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Minutes ETC meeting, September 19th and 20th, 2005

Date:
Monday September 19th
and
Tuesday September 20th, 2005
Time:
09:00 - 18:00 

9:00 - 17:00 
Meeting place:
Brussels, Electrabel

Participants:
Carl Major, E.ON Netz, DE
Christian Odgaard, Eltra, DK
Hugo Dekeyser, UMIX, BE
Jon-Egil Nordvik (Convenor), Statnett, NO (second day)
Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO 

Attachment:
None
1) Approval of agenda

Approved with priority/addition of the following items:
· Investigation report, new item
· ebIX Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling, item 3
· Code lists, item 6
· QDTs, new item
· Preparation for next ebIX Forum meeting, new item
· Request for new error code for "Metering Point is not connected" from the Netherlands, new item
2) Minutes from previous meetings

Homework from previous meeting:

· Ove will update and publish ebIX Recommendations for cancellation of business documents and processes. 
Status: Done.
· Ove will publish a working version of the ebIX CC registry.
Status: Done.
· Kees will update the ebIX code list.
Status: On the agenda (Item 6)
· Hugo will make a short explanation of the principles for using constrains, for the ebIX Methodology.
Status: Postponed
· Ove will update UTILTS, send in an RFC to ETC and publish it.
Status: Postponed
· Everybody should look into and define where the border between a model error report, a processability error report and a business response should be.
Status: See item (3).
The minutes were approved.

2.1 (New item) Request for new error code for "Metering Point is not connected" from the Netherlands
The following code was agreed and added to the ebIX Code list.

	E85
	Metering Point is not connected (Rejection)
	The original transaction is rejected because the metering point is not connected, i.e. supply of energy is not possible to the metering point.

Comment: In the “E07, master data metering point” Connected/disconnected is reported in the attribute “Physical status of metering point”.
	UTILMD


Homework:
· Ove will update the ebIX code list with the code “E85, Metering Point is not connected (Rejection)” and publish it.
2.2 (New item) Investigation report to ebIX Forum

The Investigation report, mainly made by Kees was discussed. 
Ove made an introduction to the different UN/CEFACT groups involved in modelling, which among others includes TBG1-TBG16 (business groups), TBG17 (harmonisation group making the actual content of the UN/CEFACT CCs), ICG (responsible for publication of models and CCs and a central UN/CEFACT Registry/Repository), ATG (responsible for syntax solutions, EDIFACT/XML), TMG (responsible for UMM, CCTS (Core Components Technical Specification) and a XMI interface) and MRI (Modellers Reference Initiative - responsible for coordination of modelling activities between the different UN/CEFACT groups). The presentation shows that a better involvement from ebIX in the different UN/CEFACT groups is needed.
Also the use of UML, including tagged values and constraints based on OCL, was discussed. It seems that ebIX is in front of UN/CEFACT related to “advanced” usage of UML and it is important to communicate this to UN/CEFACT. 
The investigation report was reviewed page by page and among others the following comments were made to the document:

· It will be added a short explanation of CCs, i.e. “Consequent usage of reusable elements”.
· Most of the questions and statements in the document were rephrased to “statements, proposed by ETC”. 

· Remarks to the UN/CEFACT documents in chapter 5.2.1 were moved to an appendix.
· Alternatives for mapping to EDIFACT I chapter 5.3.2 were moved to an appendix.
Kees will update the investigation report according to the comments mentioned above and send it to the ebIX Forum as a proposal from ETC.
Homework:
· Kees will update the investigation report and distribute it to the ebIX Forum.
2.3 (New item) Preparation for next ebIX Forum meeting
The budget for ETC will probably be used (empty) after the next ETC meeting. Jon-Egil will ask for extra budget on the next ebIX Forum meeting. 
3) ebIX Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling

The reason for this item was that Carl on the previous ETC meeting suggested to remove the statement in appendix A.5 that a processability error report can not be implemented as an APERAK, see the minutes from the previous ETC meeting.
As homework all countries should try to define the border between the model error report and processability error report. 

The following comment was received from Matti, Finland (A crude example of invoicing):

· Model error: the right acknowledgement is not sent 

· Processability error: the account identifier is not right -some formal error, which the receiver checks. 

· Business report: the invoice is a fake. 

The following comment was received from Eva, Sweden:
“In Sweden we are currently working on migrate our MSCONS and DELFOR into the UTILTS message. The time plan to implement UTITLS is at earliest in one year, i.e. next autumn 2006. We have had a lot of discussions around error handling with CONTRL, APERAK and UTILTS-ERR-message. At the last meeting we decided that we will NOT implement the UTILTS-ERR-message (as we planned at the beginning), and only have CONTRL and APERAK.

The CONTRL-message will as before only be used as a syntax error report.

