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Minutes ETC meeting, September 26th and 27th, 2006
Date:
Tuesday September 26th 
and Wednesday September 27th, 2006
Time:
09:00 - 18:00
9:00 - 16:00 
Meeting place:
SvK, Stockholm
Participants:
Carl Major, E.ON Netz, DE
Christian Odgaard, Energinet.dk, DK
Hugo Dekeyser, UMIX, BE
Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL - Confirmed
Lucy Sarkisian, TenneT/EBO, NL
Oscar Ludwigs, SvK, SE – Confirmed
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO 

Attachment:
None
1) Approval of agenda

Approved with the following additions:

· Update the overview of ebIX models, Kees, see 18), AOB
· New code proposals from Kees, see 15), Maintenance
· Review of EMD documents, see 4), Energy Metered Data Report (EMDR)
· DigSig comments from Sweden, see 18), AOB
· Review of the definition of Metering point, see 4), Energy Metered Data Report (EMDR)
2) Minutes from previous meetings
Approved
3) Preparations for next ebIX Forum meeting, October 13th. 

An ETC presentation was made, including:

· An overview over available models.

· Resume from ETC minutes since last Forum meeting (Published documents, main tasks…).
· Main topics for 2007.
For the budget discussion on the coming ebIX Forum meeting ETC proposes the same number of meetings as this year (7 meetings) and the possibility to hire an UN/CEFACT UMM/CC expert, e.g. Christian Huemer, for two or three meetings. The ETC budget proposal will be 60.000€ for ETC (for 2006 the budget is 70.000€) and 25.000€ for UN/CEFACT work (for 2006 the budget is 20.000€).
Jon-Egil has decided to withdraw as convenor of ETC. A possible candidate for new convenor is Lucy. Jon-Egil will inform Konstantin of this. 

4) Energy Metered Data Report (EMDR) 

Kees made a short status report from the kick off meeting in the EMVR (Energy Measured Values Report) project, which was held August 25th. According to the project plan the first task will be to look at the exchanges of metered data to the customer and in this context a customer may for instance be a neighbouring grid. Most of the practical discussions on the first meeting were related to the definitions of Metering points, Account points, Exchange points, Consumption points etc. 
Kees had also prepared a “Metering role model” explaining the proposal for splitting the term Metering point into Accounting point and a new Physical connection point. The model was discussed and among others a new class Logical register was added. The document will be further discussed in the EMVR project, before it will be sent to the Harmonisation group.
Under this item Kees also presented the available models from EMD, which among others includes the business processes Determine switch stand, Imbalance settlement and Reconciliation. Kees has sent the documents for publication on the ebIX web site, with the status “for comments”. A review of the documents will be put on the second next ETC meeting.
5) IEC WG16 status report, i.e. Cooperation between ETSO and IEC for making UN/CEFACT CCs
The IEC/TC57/WG16 status report was reviewed. WG16 wants to collaborate with ETSO and UN/CEFACT, for making energy market CCs, a CIM market extension and approval of the CCs by UN/CEFACT. The first step should be to clarify the practical consequences related to the MoU between ETSO and ebIX. The need for ebIX to participate in these discussions was stressed. It is however up to the ebIX Forum to find the means for doing this. 

6) Trial versions of models based on MagicDraw UMM profile

Ove showed an example of the process of change of MP attributes made according to UMM. Some comments:
· There is a reuse and copy/paste problem related to roles and the concept of “Authorised roles” are unclear.
· The UseCases in the domain view is only linked to one role and it is unclear how these UseCases (processes) are linked to the UseCases (processes) in the Requirement view and Transaction view.

· The need for the Collaboration realisation view is unclear.
Further actions will be inviting Christian Huemer on the second next ETC meeting for discussion of the UMM example and invite Freddy De Vos for the third next meeting for discussions related to ebIX CCs.

7) Questions to the ebIX/ETSO/EFET role model from the “vendor group”.

