Meeting Notes


Internet EDI Meeting, Monday December 13, 1999


PG&E, San Francisco





Introductions, Review of Agenda and Goals for Meeting


The meeting notes for the August 18, 1999, meeting were reviewed, and no revisions were requested.


Participants noted that (1) at the Utility Industry Group (UIG) meeting the previous week, it was announced that UIG has formed a working group to address standards for use of Extensible Markup Language (XML), and (2) a revised Internet Draft for the Internet Engineering Task Force’s EDI-Internet Integration (EDI-INT) work group’s “Applicability Statement 2” (AS2) has been published, incorporating the Gas Industry Standards Board’s (GISB) Internet transport protocol into AS2, using HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP).


A revision to the “Functional Requirements for Internet Transmission of EDI for Direct Access Billing” document, which the group reviewed at the August 18 meeting, was considered, but the group agreed to not change the document.  The potential change was in the first row, which lists the group’s resolution for the functional requirement of “‘Push’ technology for 810 & 814” as “SMTP protocol”, to also include the HTTP protocol as used in AS2.  SMTP (Simple Mail Transport Protocol) has been agreed-upon in order to provide a single protocol that will be implemented by all utilities, so that other market participants do not need to implement multiple protocols to operate in California.  Expansion to use of HTTP is a topic for future consideration.





Status of Implementation Planning in California UDCs and other market participants


The utilities have implemented the agreed-upon functional requirements and are waiting for ESPs to implement.


PG&E is planning to implement Templar software in-house in the first quarter of 2000, and does not plan to support the 814 EDI transaction for Direct Access Service Requests (DASRs) over the VAN.


SCE supports its Comma-Separated Values format for DASRs over Internet, but will only use the VAN for the 814.


[SDG&E stated at the Rule 22/OCC meeting the next day that it can support the over 814 over both Internet and VAN.]


These reports led to a discussion of whether Internet transport should be established as a uniform protocol for the 814.  The concern for now is that ESPs have not been using the new capabilities for sending the 810 EDI transaction over the Internet.  Using Internet transport as a uniform protocol for the 814 may be considered further if an actual interest is demonstrated by ESPs.  In the meantime, it was noted that VAN charges have been reduced recently, from 30 cents per kilocharacters to a flat maximum of about $2000 per month, after a variable cost for lower volumes of about 3.5 cents per kilocharacters.


Utility.com is preparing to test with the utilities using Cyclone software, in early 2000.





Potential Future Directions:  Extensible Markup Language (XML)


Henry Dehlinger and others from Cognizant Technology Solutions provided an overview of XML technology, and a demonstration.  This presentation is available on the Rule 22 committee’s web site, at http://ora.ca.gov/wk-group/dai1999/msg00190.htm.





Potential Future Directions:  Distributed File Management


Don Riley of Wave Research Inc. described an alternative in which files such as EDI data are stored in a distributed file management system, and access to the data is provided between market participants by sending tokens that identify the files.  This presentation is attached (filepool.doc).





Review:  Overview of Internet Transmission of EDI Data in California (documentation of task group results)


A draft of this document was distributed before the meeting, and was reviewed.  Minor edits were made.  Jim Price will distribute the result for final review.





Determination of Next Steps


Plans for future discussions:


SCE and others expressed a viewpoint that it is not clear at this time that there is a market demand to pursue XML actively.  UIG will have broad input from market participants as it addresses standards for XML, and once that is established at the UIG level, the market demand in California can be determined.


Another possible topic for the group to consider is using a “push” technology for the 867 EDI transaction, for meter usage data.  At this point, the market has become accustomed to using “pull” instead of “push”, and there does not appear to be a significant need for change.  Limits on the size of email mailboxes are an issue for meter usage data while the EDI-INT AS1 protocol is used.  A suggestion was made to package historic usage in separate months of data, but this was not supported by all who were present.


The issue of consistent transport mechanisms should be considered at the OCC level, instead of in the Internet EDI task group, since the applicable Internet protocol would be the same as for 810 billing data if Internet transport were used.  That is, the issues are policy-oriented, instead of being technical.


The group will review the Overview document discussed above, once it is distributed.





Jim Price, 1/31/2000





