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Minutes – CuS project meeting, February 24th and 25th, 2010
Date:
Wednesday and Thursday, February 24th and 25th, 2010
Time:
09:00 – 18:00 and 9:00 – 16:00
Place:
Linz, Austria 
Participants:
Adrian Fuchs, swissgrid, CH

Anita Buchholz, SAP, DE
Christian Odgaard, Energinet.dk, DK

Emma Lindgren, Vattenfall, SE

Eva Lepperhoff (Convenor), RWE, DE 

Gerrit Fokkema, EDSN, NL

Gordon Brown, AMT-Sybex, UK
Joachim (Joe) Schlegel, RWE
Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL

Leif Morland, Logica, NO

Margit Reiter, Energie Ag, AT


Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO
Thilo Lombardo, Kisters, DE
Excuses: 
Filip Drijkoningen, UMIX, BE
Juraj Horvat, Vychodoslovenska energetika a. s., SK 
Enclosure:
None
1 Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with the following additions/removal:
· Questions from ETC, new point 6.5
· EDSN report on standards, methods and technique, see 9.1 under AOB
· Questions from Danish hub project, see 9.3 under AOB
· Information from other groups, such as ENTSO-E and G, and Eurelectric, see 9.3 under AOB
· ebIX® web site, see 9.5 under AOB
· Item 6.2, Review of EBO Model for information exchange from Kees was removed (outdated)
2 Minutes from previous meeting

The minutes from previous meeting were approved.
During this item Kees mentioned that the role discussion related to item 3 in the previous meeting is being discussed in other groups (ETC) and that CuS should await results from these discussions before continuing the discussion. 

3 Resolve matters arising from the latest ebIX® Forum meeting

It was noted that the CuS work plan was approved as proposed by Eva. There were no other matters to resolve.
4 Status for ETC work on UMM 2 Business Choreography View and Business Information View

Kees gave a brief report from an ETC meeting the week before and a status of UN/CEFACT standards (UMM, CCTS, NDR, UPCC…):

· ETC has for 95 % finished the methodology discussions, i.e. it is agreed how to model. Among others this includes:

· About 20 ABIEs and 50 BDTs agreed. These are common for the CuS and EMD models.
· The usage of OCL to constraint the ABIEs and BDTs for actual documents have been agreed.
· The OCL constraints are split into sets for constraining structure, payload and dependencies.

· It is made a proposal for a header structure, which takes into account that we have different communication means, such as SMTP and WS.
· Making the Business Information View (BIV) and Business Choreography View (BCV) for CuS and EMD are still homework. 
· The ebIX® models are based on the UN/CEFACT standards with extension of the above mentioned OCL statements. 
· A better coordination of the different UN/CEFACT groups is still needed.

· Kees also mentioned that he had tested export of models from MagicDraw to Enterprise Architect (EA). This worked for simple models, but not for the nested profiles used by the ebIX® projects. 

· Also national customisation was discussed on the previous ETC meeting. For code lists this is probably solved, but for additional or modified national processes and extensions to ABIEs, there is currently no final solution. 

· XML schemas (previous version) are available for the EMD documents published on www.ebix.org. 

· ETC expects to publish the new models and the related xml schemas after the next ebIX® forum meeting.
5 Harmonised role model for Master data

The role model subset from EMD, which had been added to the CuS BRS version 2.1 was reviewed, with the following comments/changes:

· The Balance group and Functional group were removed, since they are not used in the current CuS model.
· The Reconciliation responsible is a generalisation of either a Balance responsible party or a Balance supplier. This is dependent on national rules and the role was removed
· A missing association between Local metering point and Balance responsible party was added.
Homework:
· Kees will verify if there is a request to the ebIX®, EFET and ENTSO-E Harmonisation group (HG) related to a generalisation between Balance responsible party or Balance supplier and the Reconciliation responsible.
6 CuS model version 2.1

6.1 Unresolved issues related to CuS document version 2.0.A - UMM 2 Business Requirements View:

· As homework from previous meeting everybody should verify if the code E85 Metering point is not connected can be removed (same code as E81). 
Conclusion:
· Code E85 Metering point is not connected will be removed.