At a meeting between ebIX and SAP in Walldorf it was discussed how to approach SAP comments and questions to the ebIX/ETSO role model. SAP has sent us a document where the market role model is discussed, to give a better understanding of their view. The document has several proposals for new roles, which were reviewed and answered: 
Matching Responsible Party: The role is currently handled by the System operator role. For the electricity market, ETSO will be the responsible body for this role and for the gas sector it should probably be EASEE-Gas.
Data Exchange Responsible: This is a type of supporting role for the message exchanges and not a role with its own responsibilities in the energy market. ETCs view is that this not should be a role in the Harmonised ebIX/ETSO/EFET role model.
Supplier of Last Resort: ETCs view is that this is a normal balance supplier, which may participate in some special processes defined locally in national markets. In the future it might be candidate for a specialisation of the Balance supplier.
Customer Service Agent: According to the definition this is an Agent (assistant) for other market roles without taking responsibility. In addition there is no message exchanges connected to the role. ETCs view is that this not should be a role in the Harmonised ebIX/ETSO/EFET role model.
Extensions to Billing Agent: ETC sees the Billing agent more as a process than a role and accordingly it should not be a part of the role model.
Collection Agent / Responsible: ETCs view is that this role either is an internal role or a role belonging to another market than the energy market (e.g. banking market), and accordingly it should not be a part of the role model.
Tariff Registry: (Should be named Tariff registry administrator). This is probably a relevant role for the energy market but currently the process is not relevant within the scope of ebIX. 
Market Participant Registry: (Should be named Market Participant Registry administrator). This is a relevant role for the energy market but currently the process is not relevant within the scope of ebIX.
Market Monitoring Responsible: This is probably a relevant role for the energy market but currently the process is not relevant within the scope of ebIX.
Gas Storage Operator: This is an upstream gas role and is probably better handled by EASEE-Gas.
LNG Operator: This is an upstream gas role and is probably better handled by EASEE-Gas.
Provider of Blending Services: This is an upstream gas role and is probably better handled by EASEE-Gas.
Balancing Party for Allocations (extends Transport Capacity Responsible Party - Shipper): This is an upstream gas role and is probably better handled by EASEE-Gas.
The document also had several questions, which also were reviewed and answered:

1. Who is responsible for sending the switch stands to the relevant roles? The Metered Data Aggregator or the Metered Data Responsible? (doc A: p.22 ≠ p.39)
From SAP point of view, the Metered Data Responsible should send the switch stands to the eligible parties.
Answer from ebIX: This is on the agenda for the EMD project, but the assumption is that it will be the Metered data responsible.

2. Does the Metered Data Collector send these metered data to the Balance Responsible Parties and Imbalance Settlement Responsible, or does it only communicate with the Metered Data Responsible. (doc A: p.40 ≠ p.14) 
From SAP point of view, the Metered Data Collector should communicate the metered data to the Metered Data Responsible only.
Answer from ebIX: Yes, the Metered data collector only sends data to the MDR.

3. In the table showing which German stakeholder fulfil more than one role (doc A: p.56):

· Why is “Party Connected to Grid” mentioned in the DSO roles? 
From SAP point of view, the Party Connected to Grid should not be mentioned in the DSO roles.
Answer from ebIX: ETC is uncertain what “doc A” is, but the DSO is probably acting in the role of Balance responsible party, responsible for the grid loss.
· Why are Grid Access Provider, Metered Data Responsible and Meter Operator not mentioned for roles performed by DSO?
From SAP point of view, the Grid Access Provider belongs to DSO, the Metered Data Responsible and the Meter Operator could belong to DSO or to a metering company. With the new Market Participant ”Messstellenbetreiber”, the 2 roles of Meter Operator and Meter Administrator can be split from the Distribution System Operator. 
ebIX answer: Since we don't now the “doc A” we cannot answer, but in general terns the SAP view sounds correct.
· Why is Grid Access Provider mentioned as a TSO role?
From SAP point of view, the Grid Access Provider belongs to DSO.
ebIX answer: Probably as operator of a transmission grid, i.e. the TSO (not mixing up the TSO company with the System Operator role) is having the same roles as the DSO.
4. Which role performs grid usage billing: The Grid Operator, the Grid Access Provider, the Billing Agent?
ebIX answer: It is not modelled yet, but the assumption is that this is the Grid access provider, which might be using a Billing agent. This might be on the agenda for the EMD project (Model for Measure, Metered data for billing). 
5. Which role performs end-customer billing: The Balance Supplier or the Billing Agent?
ebIX answer: It is not modelled yet, but the assumption is that this is the responsibility of the Balance supplier, which might be using a Billing agent. 
6. Which role performs imbalance billing: The Imbalance Settlement Responsible or the Billing Agent?
ebIX answer: It is not modelled yet, but the assumption is that this is the Imbalance settlement responsible, which might be using a Billing agent. The modelling is an ETSO responsibility.
7. Remark: Inconsistency: Why are some roles described as “parties”: Trade Responsible Party, Party Connected to Grid, Consumption Responsible Party, Production Responsible Party, Profile Maintenance Party. 
From SAP point of view, a party is a person or a group within a company and a (market) participant is a company.
ebIX answer: ETC agrees. The naming is there for historical reasons and will be reviewed when time.
8. Transport Capacity Responsible Party - Shipper
Is this role only related to the gas market or is it relevant for the electricity market. Is the term ‘local metering point’ equal to the term ‘metering point’ (related to the final customer’s installation) or does it describe an entry or exit point of the high pressure gas grid?
ebIX answer: In theory also relevant for electricity, i.e. when bottlenecks are a problem. 
9. Owner of the premise: The owner of the premise needs to request for a new connection (to the grid), but usually does not use the grid (does not perform the role ‘Party connected to grid’). Which roles request and take care for a new grid connection?
ebIX answer: The physical connection point is outside the scope of ebIX. The creation of an administrative connection point is on the agenda for CuS.
10. What is the reason for creating the roles Consumption Responsible Party and Production Responsible Party as extensions of the Balance Responsible Party?
ebIX answer: It is related to the scheduling process where the rules for sending production and consumption schedules might be different on national level.
11. Unauthorized Metered Data Collector. In the following examples the meter is not read by the metered data collector:

