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Minutes – CuS project meeting, March 30th and 31st, 2005

Date:
March 30th and 31st, 2005

Time:
09:00 – 18:00 and 9.00 – 16:00

Place:
Krusenberg Herrgård, Sweden
Participants:
Eva Lepperhoff, RWE , DE
Hugo Dekeyser (Convenor), UMIX, BE
Jesper Grona Larsen, Devoteam, DK
Joachim Schlegel, RWE, DE
Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL
Kjell Persson, Vattenfall, SE
Leif Morland, AtosOrigin, NO (First day)
Margit Reiter, Energie Ag, AT
Oscar Ludwigs, SvK ,SE (First day)
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO 

Enclosure:
Presentation of the Belgian switching system
1) Approval of agenda

Approved 

2) Minutes from previous meeting

Approved with the following comments:

· The membership list was updated

3) Presentation of the Belgian switching system

Hugo made an interesting presentation of the Belgian switching (messaging) system. The presentation is enclosed.

4) Cancellations

Eva had answered the questions in the previous version of the cancellation document (v.0.1.A), which was reviewed. The review brought up a discussion related to whom the sender of an E67 cancellation business document can be (this must not necessarily be the same party as the sender of the initial business document). It should be up to national rules to decide if the sender of E67 cancellation business document always must be the same as the initiator, which for instance will be the case in Germany.

There was also a longer discussion related to where to put the reason for the cancellation, in the BusinessDocumentType class as a ReasonForTransaction or in the BusinessDocumentCancellation class as a Reason. The result was to use the ReasonForTransaction element for the time being. The reason for this is that the ReasonForTransaction can influence on the structure of the class diagram.

The BusinessDocumentAcceptanceStatus_Code from the acknowledgement document was proposed changed to Rejection_Code.

The document was updated, among others with a description of cancellation of business documents in addition to cancellation of business processes. 

Homework:

· We will ask ETC to change BusinessDocumentAcceptanceStatus_Code to Rejection_Code in the acknowledgement document.

· Ove will send the cancellation document to ETC.

· Everybody should find national codes for ReasonForTransaction, for verification of the placement of the reason for cancellation on the next meeting.

5) Work items

A) Principles for BusinessDocumentID/BusinessProcessID (Edifact :Transaction id)
The scope for the discussion is making an unique business process id (BPI) that is used in the total process, including included/extended processes, e.g. the same BPI used for change of supplier and the corresponding “determine switch stand” process.

Hugo had looked into possible solutions for usage of hash and/or encryption algorithms, or other ways of solving the privacy problems. The conclusion was that it is a bit early to start using hash and/or encryption algorithms.

Among others, the following possible two basic principles for making a unique Business process id (BPI) was discussed:

Basic principle 1:

· The administrative role defines the Business process id, unique for the administrative role. This means however that there not will be a BPI in the initiating business document.

Basic principle 2:
· The initiator defines the Business process id, unique for the initiator. This implies that the originator can be identified by the id and it might give privacy problems.

· The initiator makes the Business process id based on EAN principles, which also may give privacy problems.

· The initiator makes the Business process id based on encrypted unique ids, which will hide the originator from the id.

Kees stressed that there only should be one solution for ebIX and that the solution should be based on a unique Business process ID. 

Sweden is today using alternative 2 and Belgium, Denmark and Austria have a preference for alternative 2 and Germany doesn’t need a BPI. The Netherlands has a preference for alternative 1 because they foresee that there might be problems with the privacy in the future.

Hugo brought up a question related to the usage of the terms “Administrating role” and “Responsible role”. It was agreed to use the term “Administrating role” for the time being. 
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The discussions did not end up with a final conclusion. It was agreed to send the item to ETC for further discussions and possible inclusion in the ebIX Common rules and recommendations. 

Homework:

· Ove will send the proposal to ETC for discussion and possible inclusion in the ebIX Common rules and recommendations.

B) Principles for cancellation of a change of roles (and attributes) connected to a Metering point

Dealt with under item 4.

C) Class diagram for Metering point master data, including relevant ebIX Core Components.

The E07 class diagram from previous meeting was reviewed and updated. Among others Kees proposed to add an invoicing date to the E07 class diagram. This is however only used in the Netherlands and should be added on a national basis.

Due to lack of time the item was not finalised. The unsolved questions from previous meeting will be put on the next agenda:

· Do we need a sequence number in the E07 document, to see which E07 is the latest?

· Denmark, Belgium and Sweden (under discussion) have an attribute “Allocation/reconciliation processes (yearly and monthly)”. Is this a new attribute or new codes for the Settlement method?

Homework:

Ove will make a proposal the E07 for Gas before next meeting (without TaxCategory).

D) Change of other roles than Balance supplier connected to a Metering point.

Due to lack of time the item was postponed to a later meeting.

E) Change of attributes connected to a Metering point.

Due to lack of time the item was postponed to a later meeting.

F) Addition of Balance Group id to the switch messages

Due to lack of time the item was postponed to a later meeting.

