Agenda

EDI Meeting

September, 20, 2000

	9:00AM – 9:30AM
	· Continental Breakfast



	9:30AM – 12:00PM
	· Kick-off/Introduction

· What are we doing today?

· Where are we headed?

· 824 Responses back to ESP

· 810 Inbounds to UDC

· XML

· EDI over the Internet

· MDMA

· EDI 650 Meter and Data Information Request

· EDI 650 Meter Information/Meter Installation/Removal

· 814 Gas DASR’s



	12:00PM – 1:00PM
	· Lunch



	1:00PM – 3:00PM
	· Open Discussion

· Future Meetings/Next Steps


EDI Attendance List 

September 20, 2000

	Name
	Company
	Phone
	Email

	Teresa Acuna
	SDG&E
	858-654-6310
	Tacuna@sdge.com

	Hector Montes
	SDG&E
	858-654-1138
	Hmontes@sdge.com

	Shannan Ray
	SDG&E
	858-654-1172
	SLRay@sdge.com

	Jim Blatchford
	Cal ISO
	916-608-7051
	Jblatchford@caiso.com

	Carol Cannon
	Computer Assoc./Green Mountain
	402-291-8300
	Carol.cannon@sterling.com

	John Vanderlinde
	SDG&E
	858-654-8380
	Jvanderlinde@sdge.com

	Desmond Cojohn
	Energy Integration Systems, Inc.
	949-798-7010
	Dcojohn@ldxx.com

	Sara O’Neil
	Uspowersolutions
	617-547-3800
	soneill@uspowersolutions.com

	Jeff Hanson
	Axon Field Solutions
	702-233-1380
	Jeff.hanson@axonfs.com

	Michael Gonzalez
	Commonwealth Energy Corp
	800-962-4655 ext 2654
	mgonzalez@electric.com

	Andrea Weller
	Strategic Energy
	760-419-9895
	aweller@sel.com

	Pat E. Howard
	Commonwealth Energy/Electric Americal
	714-259-2511
	phoward@electric.com

	Roseann Millington
	PG&E
	415-973-7491
	Rmf8@pge.com

	Pol Sandro-Yepes
	SCE
	
	Sandrop@sce.com

	Britt A. Melancon
	Energy Integration Systems
	949-798-7037
	Brittm@ldxx.com

	Craig Konrad
	Energy integration Systems
	949-798-7040
	Ckonrad@ldxx.com

	Tom Elder
	PG&E
	415-973-5119
	TXE6@pge.com


EDI Meeting

September 20, 2000

San Diego

Tom Elder of PG&E, kicked off the meeting by giving a brief overview of the agenda.  The purpose of this meeting is to talk as a California EDI Statewide Group and to discuss what EDI Transactions are being used today, discuss future EDI implementations and enhancements and identify any outstanding issues that need to be forwarded to the OCC and the Rule 22 working group.

Below is a summary of the items discussed:

Currently all of the states that have deregulated are using the 810, 820, 814 and 867 Transaction sets.  

810 Inbound

PG&E is not currently using the EDI 810 inbound for bill ready UDC consolidated billing.  SCE has EDI 810 inbound available but there are no trading partners implementing this.  Many ESP’s don’t want the breakdown of their charges known.  They want to send one charge to the utility.  Presently the, ESP consolidated bill is considered partial and a full-consolidated billing mode has not been implemented statewide.  SCE has the full ESP consolidated billing option available for ESP’s.  However, this is not a viable option for ESP’s and only Enron was initially interested but soon decided not to move forward with implementation.  Raising capital for ESP’s is a major hurdle to do ESP full-consolidated billing.  SCE is using bill ready and SDGE and PG&E are using rate ready for UDC consolidated billing.

The participants of this meeting discussed this issue however no action was recommended.

824 Responses

The question posed to the group is, “Should we use the 824 as a reject and accept response”?  Two of the states that are using the 824 transaction sets are New Jersey and Pennsylvania.  The state of New York is looking into using the 824 as both a reject and accept response. .  Green Mountain is using the 824 for a response and a reject as an account level acknowledgement.  New Jersey is using the 824 as a positive acknowledgement in addition to the 997 functional acknowledgements.  PG&E is interested in receiving EDI 810 invoices and using the 824 as a reject and accept response for bill ready UDC consolidated billing.

The recommendation of the EDI group is to promote discussions at the OCC and Rule 22 Working groups to determine potential implementation of the EDI 824 transaction set.

814 Transaction Set

Presently the EDI 814 Transaction set is utilized for enrollment of electric customers participating in direct access.

For Core Transport Aggregation Program enrollments today, PG&E utilizes the CMEP protocol and would like to implement EDI 814 for gas.  The UIG working group has developed the 814 for both the gas and electric commodities.  ESP’s that participate in the Core Transport Aggregation Program for Gas indicated that they were interested in pursuing this.

EDI 867 Transaction Set

The 867 Transaction sets were discussed however; there were no present issues.