a. Is directly read by automated meter reading 

b. Is read by customer self reading

c. Is read by another role, that changes, removes or disconnect the device (like the Meter Operator)

The description of the role Metered Data Collector does not fit anymore. Should a new role ‘Unauthorized Metered Data Collector’ be introduced?

ebIX answer: This has been discussed in the EMD project and is for the moment an open question. However an alternative to introduce the Unauthorized Metered Data Collector is to mark readings with a “Stand origin” code (available in the ebIX Code list).
12. The definition of application errors seems to be missing in the documentations from CuS and EMD workgroups. Will this be the responsibility of the workgroups? Is this on the agenda in the next future?
ebIX answer: Currently error codes is specified in the EMD documents and is available in the ebIX Code list. However this is normally further refined on a national basis. 
8) ebIX/ETSO/EFET harmonisation group: Review of roles 

Due to lack of time on the previous EFET/ETSO/ebIX harmonisation meeting, the following roles were asked reviewed (related to definition, name and relation) by ebIX/ETC before discussions on the next EFET/ETSO/ebIX harmonisation meeting. ETC concluded the following proposal: 

· Settlement responsible: A party that is responsible for settlement of the difference between contracted and realised quantities of energy products.

Imbalance settlement responsible: A party that is responsible for settlement of the difference between contracted and realised quantities of energy products for the balance responsible parties in a market balance area.

Reconciliation responsible:
A party that is responsible for settlement of the difference between realised quantities as used in the imbalance settlement and actual metered quantities for the profiled metering points, for the Reconciliation accountables in a Metering grid area.

· The role Reconciled Difference Responsible (Definition: A party that is financially accountable for the reconciled volume of energy products for a Local metering point) was agreed renamed to Reconciliation accountable. 
ETC proposes to define the terms “Allocation” (e.g. used instead of contracted) and “Nomination”, and use these terms in the role and domain definitions. 

9) ebIX architecture

Postponed to the next meeting
10) BRS (Business Requirements Specification) for a subset of one of the ebIX models to UN/CEFACT

Added to the work plan, see item 3.
11) ebIX CC registry
The update of the Code Lists will be finalised and reviewed on the next ETC meeting. Thereafter it will be made UML/1.4, UML/2.0, Word and XML versions, which will be published on the ebIX web site. The official version will be the UML/1.4 version.
12) Update of the ebIX Domain model

Due to lack of time the item was postponed until next ETC meeting.
13) XML documents

Kees presented the available XML schema for the CuS 392-document and the related code lists. This is trial version, not published on the ebIX web site. The first XML publication on the ebIX web site should be the Code list (see item 11, above) and hopefully the Data type schema.
14) Mapping of Class diagrams from EMD and CuS to EDIFACT and XML?

Due to lack of time the item was postponed until next ETC meeting.

15) Maintenance

· Remaining comments to ebIX Common rules and recommendations, chapter 8.2: 
· What about SMTP exchanges? Is it within ebIX possible to send more than one files in one SMTP-exchange? I don’t know anywhere this is allowed.
· Since chapter 8.1 should be removed within a year or so (?) there may be text from this chapter that should be moved to 8.2, such as the part with only one file.
· On the other hand, maybe the limitation about "extra characters" (CRLF) from 8.1 should be removed since we in the SMTP world may use both XML and EDIFACT-messages with CRLF (allowed with UNOC, see appendix A.3).  However I don't think we in Sweden will allowe CRLF in EDIFACT-messages even if we from next autumn will change to "UNOC:3"
Conclusion: Chapter 8.2 was changed, stating that there only should be one attachment in an SMTP exchange. The two last bullet points were postponed until chapter 8.1 is removed.
· Code for disputed:
In The Netherlands we would like to add an additional UN/Cefact code to the list of QuantityQuality codes. The proposed code is 90 for "disputed". The usage of this code is in a procedure for requesting updated metered data (time series) in the imbalance settlement process. One of the reasons for requesting is the Balance Responsible disputing the distributed metered data (time series) and proposing an alternative value to the Metered Data Responsible. As an illustration I send you the Class Diagrams belonging to this procedure.
Conclusion: Agreed – Kees will update the ebIX Code List.
· Proposal for UN/Cefact code in relation to code 90 for disputed. This regards code 427 in DE 6063 (quantity type). As stated in the UNCL: “427, Corrected quantity - The quantity has been corrected”. This regards the proposed way to specify the proposed value to be used instead of the disputed one. You will find this in the Class Diagrams. I send you this, because as far as I remember we have not yet used this qualifier in any model/MIG before. 
Conclusion: ETC propose to change code “427, corrected quantity” by “151, Quantity advised - Quantity advised by supplier or shipper, in contrast to quantity actually received” In QTY/6063 (Quantity type).
· In the Code list for STS/C556 9013 the code E85 has two different meanings, “Metering Point is not connected” and “Unauthorised Metering administrator”.
Conclusion: The code E85 will from now on be used for “Unauthorised Metering administrator” and the new code E90 will be used for “Metering Point is not connected”.

