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Discussion of follow-up issues from the 10/28 meeting was as follows.





Presentation of strawman proposals to OCC and Rule 22  -  Strawman proposals were presented at the OCC and Rule 22 meetings regarding (1) transmission method for historical usage data, (2) schedule for EDI implementation, and (3) use of EDI version 4010 for meter usage data.  Feedback from these groups was (a) these proposals are acceptable, (b) there is general concern over what to do if an established market participant is not ready to migrate to EDI on the established schedule, although it was recognized that this issue applies to EDI implementation generally, not just meter usage data, and (c) EDI version 4010 is accepted for meter usage data but EDI version 3070 will be used for billing and for Direct Access Service Requests/ account maintenance, and this difference is not seen as a problem for system implementation.  Because meter usage data does differ from other EDI transactions in not having an alternative communication format, the UDCs will need to survey their trading partners to verify that they will be ready for version 4010.


Identification of Case Scenarios (listing of data content for EDI transaction set 867 and MDMA actions, within the context of usage reporting)  -  This discussion was lengthy and covered several issues, beyond concluding that the general composition of data is essentially the same for a wide variety of situations:


Regarding meter changes and opening and closing reads, it was concluded that other transactions will tell the receiver when account and meter changes occur, so there is no need to send this in the 867 also.  The 867 can be thought of as a series of data regarding a service delivery point, rather than being defined by an account or a meter.  When changes affecting the service delivery point occur (e.g., a meter change), we will simply report the beginning and end of the service period, in each of multiple “PTD” loops in the 867 transaction corresponding to the multiple meters in the billing period.  We will inform OCC of this conclusion.


Changes in totalization requirements will be handled in the same way as other changes in configuration.


It was confirmed that a single type of data (cumulative or interval) should be reported for each billing period (i.e., based on the type of meter in place at the end of the billing period).  However, we will seek feedback from ESPs on this point, at the OCC meeting.


In contrast, regarding changes in rate requirements (e.g., kVAR or demand metering), a new type of data does not become part of billing until it is available for a full month, so an MDMA can choose whether to include partial month data;  TOU data would not be reported until it is available for a complete billing period.  The UDC’s tariff change would occur on the next billing cycle, when new data requirements are involved;  when data is no longer needed, the UDC would notify the MDMA effective at the end of a billing cycle, and ignore unneeded data pertaining to later dates.  An issue needing resolution in some forum (although it does not affect the structure of the EDI transaction) is whether an MDMA can send monthly data starting in 1999 for customers with demands over 50 kW.


When a new meter is installed, the MDMA must confirm that it can read it, and keep records of this confirmation, but does not need to inform other parties as it confirms readability.


A period of a disconnection should be reported as having zero usage.  If usage is present, it is energy theft and not part of the 867 process.


As soon as an old meter (one that is being replaced) is out of its socket, the new MDMA is responsible for the data.  This responsibility starts with the time interval that contains the time when the old meter is pulled out.  A tentative conclusion is that each MDMA should send its own data, but we will come back to this next time as a follow-up item.


For unmetered service, one usage value will be posted for an account, which may encompass multiple load points.  If a change in an account’s inventory of load points is discovered for a past billing period, the entire amount of usage for the account should be reported as an adjustment (not just the amount of the correction).  If an account goes from unmetered to metered service, metered usage would start with the first full billing cycle.  The ability of a customer to convert from metered to unmetered service has not been determined, but if this were to occur, metered usage would be reported only if the account is metered for the full billing cycle.  (In contrast, fixed usage loads would not be sent by an MDMA.)


Regarding non-usage adjustments (e.g., city tax), no 867 transaction would be sent if there is no change in usage data.


Reporting period for historical usage data – 1 year, or 12 months?  -  A year of data would be in a single transaction, but billing cycles will be grouped into “PTD” loops, as originally reported by the MDMA.  If data is available regarding an account but is not billing quality, it can be flagged “as is”, i.e., unverified.  The UDCs are concerned about sending non-billing quality historical data, and will follow-up on whether they can send load research data as part of the historical data.


Which should a response to a request to resend data refer to – the request, or the original data transmission?  -  Since the time of corrected usage data provides a link to the original data, links to previous transaction numbers will not be implemented at this time.  An issue for follow-up at the next meeting is whether 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).  The “BPT09” data element, which is optional in EDI and which the UIG implementation guideline uses to refer to a previous transaction number that is being corrected, will be in the California implementation guideline but marked as “not used in CA”, so this question is moot.


Detailed timeline for EDI implementation  -  No concerns were noted about the detailed timeline proposed at the 10/28 meeting, but everyone should review this with their organizations.


Proposal concerning EDI testing criteria (go/ no-go consequences, etc.)  -  This was held for follow-up discussion at the next meeting.  Issues include whether we want to set limits on testing, and whether proper performance can be assured after testing.


Level of detail for codes for opening & closing reads (including what takes precedence in reporting when meter set is at same time as opening of account)  -  Given the conclusion of the discussion earlier in this meeting, this question is moot.


Mechanisms for MDMA’s confirmation that new meters are working properly, and verification that meter numbers match in customer account vs. meter usage databases  -  See discussion of this issue under “identification of case scenarios”.


Other  -  No further issues were identified.





Status:  Business Requirements Document


EDI Implementation Guideline  -  Discussion covered data segments through PTD and PTD/ REF.  Several clarifications were discussed and will be included in a revised version, to be circulated by Jim Price prior to the next meeting.


Revisions since last meeting/ Writing tasks (areas of needed elaboration)  -  Jim Price distributed a reorganized version of the business requirements document by email prior to the meeting.  Others are encouraged to offer additions as well as any changes or other edits, by redlining this version and sending it to Jim.  Time did not permit a detailed review of the latest revision.





Next Steps:  Next meeting is scheduled for Thursday and Friday, December 3 (2 - 5 PM) and December 4 (8:30 - 5), in San Francisco.  See follow-up items in above notes.
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