But more interesting is a new way of using the APERAK-message. We have suggested (which will be discussed again) that the receiver of an UTILTS message is obligated to check the message on two levels when creating the APERAK message:

1. National guide level

2. Functional level

We have also decided that one UTILTS message must be responded with only one APERAK message (containing all the UTILTS transactions, both correct and incorrect transaction). This is to be able to keep the UTILTS message and the APERAK message together.

The first level check (national guide level) is a more "technical" check. This check is aiming to check if the UTITLS message is correct regarding to the national guide document, i.e. all required segments and fields are used plus that correct predefined codes are used. If there is one UTILTS transaction that is incorrect according to the rules in the national guide, that transaction will be reported as a "not ok" transaction in the APERAK message.

The second level check (functional level) is the "functional" check. This check is to check if each UTITLS transaction is correct according to predefined functional checks listed in the national guide. Today we have identified 12 predefined checks so far (using ebIX error codes E50, E55, E10, E49, E47, E29, E61, E73, E51, E62, E19 and E14). The second level could in the future be moved to an UTILTS-ERR-message instead if we want to separate the two levels.

There is our view of the border between a model error report (level 1) and a processability error report (level 2). We have not discussed a business response.”
Jon-Egil explained the Norwegian principles:

· In the balancing market a model error report is typically used when codes in the national user guide is missing, while the processability error report is used for rejecting messages not conformant with the Norwegian business rules, such as messages received too late.

· Currently APERAK is used for both the model error report and the processability error report in the balancing market.

· For the reconciliation process APERAK will be used to reject model error on metering point level. For processability error reports the current idea is to send a positive confirmation on a message level and handle the processability errors (on metering point level) manually.

Kees explained that in the Netherlands the nature of a processability error report has been discussed. For instance they suggest that a negative 414, as response to a 392 message, should be seen as a processability report. 
Hugo stressed that, for instance, problems with the quality of received metered data will be handled by a new process in the companies and that this not is dealt with in a processability error report. 

The ebIX Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling was updated with some smaller corrections to the UseCase and activity diagrams. The statement in appendix A.5 that a processability error report can not be implemented as an APERAK was removed.

Homework:
· Ove will publish the ebIX Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling.

4) XML documents

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
5) ebIX CC registry
When Ove made the latest version of the ebIX Recommendations for cancellation of business documents and processes the QDT “TransactionResponseStatus_Code” was missing as a part of the ebIX CC registry. The QDT was probably removed by a mistake and will be added again in the “Approved” QDT package.
Also the QDT Energy​_Quantity with the two specialisations Integer_Quantity and Float_Quantity was shortly discussed. However there was no conclusion on how to make it better, so the topic was postponed to a leater meeting

Homework:
· Ove will update the CC registry with the QDT “TransactionResponseStatus_Code”.

6) ebIX CodeList
Kees had distributed a proposal for a new structure for the ebIX code lists, where new principle was used. Among others the enumerations from different code list responsible are grouped in classes. 
The proposal was discussed and several new questions were raised. As homework Kees and Hugo will look into the proposal and come up with new suggestions for the next meeting.

Homework:
· Kees and Hugo will look into the proposal for the ebIX code list and come up with new proposals for the next meeting.
7) Structuring in MagicDraw from Kees, including Dutch company model

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

8) EMD model (new roles)
EMD had sent in a request for new roles and updated role descriptions.
EMD asks ETC to create the following new roles:

· Reconciliation responsible: A party responsible for establishing the volume of energy products to be reconciled within a metering grid area.

· Reconciled Difference Responsible: A party that is financially accountable for the reconciled volume of energy products for a Local metering point.
· Metering Grid Area Administrator: A party responsible for:

· knowing the grid area and the metering points within it;

· making available the master data of the metering grid area to other parties

· Creditor: A party responsible for the calculation of the financial value of energy related products or services.
· Metered Data Aggregator, central (market balance area):  EMD ask for a split of the Metered data aggregator into the following two roles and rephrasing of the definitions:
· Metered Data Aggregator (local, metering grid area): A party responsible for the aggregation of validated metered data within a Metering grid area. This data is aggregated according to a defined set of market rules.
· Metered Data Aggregator (central, market balance area): A party responsible for the aggregation of aggregated metered data within a Market balance area. This data is aggregated according to a defined set of market rules.
EMD asks ETC to update the following role (add the text in bold italic):
· Market operator: A party responsible for the establishment of the market energy price for the market balance area or for the reconciliation within a metering grid area.
EMD ask ETC to review billing roles and the generic elements in the structure of handling the billing:

In line with the ETSO model for imbalance settlement ebIX EMD has modeled the role of the Billing Agent as merely sending the invoice. The amounts for the invoice lines (and of the totals) are provided by the new role Creditor, who in fact determines the debt of the customer. The introduction of a new role for determining the debt is required, because of the differences between national procedures/implementations with respect to reconciliation.
A proposal to handle these roles in a more generic way is to model the Creditor and the Billing agent in a separate diagram, showing that these are roles in another “dimension”, used by most of the other roles for billing. The billing roles can also be modeled in a generic model, including a UseCase diagram and a sequence diagram to show the generic billing process.

