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Minutes – CuS project meeting, May 29th and 30th, 2006

Date:
Monday May 29th and Tuesday May 30th, 2006 
Time:
09:00 – 18:00, 9:00 – 17:00
Place:

Düsseldorf
Participants:
Eva Lepperhoff, RWE, DE
Harald Knust, SAP, DE
Hugo Dekeyser (Convenor), UMIX, BE
Leif Morland, WM-data, NO
Margit Reiter, Energie Ag, AT
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO 

Enclosure:



1) Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with addition of a presentation of a Belgian (Flemish) regulator initiative from Hugo, see item 3.
2) Minutes from previous meeting

Approved
3) ERGEG documents for public consultation 
We know of 3 answers on the ERGEG documents, i.e. from SAP, VDN and ebIX. 

The answer from SAP was reviewed and in general inline with the ebIX point of view. Among others the following comments were made:

· The tri-directional model where the BSs (Balance Suppliers) have contact with each other in addition to the MPA (Metering Point Administrator) is mostly related to the German market, but it looks like eastern countries are looking at similar models.
· In Norway it is discussed several models for “data cleaning”, e.g. having an Internet solutions where the new supplier can check contract bindings at the old supplier and MP (Metering Point) verification at the MPA (Metering Point Administrator). This will however not be a tri-directional model in the sense SAP are referencing, since the communication between the suppliers are optional and upfront of the switching process.
· CuS agrees that the number of BSs at one metering point should be limited to one. This is a prerequisite for the ebIX models.
· The item “Requests for delivery should…” is referring to more than one supplier switch requested before the deadline of the switching period (probably taken from the German market, where switching take place the first of every month with a 4 weeks notice in advance).  In this case the first supplier switch should be the valid switch. 
· A change of switching date from the MPA is possible in some countries and automation can be implemented if clear market rules are established. If instead a “next possible switching date” is returned in the rejection of a switch the switch process should be stopped and a new switching process, with a new switching date, should be started from the new BS.
· ebIX fully agrees that one data exchange standard within EU would be the ideal solution.
· In item 12 “SAP disagrees with the general proposition that the DSO acts as a hub and a market facilitator, because the DSO will increasingly miss customer data in case a supplier will act as the single point of contact”. This item only focuses on the Customer information (and not MP information). The two sentences above are not necessarily interconnected, i.e. that the DSO is loosing the control over Customer data does not prevent the grid from acting like a hub.

Hugo also made a short presentation of the VDN answer to the ERGEG documents, which also corresponds to the ebIX point of view.
Hugo made a presentation of a Belgian (Flemish) regulator initiative where four models for organising the energy companies are discussed. Starting with a model where the grid services (MPA, GAP (Grid Access Provider)) and the supply side are integrated companies and up to models where the grid services are completely separated from the supply side. Dependent on the model the Customer may have a single point of contact (i.e. the BS) or have contact with both the grid services and the supply side. In the fourth model a common facilitator (i.e. a common MPA) is established between the grid services and the supply side.
Connected to the above discussions, the need for a long switching period was discussed. I.e. in most countries the time limit for moving are shorter than for switching (e.g. a move can be registered 6 weeks after the actual move in Germany and 60 days in Belgium) and in theory the time for switching could be shortened or aligned with the time limits for move.

4) SAP-proposal for cooperation
There will be arranged a meeting between SAP and ebIX June 19th, for discussions related to cooperation between the two organisations. It seems that Hugo, Jon-Egil (ETC chairman) and Kees will participate from ebIX. 
5) Eurelectric document for generic switching
The “Position Paper, Towards One Generic Switching Model in Europe” from Eurelectric was reviewed and some questions were prepared for a Eurelectric workshop scheduled for 3rd, 4th or 5th of July. If Eurelectric chooses 4th or 5th the next CuS meeting will be moved to Brussels and one of the CuS meeting days will be used for the Eurelectric workshop.
6) Use of Balance Groups, Balance Responsible Party ... in Austria

The conclusion from the previous meeting was “The hierarchical structure for BRP-BG-BS is only relevant for the parties directly involved and therefore not included in the MP register”. Hugo took up the question if that the BGs (Balance Groups) might be needed for aggregation purposes. This is however a question for the EMD project. 
7) Use Cases