· From Sweden:

· In the rejection documents the Response Reason Description Codes are the same regardless of the context. These should be reviewed. 
Conclusion:
· Will be reviewed during review of CuS document v2.1

· Chapter 5.3.8.1:

Notifications can be sent to old balance supplier or to old balance responsible party or both. According to figure 24, I cannot see in which role I am receiving the notification. Is it as a Balance Supplier or as a Balance Responsible Party?  Can I find that information in some header? I could have both roles and might have different databases that need to get this information.
Conclusion:
· The information, i.e. Ancillary role will be a part of the header. The attribute Ancillary role will be added to all class diagrams in the CuS BRV and a short text in the beginning explaining what the Ancillary role is.
· Chapter 5.5.2.2:

I am a balance responsible, but I have an error in my database

Example 1: 

I didn't know that I was balance responsible party for this metering point. I receive this notification and think I became a BRP - but instead it was the opposite.

Example 2:

One month earlier the Metering Point Administrator sent a notification to me that I lost the Balance Responsibility for the Metering Point. But something failed here, and I still think I am the BRP. Now I receive a new notification and thinks I now lost this metering point - but instead it was the opposite.

Why is it not possible to see if I become the Old BRP or the New BRP?
Discussion:
· Adrian questioned if the Reason for transaction should reflect the whole process or the transaction, i.e. if the reason should be Change of supplier or End of supply. This question should be forwarded to ETC.

· During this item Gerrit brought up the question if both the Old and the new balance supplier should be added to the Notify change of supplier document, which is needed in the Netherlands. Christian noted that the Old balance supplier should not know who the New balance supplier is and vice-versa in Denmark. It was however noted that the old balance supplier can be seen through the change of Metered data responsible and the topic was closed without any changes to the BRS.
Conclusion:
· The class diagram in the BRV will be split into a Start date and an End date and a comment explaining when to use them will be added. How to implement it in the BIV will be decided in ETC.
· Chapter 5.6.2.1:

Cfr Chapter 5.5.2.2

Why is it not possible to see if I become the Old Metered data responsible or the New Metered data responsible?
Conclusion:
· See above.
During this point, also the process related to change Metered data responsible and related exchange of metered data was discussed. EMD was asked to discuss the complete Change of Metered data responsible process. After discussion in EMD the discussion will be reopened in CuS.
Homework:
· Ove will go through all notification class diagrams and add Start/End dates and related comments, where applicable.

· Ove will add the attribute Ancillary role to all class diagrams in the CuS BRV and add a short text in the beginning explaining what the Ancillary role is.
· Ove will bring the following question to ETC: Should the Reason for transaction reflect the whole process or only the transaction? I.e. Should the Reason for transaction in the End of supply process be Change of supplier or End of supply?
· Kees will ask EMD to discuss the process(es) related to change Metered data responsible and related exchange of metered data.

6.2 Review of first proposal for CuS model 2.1

Among others the following items have been changed from previous meeting:

· The Business entities have been simplified, e.g. the Request change of supplier class diagram has been made with only one class.

· Dependencies have been added from enumerations to relevant code attributes and default values for coded attributes have been removed.
In general it was agreed to either use role names from the Harmonised role model or if we want to express another role, we should find a completely different name. E.g. we should not use Supplier since it is too easy to mix up with Balance supplier. This will be forwarded to ETC for possible update of the ebIX® methodology.
There was a longer discussion related to Reject documents in general. Should we add more attributes to the reject documents? I.e. make them similar to the confirmation documents. 
Kees came up with the proposal that we make both the rejection and confirmation documents simple (i.e. with only the model technical attributes needed, i.e. without redundancy) in the BRS. It will be noted that we in the Business Information View base the reject and confirmation documents on the same ABIEs and structure as in the request, which will make it possible and easy to increase the content on a national basis. Using the same ABIEs and structure as the basis for all change of MP roles will also make it easy to reuse processes for the implementers. However we make a note in the BRS that we do not recommend amending or increasing the number of attributes on a national basis.
The discussion ended with agreeing on the proposal from Kees. This implies addition of Customer reference in the rejection documents and reducing the content of the confirmation documents to the same attributes as in reject documents, but without Reason.
It was agreed to make a matrix before next meeting containing rejection codes and documents. Some rules:

· The reject code E14 Other reason and E36 No valid collaboration should be removed

· E50 Invalid period and E17 Requested switch date not within time limit should not be used together

The new process areas Request/response Metering-point (MP) characteristics, chapter 5.9 and Notify Metering point characteristics, chapter 5.10 were reviewed and corrected. Among others:

· The Date in the Requests for MP characteristics was removed 

· Efficient data alignment, including the possibility to request historical master data was added to the “Road map”. 