Below is shown a subset of the role model where we try to define responsibilities for the new roles:
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Homework:
· Ove will send a change request for comments to ETC and to the ebIX, ETSO and EFET harmonisation group, in due time before the harmonization meeting.

9) Review of the new chapter 6 in “ebIX Common rules and recommendations”, IDs

The Basic rules for Business document and Business process Identification EBO 20050601.doc as reviewed and slightly modified. The document will replace chapter 6 in the “ebIX Common rules and recommendations” and sent on circulation for comments to the ETC members until next ETC meeting.
Homework:
· Ove will add the chapter to the “ebIX Common rules and recommendations” and sent on circulation for comments to the ETC members until next ETC.
10) Update of the ebIX Domain model

There was a short discussion if the top-level artefact in the ebIX Domain model shall show the main areas in the energy market as packages (as the current version do) or as UseCases/actors. Due to lack of time the item was not finished and will be put on the next agenda.

11) Review of an overview of ebIX models based on the ebIX domain model (table of content) from Kees and ebIX architecture from Hugo

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

12) Review of the ebIX Methodology

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

13) Generic ABIEs (Hugo)
Due to lack of time the item was postponed.

14) Information

Nothing reported.
15) Next meeting(s)

October 11th and 12th, Zurich

November 17th and 18th, Oslo (Tentative)
16) AOB

No issues.
Appendix A Participants in ETC

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Carl Major
	E.ON Netz
	+49 5132 88 2179
	+49 172 5109881
	Carl.Major@eon-energie.com

	Christian Odgaard
	Eltra
	+45 76 22 44 63
	+45 23 33 85 55
	Christian.odgaard@eltra.dk 

	Hans Montelius
	SvK
	+46 8 410 802 82
	
	Hans.Montelius@svk.se 

	Hugo Dekeyser
	Umix
	+32 2 518 65 87
	+32 4 77 5580 03
	hugo.dekeyser@electrabel.be 

	Jon-Egil Nordvik (Convenor)
	Statnett
	+47 22 52 70 00
	+47 975 36 303
	jon-egil.nordvik@statnett.no 

	Kees Sparreboom
	TenneT
	
	+31 622 66 7911
	kees.sparreboom@capgemini.com

	Matti Vasara
	Fingrid
	
	+358 405 19 5017
	Matti.Vasara@fingrid.fi 

	Ove Nesvik (Secretary)
	EdiSys
	+47 22 42 13 80
	+47 928 22 908
	ove.nesvik@edisys.no

	Rudolf Baumann
	Etrans
	+41 62 868 21 20
	
	Rudolf.Baumann@etrans.ch

	Terje Nilsen (Observer)
	Nord Pool
	+47 67 52 80 44
	+47 930 34 100
	terje.nilsen@nordpool.com 


Appendix B Work items for ETC

	Work item
	Description
	Status

	ebIX Methodology
	· Version 1.1 – For comments 
	· Draft finalised June 25th 2004

· Approval on the ebIX Forum meeting in October 2004

	ebIX Functional description
	· Date/time/period/time zones

· Addressing

· ….
	· Draft finalised June 25th 2004

· Approval on the ebIX Forum meeting in October 2004

	Business information model for acknowledgements
	· Acknowledgement and error handling (Sequence diagram + activity diagram + class diagram)
	· Draft finalised June 25th 2004

· Approval on the ebIX Forum meeting in October 2004

	New structure of UTILMD
	· Structure reflecting the class diagram for Field bus
	· Draft finalised June 25th 2004

· Approval on the ebIX Forum meeting in October 2004

	Make an example of an EDIFACT translation guide and a XML one based upon a class diagram taken from the CuS-document
	· Evaluate the first examples of a translation guide for CuS documents.
	· September 2004

	DMRs
	· DMR for Composite element C186 in QTY, making Data element 6060 conditional

· Change of the name of Metered data aggregator to “Metered data aggregator, local” and making a new code for “Metered data aggregator, central”.
	· This makes it possible to send a message with no-value in the QTY segment for non-existing values.

	Other items:

· Addition of DE UTILTS/SG5/IDE/C778/1050
	· Proposal for usage of data element SG5/IDE/C778/1050 in UTILTS in order to send multiple time series per main transaction number. Alternatively using the complete composite C778 for grouping transaction 'sub-items' and/or SG5/IDE/1222 for identifying the level in the hierarchy.
	· Requires input from CuS/EMD
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