Homework:

Those countries having Balance groups will present how the Balance group id is handled in the message exchanges on the next CuS meeting.
G) “Market view” of the CuS model

Hugo made a short presentation of how to explain the Role model through the history of deregulation of the energy markets in Europe, starting with the splitting of integrated companies into grid and supply companies. It might be implemented as a HTML model, where you can go from the history to the role model and further to the domain model, CuS UseCases, sequence diagrams etc. The model has earlier been discussed within EMD. 

The goal: 
To present the model in a way that it can be understood by most people in the industry. 

A way to do this: To stepwise  construct the model starting with the vertically integrated company, before the liberalisation takes place..

Start:
Integrated company

Step 1:
Splitting between net (regulated) and supply (buys from producer)? Split network fees (connection fees, grid tariffs) and energy prices (local market dependent).

Step 2:
Split Net in DGO and TSO (introduction of system fees).

Step 3:
Difference between buy energy (has to be scheduled) and actual production (has to be metered) and between sell energy (has to be scheduled)and actual consumption (has to be metered)? Imbalance between schedules and metered values? Has to be settled.

Step 4:
To organize the metering : Metering points.

Step 5:
Organize Metering point in grid areas (see definition role model).

Step 6:
Market balance area, balance group: to organize the settlement (set of grid areas).

Step x:
Control areas, control blocks = set of control areas (def role model).

The item will also be discussed in the ebIX Form meeting in two weeks. Hugo will try making a first framework before next meeting.

The discussion will continue the discussion on next meeting.

6) HTML version of the CuS model

7) Meeting schedule

May 2nd and 3rd, Oostende, Belgium

June 21st and 22nd, Haugesund, Norway

8) AOB

No items.

Appendix A Member list

Members:

	Name
	
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Erik Hartwell
	DK
	Eltra
	+45 76 22 44 50
	+45 23 33 85 50
	erik.hartwell@eltra.dk 

	Hugo Dekeyser
	BE
	Umix
	+32 2 518 65 87
	+32 4 7755 8003
	hugo.dekeyser@electrabel.be 

	Jesper Grona Larsen
	DK 
	Devoteam
	+45 28 15 02 71
	+45 28 15 02 71
	jesper.grona@devoteam.dk 

	Joachim (Joe) Schlegel 
	DE 
	RWE 
	+49 2314384426
	+49 1722364396
	Joachim.Schlegel@rwe.com

	Kees Sparreboom
	NL
	TenneT
	+31 26 373 1405 
	+31 622 66 7911
	kees.sparreboom@capgemini.com

	Leif Morland
	NO
	AtosOrigin
	+47 52 86 70 12
	+47 934 08 717
	leif.morland@atosorigin.com

	Oscar Ludwigs
	SE
	SvK
	+46 8 739 7784
	+46 70 539 7784
	Oscar.Ludwigs@svk.se

	Kjell Persson
	SE
	Vattenfall
	+46 520 88586
	+46 70 3407485
	kjellpersson@vattenfall.com

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

	Margit Reiter
	AT
	Energie Ag
	+4373290003508
	+43 664601653508
	margit.reiter@energieag.at 
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Appendix B Priorities for future work

First priority:

A) Principles for Transaction id

B) Principles for cancellation of a change of roles and attributes connected to a Metering point

C) Business process Determine switch stand

D) Class diagram for Metering point master data

E) Change of other roles than Balance supplier connected to a Metering point.

F) Change of attributes connected to a Metering point.

G) Addition of Balance Group id to the switch messages

H) Making a “Market view” of the CuS model, presented in the introduction of the CuS business information model, seen from the customer point of view. This should include the Consumer and his/hers interface to the Metered data collector, the Grid access provider and the Balance supplier.
Second priority:

I) Changes to the business processes when a consumer can introduce switch himself, which may be the case in UK.

J) How to make efficient data alignment (cleaning of data).

K) Verification of contractual matters between the new and the old (current) Balance suppler.

L) How to make efficient pre-switch checking before customer switching, including checking validity of Metering point id and switch data for the new balance supplier.

M) How to define dependencies between Meter reading frequency and Scheduled meter reading date and in addition generic rules for how to define dependencies.

Items not yet given priority:

GENERAL

9. 
Making a generic model for changes of databases.

PARTIES AND CONTRACTS

11.
Change request to other databases, such as parties and contracts.

12.
Exchange of master data for parties.

METERING POINT CHANGE PROCESSES

13.
Bulk switch (Bankruptcy, Merger of supplier/grids - i.e. Switch connected to many MPs)

14.
Change to Supplier of last resort and Default supplier.

15.
Creation and deletion of Metering points.

METERING POINT MASTER DATA

17.
Master data alignment between Metering point administrator and other linked parties.

METER MASTER DATA

6.
Change request to meter/register databases

7.
Class diagram for master data meter/register, including relevant ebIX Core Components.

8.
Exchange of master data for meter/register.

INSTALLATION

5.
Class diagram for Installation information (inclusive "premise id" and "location id").

10.
Exchange of master data for "Field bus".

Other items (mainly done by ETC):

· EDIFACT and XML translation guides for the business documents identified in the model.

· Update of IG for UTILMD and UTILTS.

· Synchronisation with other projects, such as EMD and RegRep.
· Synchronisation with the ebIX/EFET/ETSO harmonisation group.
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