· The attribute Status for MP was split into Administrative Status for MP and Physical Status for MP.

· Business Reason Code was removed from the Response Metering-point (MP) characteristics document 
There was a longer discussion related to how to make more precise business requirements for the MP characteristics, i.e. should we make more of the attributes required, should we always send all available attributes or should we make subsets for different context? The discussion will be continued on the next meeting.

Review of the process area Query/response Metering point data for identification, chapter 5.11 was postponed to next meeting.

Agreed changes to the draft CuS BRS v2.1 (homework for Ove):

· The ebIX Business domain model will be moved to a separate document, common for all ebIX projects and sent to ETC for verification, approval and publication on the ebIX® web site. 

· The CuS information model (chapter 4) will be moved to the Business Entity View and explained as an overview of the entities.
· The term Customer will be renamed Consumer where applicable.

· Methodology text will be moved to a “ebIX® reading manual” (together with the domain model). This is among others relevant for chapter 5 and 5.1.
· Make sure that the sequence of the UseCases in upper level UseCase diagrams reflect the sequence in the activity diagrams and lower level UseCase diagrams.

· UseCase descriptions will be added, with a first proposal for text, for all lower level UseCases. On the next meeting it will be decided if the business participants in the CuS group should get homework to review and update them (alternatively reviewed during a CuS meeting).

· All attributes containing references should explicitly be stated as references, e.g. the Original Business Document Id should be renamed to Reference to Original Transaction ID
· ID should be renamed to Transaction ID
· Cancellation notes, such as Only used for cancellation, will be removed

· Customer reference will be added to all relevant documents

· The content of the confirmation documents will be reduced to the same attributes as in reject documents, however without Reason.
· Business reason codes for Notify MP characteristics will be verified
· Verify that Notify MP characteristics is in line with Response MP Characteristics.
· It will be noted that we in the Business Information View base the reject and confirmation documents on the same ABIEs and structure as in the request, which will make it possible and easy to increase the content on a national basis. Using the same ABIEs and structure as the basis for all change of MP roles will also make it easy to reuse processes for the implementers. It will also be noted in the BRS that ebIX® do not recommend amending or increasing the number of attributes on a national basis.
Homework:
· Ove will ask ETC to add a statement in the ebIX® methodology saying that we should either use role names from the Harmonised role model or, if we want something else, find a completely different name. E.g. we should not use Supplier since it is too easy to mix up with Balance supplier. 

· Ove will make a matrix containing rejection codes and documents before next meeting

· Ove will update the BRS with the changes listed above

· Everybody is asked to prepare for the discussion related to MP characteristics on the next meeting, e.g. prepare proposals for subsets and/or national requirements.

6.3 Discussion: who is responsible for distributing and maintain data elements
Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
6.4 Questions from ETC

During an ETC review of the CuS UMM2 Business Information View, the following questions were raised:

· Should an Event Identification be added to the CuS documents in the Business Requirements View?

· Should the Original business document reference identity be replaced by an Original event identification?

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

6.5 Continuation on prioritised processes

Kees was missing processes for the gas sector and proposed adding the process Change of Transport capacity responsible, which was agreed.
Homework:
· Ove will add a proposal for the process Change of Transport capacity responsible to the BRS
7 Priorities for further work
A) Cancellation processes for all processes that can be cancelled 
B) Update the model to include gas.

C) Distribute master data (MP, Meter, …) (Awaiting input from EMD
· Including discussion of Control area and/or Imbalance settlement responsible
D) Request for Master Data Metering Point
E) Efficient data alignment, including the possibility to request historical master data.
F) Request change of attributes connected to a MP

G) Request change of master data, meter  ( Awaiting input from EMD 

H) Change to/from Supplier of last resort

· Exist in Norway, Germany and Belgium.

· Does not exist in Austria, Sweden, Netherlands and Denmark.

· A Balance supplier appointed by the authorities (e.g. the regulator) to supply energy under certain conditions to consumers rejected by other Balance suppliers.