EDI 650 Transaction Sets

California currently has the MADEN process in place for meter usage data issues and the three California utilities agree that it is time to explore improvements to this process  The EDI 650 transaction set is used for meter data communication requests and meter information, meter installation and or meter removal notification.  The EDI 650 could be used as an improved MADEN process which would expedite the process of reporting meter usage errors and also reduce estimations and rebate and re-bill processes.   Currently the 650 is only being used in a few states.  The state of Illinois is currently implementing EDI 650 and Pennsylvania will be next to implement on January 1, 2001.  The 650 would speed up the process for SCE.  PG&E currently uses an email/phone call follow up for the MADEN process.  SDG&E feels that the MADEN process needs work and feels the California market should move forward to implement the EDI 650 transaction set.

The recommendation of the EDI group is to promote discussions at the OCC and Rule 22 Working groups to determine potential implementation of the EDI 650 transaction set.

EDI over the Internet/XML

There is currently a California working group for EDI over the Internet.  The purpose of any discussions at this EDI meeting is not to supersede that working group.  The purpose is to discuss what other participants are looking at as far as XML and EDI over the Internet.  PG&E is currently looking at EDI over the Internet and XML within the scope of their new CIS system.  Currently Pennsylvania and New York are using EDI over the Internet.  First Energy, an Ohio UDC, has implemented the GISB Standards for EDI over the Internet.  SCE has the ability to do EDI over the Internet with the Templar product, yet no one has inquired to use this product.  SCE has found inter-operability issues with EDI over the Internet software.  ESP’s shared at the OCC meetings that their van costs were stable and did not want to change.  SCE posed the question to the other utilities if they felt that the perspective of EDI over the Internet has changed in California.  SDG&E only had two ESP’s that expressed interest but did not proceed.  Pennsylvania and Illinois use EDI over the Internet.  

US Power Solutions is using XML stated that it is inexpensive and can easily be implemented.  Pennsylvania has been successful with the implementation of XML and other states including Massachusetts and New Jersey will follow suit next year.  The question posed was how did the other states implement EDI over the Internet?  Is there documentation readily available?  Pennsylvania has a white paper available, www.intellamarketpa.com.  Pennsylvania EDI working group worked through many issues and came up with an implementation plan that had an easy transition.  Commonwealth Energy indicated that they implemented and the transition was smooth.  Commonwealth is using PGP encryption with GISB Standards.  GISB is a FERC mandated protocol and the state of California decided not to use the GISB standards.

Pat Howard from Commonwealth Energy/Electric America mentioned that the UIG has a white paper on the utilization of XML and has established an XML working group.  XML is growing phenomenally.  There is a push across the nation to implement XML.  XML reduces costs, including van charges.  Highly paid programmers and additional resources are not needed to implement XML.  

The state of New York is trying to determine whether or not to utilize XML.  SCE was concerned about EDI over the Internet as a communication vehicle and did not want to invest in EDI over the Internet if XML is the future.  EDI over the Internet in not being pushed that heavily.  PG&E is currently in the process of changing their translator and is analyzing software that includes the ability for XML and EDI over the Internet and other options.  Commonwealth thinks we need to think about both XML and EDI over the Internet.   Commonwealth is willing to test EDI over the Internet but the implementation is being met with some resistance.  Canada is currently using XML and is mandated.  Third party vendors are working on products that can utilize XML and EDI over the Internet.  ESP’s that are purchasing software are being offered cost incentives to go to XML.  Most of the XML and EDI over the Internet products is server based.  PG&E posed the question, “Is the server inside or outside the firewall”?  The results of the discussion indicated that the servers were predominately outside of the firewall.

820 Transaction Set

Commonwealth Energy utilizes UDC consolidated billing and receives collection payments for other states that include an identifier to determine the correlation of the payment to the invoice date. The UDCs in California do not provide this data.  Commonwealth indicated that doing this would be extremely helpful.  In California payments are applied to the oldest balance at an account level.

UDC Consolidated Billing

PG&E provides a daily excel spreadsheet to ESP’s regarding accounts that were billed using UDC consolidated bill.  This is information only as to what PG&E billed to the end use customer, not what is collected.  Discussion included the potential use of the EDI 811 Consolidated Bill Transaction Set to replace the existing excel spreadsheet.  SCE is using bill ready UDC billing and does offer other information only options.

Utilities, URL

www.SCE-ESP.com
www.PGE/EDI.com
WWW.SDGE.com
Follow Up Issues:

The group reviewed potential for 820 posting payment notification to ESP regarding what invoice payment posted to. (Commonwealth Energy)

Additional evaluation of EDI over the Internet based upon Pennsylvania and New Jersey’s model.  (All)

Pursue 824 EDI Transaction Sets in/out for all transactions – except 814 (account level).  (All)

Evaluate EDI over the Internet vs. XML  (All)

Establish conference calls with all ESP’s and UDC’s weekly, monthly or quarterly.  Conference calls with individual UDC’s and ESP’s.  (All)

Establish quarterly, semi annual or monthly meetings for the EDI Statewide Working group?  (All)

Create an issues log on a website.  Who would host and update?  (All)

