the beginning and end of the series of data when changes affecting the service delivery point occur, (2) reporting a single type of data (cumulative or interval) for each billing period, based on the type of meter in place at the end of the billing period, and (3) availability of a compilation of all issues to date with technical group resolution.  No concerns were expressed about the first or third, but CellNet’s concern about the second was noted;  it was also clarified that reporting cumulative data for a billing period that contains a partial month of interval data, as the standard procedure, does not preclude an ESP from getting the partial-month interval data from the MDMA by mutual agreement.  The type of data to be reported when a billing period contains both cumulative and interval meters for portions of the period, due to a meter change (not to meter failure or hazardous condition), was discussed further without resolution.  The unresolved technical issue highlights an underlying policy issue involving the role of the MDMA, for example in defining the extent of responsibility for providing bill-ready data to the UDC.  This type of policy issue was felt to be beyond the scope of this task group’s activity, so this issue is referred to OCC and the Rule 22 committee.  The alternatives for type of data to be reported in this situation include but are not limited to (in no particular order):


Cumulative data if part of the billing period has a cumulative meter,


Data corresponding to the type of meter in place at the end of the billing period, or


Mixed data providing each meter’s type of data for the period in which it was present.


Confirmation of responsibility for data when MDMA changes  -  Previous discussion indicated that if a meter change involves a change of MDMA without changing the ESP, each MDMA should send its own data, since the new MDMA is responsible for data as soon as an old meter (one that is being replaced) is out of its socket.  Further discussion concluded that this recommendation should be that each MDMA may, instead of should, send its own data.  Also, the ESP is responsible for ensuring the continuity and simultaneous posting of the complete set of data if multiple MDMAs are separately posting partial-month data.


Feedback from UDCs on availability of load research data as part of historical usage data  -  Previous discussion noted that if data is available regarding an account but is not billing quality, it can be flagged “as is”, i.e., unverified, but uncertainty remained as to whether non-billing quality load research data could be available as part of the historical data.  UDCs confirmed that they oppose including load research data.  One reason is that revealing the identity of load research customers could affect the integrity of the load research program.


Confirmation of ability to resend data by placing original data back on server  -  It was confirmed that data that is requested to be resent can be reposted just by placing the original file back on the server (marked as “original” data) instead of being reprocessed into a new file (marked as “resent” data).


EDI testing criteria  -  James McGrath presented (and the group discussed) key principles for EDI testing, and will distribute a paper during the week of December 7.


EDI implementation guideline  -  The results of extensive discussion of the structure of EDI transaction set 867 for use in California will be included in a revision to be circulated by Jim Price by December 9.  Ray Wenzel and Jim will work with UIG to add content to UIG’s guideline as required.


Other  -  No further issues were identified.





Status:  Business Requirements Document


Open issues/ Revisions since last meeting  -  Jim Price did not receive any suggested changes between meetings.  Some details were discussed and will be reflected by Jim in the next revision.





Next Steps:  Jim Price will distribute revisions to documents reflecting discussions at this meeting, by the end of Wednesday, December 9.  A conference call will then be held at 11 AM PST on Friday December 11 to review these revisions, and will determine the need for a follow-up conference call on Tuesday December 15.  The goal by December 15 is to complete the technical framework for 1999 implementation of EDI transaction set 867.  The next meeting will be scheduled for early to mid-January, to document and freeze data elements.  Subsequent dates are as described in the Business Requirements Overview document.
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