· And its relation to Change to/from Default supplier, i.e.:

· Does not exist in Austria, Norway, Netherlands and Belgium.

· Exist in Sweden, Germany and Denmark.

· A Balance supplier that supplies MPs within a Metering Grid Area (chosen by the MPA) when the customer has not chosen another BS

I) Change request and exchange of master data to other databases, such as parties and contracts.

J) Class diagram for Installation information (inclusive "premise id" and "location id") and Exchange of master data for "Measuring field". This may require a recast of UTILMD.

K) The ebIX Business domain model (chapter 2) will be moved to a separate document, common for all ebIX projects, in the next version of the model.
L) How to handle the different attributes related to the Consumer, such as consumer contact information (e.g. address and invoice address). 

8 Meeting schedule

· April, Wednesday and Thursday 21st and 22nd, Stockholm 
· Gordon is asked to give a presentation of the UK model

· Review of the process area Query/response Metering point data for identification
· Discuss how to make more precise business requirements for MP characteristics, i.e. should we make more of the attributes required, should we always send all available attributes or should we make subsets for different context?
· June, Tuesday and Wednesday 15th and 16th, Dublin
· October, Wednesday and Thursday 6th and 7th, Denmark 
9 AOB
9.1 EDSN report on standards, methods and technique
Gerrit had sent a report on the standards, methods and techniques applied in defining the new Dutch xml messages. Due to lack of time there was no time to review the report, but Ove had prepared the following comments (for information after the meeting):

· There seems to be a mix-up of ebIX® and ENTSO-E in the report. In chapter 5, State of the art, ENTSO-E is missing. In chapter 6.1, Overview of practices ebIX® and ENTSO-E are mixed in the same column, which states:

· ebIX® and ENTSO-E uses ebMS as Protocol, but ebIX® does not specified any prioritised protocol

· ebIX® and ENTSO-E uses NDR as Syntax, but this only applies to ebIX® and NOT ENTSO-E

· ebIX® and ENTSO-E uses CCTS as Message documentation, but this only applies to ebIX® and NOT ENTSO-E

· ebIX® and ENTSO-E uses UMM2 as Process flow developments, but this only applies to ebIX® and NOT ENTSO-E

· ebIX® and ENTSO-E uses UML activity diagrams as Process flow documentation, but this only applies to ebIX® and NOT ENTSO-E

9.2 Questions from Danish hub project
Denmark has an ongoing project for establishment of a data hub, which among others will act as a Metered data responsible and would like answers on the questions below. However, there was no time to go through the questions. If anybody has proposals and/or comments to the questions below please send them to Christian (cco@energinet.dk), with a copy to the rest of the CuS group (or send them to Ove for forwarding to CuS). 
· How to treat unrequested change of supplier (relevant for Move and End of supply processes), i.e. will the hub send one (request including master data) or two (one request and thereafter the master data) documents to the supplier of last resort?

· How to cancel a 392 document (request change of supplier), i.e. will this be a resending of the 392 document with a reason for transaction = cancellation or a new document type?
· How should the hub request meter reading form the Metered data collector for manually read MPs, i.e. using a separate Request meter reading document or sending a Notify change of supplier (406) document to both the Metered data collector and the Old balance supplier?

· Which EMD document to use for regular meter reading for profiled MPs?
· Will the new xml documents include the Business document type (392, 414, 406…)?

· Should it be possible to change Balance responsible party for more overall domains than MP, such as per Metering grid area, Price area, Country…?

· In Denmark the hub will be responsible for maintaining the Balance responsible party and Balance supplier connected to the MP, while the grid company will be responsible for the rest of the MP characteristics. Who will be the Metering point administrator?
· How to handle changes to MP characteristics; always send full set of characteristics, only changed characteristics or in sets?

· Needed codes related to changes to MP characteristics:

· Change of settlement method (E75 = Change of metering method)

· Change of specific attributes in a MP (E32 = Update of master data, metering point is used for portfolio overview)

9.3 Information from other groups, such as ENTSO-E and G, and Eurelectric

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

9.4 ebIX® web site

Eva mentioned that the new ebIX® is up and running. She also mentioned that her mail address has been removed. Also Anita wanted to be removed.

Homework:
· Ove will ask the webmaster to remove Anitas mail address from the web site. 
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