Distribute Master Data Billing/Contract

A sequence diagram was made with 3 models for “Distribute Master Data Billing/Contract”, see Appendix C. 
Distribute Master Data Installation Address

The UseCase “Distribute Master Data Installation Address” was discussed. This is a German process, which currently is under discussion and not yet implemented. The information is sent from the “Grid” to the MDC (Metered data collector). According to the role model this will probably be a message from the Meter administrator to any interested party. 
One of the required data is the “Control area”, which according to the role model is “The composition of one or more market balance areas under the same technical load frequency control responsibility”. Probably this is another area than the area that will be sent in the Master Data Installation Address. 
Distribute Master Data Procedure allocation

This process is used for sending information related to temperature dependent MPs. These MPs are using two different profiles, i.e. one standard profile made by the German association VDEW (there are 27 standard load profiles common for Germany) and one “Profile group depending on temperature”. Each of the latter have different profiles for each possible temperature degree. 
Related to this discussion Eva and Harald where asked to find examples on the different profiles available and documentation explaining the German profiling system.
The following UseCases were postponed:
· Distribute Master Data Balance area

· Distribute Master Data Measuring

· Distribute Master Data Payment Agreement

· New item: Change attributes for Meter

Homework:
· Eva will verify which area is sent in the process “Distribute Master Data Installation Address”.
· Eva and Harald will find examples on the different profiles available and documentation explaining the German profiling system, for the next meeting.
8) Work items

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
9) Meeting schedule

July, 4th and 5th 2006, start at 09:00, Oslo or Brussels 

10) AOB

No items
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Appendix B Priorities for future work

First priority:

	Item
	Status

	A) Class diagram for Metering point master data 
	Done

	B) Change of other roles than Balance supplier connected to a Metering point
	December 2005

	C) Addition of Balance Group id to the switch messages
	Waiting for updated role model

	D) Change of attributes connected to a Metering point.
	December 2005

	E) Summer 'Review process' 
	Ongoing 

	F) Presentation of the model: Training and HTML. 
	December 2005 (Hugo)

	G) 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).
	Postponed until 2006 

	H) Efficient data alignment:

· Done monthly in Germany (UTILMD). Done on request as .csv or Excel in Austria, Denmark (may be UTILMD), Norway and Sweden. In the Netherlands request/response messages (UTILMD/UTILTS) are exchanged when needed.

· Include alignment of master data, such as MP master data, e.g. as periodical master data report from MPA

· Does not include pre-switch checking

· Exchange of metered data can be seen as a sort of data alignment

· Data alignment is a periodic comparison data.
	Kees has presented Global Commerce Initiative principles from retail December 2005 and Leif has described the alignment problems as he sees it.

	I) Efficient pre-switch checking and verification of contractual matters between the new and the old (current) Balance suppler

· Currently done as UTILMD messages in Germany.

· Under discussion as WEB based services in Denmark and Norway.

· Metering point ids, address and postcode is available in centralised systems in the Netherlands and Belgium (meant for data alignment and not pre-switch checking). In the Netherlands also request/response messages (UTILMD/UTILTS) are exchanged for pre-switch checking.
	

	J) Bulk switch

· May be change of all customers belonging to one BS (e.g. related to bankruptcy) or a switch of all MPs related to one customer (petrol stations, banks etc).

· Currently done in the Netherlands (for all customers belonging to one BS) with a manual trigger of the process (manual handling of the 392 information), but using normal messages for the confirmations/notifications (both to BS and BRP). 

· Denmark and Germany are discussing switch of all MPs related to one customer using one virtual/aggregated MP id.
	

	K) 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.
	

	L) Change to/from Default supplier

· 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.

In addition there will always be a “Loss supplier” responsible for the grid-loss. 
	

	M) Creating and deleting metering points

· An automated process has been “tested” in Denmark. It is difficult to let the BS create a MP, since he needs a MP-id, which not is available until the MP is created in the MPA database. 

· The process of creating a MP may include the need for a new role; “Electrical Installation company”. 
	

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

	O) 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.
	


Appendix C Models for grid fee billing
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