· Review of ebIX EMD documents was postponed to the next ETC meeting.
Homework:
· Ove will update the ebIX Common rules and recommendations and publish on the ebIX web site.
· Kees will update the ebIX Code List with the code 90 for "disputed” in STS/C555 4405 and “151, Quantity advised - Quantity advised by supplier or shipper, in contrast to quantity actually received.” In Quantity type (QTY/6063).
16) Information

Hugo reported that he has been replaced by Filip Drijkoningen (ebIX Forum, CuS and EMD) and that Henk has been replaced by Patrick Dellaert (ebIX Forum). Hugo will participate together with Filip until the end of 2006.

Carl will take over the IT department in EON Engineering and this was probably his last ebIX meeting.

17) Next meeting(s)

· Wednesday 11th (9:00 – 15:00) and Thursday 12th (9:00 – 16:00) of October (before ebIX Forum), Denmark

· Second day will be used for making a BRS and related CCs.

· Wednesday 6th and Thursday 7th of December, Brussels.
· Review of EMD model documents.
· Review of XML Code lists and Data type schemas (Kees)

· Wednesday 17th and Thursday 18th of January 2007, Arnhem.

18) AOB

A) Update the overview of ebIX models
Kees had distributed an updated overview of ebIX Models, which was reviewed. 
B) DigSig Comments from Sweden

Sweden has sent comments to the DigSig documents made in Germany. Some of these comments are repeats of earlier comments, which Carl originally rejected. Carl proposed to establish a small project group which can go through the documents, correct them and publish them. Another possibility would be asking Steria (Swedish consultancy company) to rewrite the documents and thereafter ask the countries to add appendixes with national specialities, or a combination of the two. Oscar will present the possibilities on the next ebIX Forum meeting. 
Appendix A Participants in ETC

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Christian Odgaard
	Energinet.dk
	+45 76 22 44 63
	+45 23 33 85 55
	cco@energinet.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

	Lucy Sarkisian
	TenneT
	
	+31 613 643 092
	l.sarkisian@tennet.org

	Nisheeth K. Singh
	Etrans
	
	
	Adrian.Fuchs@etrans.ch

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

	Observers: 
	
	
	
	

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

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


Appendix B Work items for ETC

Prioritised activities:

· Focus on actual goals (structure and monitoring)

· Intensify our involvement in UN/CEFACT

· Submit BRS and CCs from CuS and EMD/EMVR 

· Maintenance and operational questions

· ebIX architecture, including:

· ebIX Domain model (maintenance)

· ebIX CCs, Code lists and other “building blocks” (development and application)

· Inclusion of UN/CEFACT Standard Business Document Header 

· EDIFACT documents (maintenance)

· XML-documents (development)

· Maintenance of EMD/CuS models

· Restructuring of UTILTS and UTILMD

· Update of ebIX web site 

Appendix C Meeting venue and hotel accommodation 
The next meeting will take place in Stockholm. 

Meeting place:
Svenska Kraftnät (SvK)

Jämtlandsgatan 99

Vällingby (Stockholm)
Hotel accommodation:

Scandic Bromma

Brommaplan 
168 76 Bromma (Stockholm)
Sweden
http://www.scandic-hotels.com/ 
Travel:

The easiest way to get from Arlanda airport to SvK is a taxi, about SEK 400 (50€). The alternative is the airport train and the metro. From Brommaplan (suggeste hotel) there is only a few stations to Vällingby (SvK). 
Please confirm your participation to Oscar (Oscar.Ludwigs@svk.se) with a copy to Ove (ove.nesvik@edisys.no) as soon as possible.
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