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Minutes Exchange of Metered Data Project meeting March 21st /22nd, 2005
Date:
March 21st, 22nd 2005, 

Time:
09:00 – 18:00 


9:00 – 15:00



Place:

Brussels
Participants:
Peter Bauhofer, A&B, Austria

Rudolf Baumann, Etrans, Switzerland, (march 21th) 
Hugo Dekeyser, Electrabel/UMIX, Belgium (secretary ad interim)

Frode Gjerde, Elis, Norway

Preben Hoj Larsen, Eltra, Denmark,

Helmut Lebeau, VDN, Germany, (convenor),

Lars Munter, SvK, Sweden

Walter Müller, TenneT, The Netherlands



Christiaan Odgaard, Eltra, Denmark,

Vlatka Welkowitsch, Rheinenergie, Germany,

Excused: 
Kees Sparreboom, ebIX (secretary).
Geir Vangen, Bergen Energi, Norway

Visitor:
Krijthe Vincent
1) Introduction

Introduction of Krijthe Vincent of TenneT.

The secretary, Kees Sparreboom, reported himself ill. 

Hugo Dekeyser is appointed as secretary ad interim.

2) Comments on the minutes

Comment from Vlatka : 

The remark “There is a preference for synthetic load profiles because of their simplicity.” was a remark from Austria (Peter Bauhofer) and not from  mr Daum

Nothing was mentioned in the minutes about the differences in Sweden and Denmark compared to the norwegian reconciliation. Neither was anything mentioned about the norwegian system itself. The slides from Norway will be sent to Dekeyser Hugo who will attach them to these minutes together with the remarks from Sweden (Lars) and Denmark (Preben).

The list of the done-items will be deleted from the minutes and maintained on a separate document for archiving reasons.

3) Approval of agenda

The agenda was reordered and approved.

4) Action list

Yearly revision of the ebIX-documents.

As requested by the Forum we will harmonize all documents within ebIX before the Autumn Forum meeting. The EMD-project members will do based upon the ETC-documents.

We will also try to harmonize as much as possible with the ETSO-models of Imbalance settlement and EAR (Energy Accounting report)

5) ebIX Forum April 2005 :
will be done by Helmut (if possible) or by Kees;

Helmut will contact Kees to prepare the presentation;

The problem ‘How to explain the ebIX-models to Commercial parties’ was discussed briefly. 

The goal is to present the model in a way that it can be understood by most people in the industry. A way to do this is 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)

6) Modelling phase 2: Reconciliation.

a) Definition reconciliation

· Reconciliation is based on aggregation of meterd values within a metering grid area, as it is the case for imbalance settlement.

· The reconciliation we deal with  is the one about profiled metering points ant it involves a redistribution  of a fixed (except for corrections) total amount of energy among BRP/BS
· Overview : 
	Total energy balance within a metering grid area

	Non-profiled Metering points
	Profiled Metering Points

	Consumption
	Consumption



	Production
	

	Exchange with neighouring grid areas and/or system grid
	

	
	   Production

	Losses (BE, AU, GE)
	Losses (NL, DK, S, NO?)


b) Business information 

· Profiled metering points : 

· mainly consumption, 

· some local production (Germany, Austria, France), 

· includes also losses in Denmark, Sweden, The Netherlands, Norway(?)

· no profiled combined metering point in The Netherlands

· Remarks :

· losses in Belgium, Austria, Germany are not part of the profiled metering point set but as a fixed percentage of total grid area

· Profiled production in Germany : fixed profile for photo-cells (day-night) , small hydropower; metering is done in a separate register (or separate meter); meter reading is done once year; this local production is metered as part of ‘combined’ metering points

· Time granulation for the reconciliation : (can be seen on the International Overview from Peter Bauhofer)

· Sweden : high and low per month, a high/low price per month

· Belgium : calculation per QH; reconciliation per month;

· Norway : per day

· The Netherlands : high/low price per month

· Reconciliation responsible party. (RRP)

· Responsibilities? To be defined

· Centralised (one reconciliation per balance area); aggregation from central aggregator; Sweden, Austria 

· Reasons for centralising in Sweden : 

· In order to compare it with the initial load shares for quality control reasons

· to minimise the bankruptcy risk on a local player. 

· In the Netherlands 2 values per month per time frame are sent to Tennet : reviewed profiled (preliminary estimated values based on standard consumption corrected with the recalculated energy based on metered values), actual redistributed energy (from the metered metering points). Walter will give more details at the next meeting.

· Decentralised (reconciliation over a grid area): Denmark, Norway, Germany, Belgium 

· Prices are per balance area

· Parties receiving the reconciliation bills from RRP? Supplier,  BRP?

· Sweden : BRP  : RRP gets info on consumption and losses per BRP; (one BRP for the losses, losses are a special product type)

· Austria (BRP gets data per balance group and per supplier, the RRP (A&B) gets it per BRP, the supplier gets info per BRP)

· Netherlands : per BRP, losses separately ‘aggregated’ 

· Per Supplier : germany, denmark, norway, belgium.

· Reconciliation per metering point is introduced in Norway and Germany. The data information is per metering point. The reconciliation invoices are sent to the balance suppliers as a total amount.
· Losses : an example of a danish reconciliation with calculation of the losses is explained by Preben and will be attached to the minutes

· Aggregated data : first approach on content and structure

· There is apparently no difference in structure between the aggregated data for imbalance settlement and for reconciliation?

· No difference : sweden  , austria, the netherlands, 

· For the countries who do reconciliation only per supplier : use supplier in stead of BRP. Denmark, germany, norway, belgium

· Important remark : in Germany reconciliation can be done on the metering point level at the request of the customer!!! This is a new development in the market.

c) First attempt to model in UML

· Review UseCases : as there are  different aggregations possible (per supplier, brp, metering point) for reconciliation .In the case of a reconciliation on the metering point level no aggregation takes place, only distribution of the energy according to the profile. This means that there are three Use Cases to be drawn, depending on the aggregations needed for reconciliation. For this preliminary analysis only one overall UseCase has been drawn. (see Appendix A)

· Sequence Diagrams (see Appendix B, Appendix C, Appendix D)

· As there are 3 Use Cases to be considered also three sequence diagrams are drawn depending on the reconciliation level : BRP, BS or Metering Point

· Activity Diagrams. To be done.

· Class Diagrams for local reconciliation (see Appendix B)

· Combined metering points are never profiled! So only consumption or production metering points will be taken into account for reconciliation. This is also true for Germany.
· Existing combined metering points are regarded as either consumption (where production is regarded as negative consumption) or production (the other way round).

· Resolution. In some countries a resolution different from that of the continuous meters is needed for the reconciliation

· Denmark : one monthly value 

· Germany, Belgium : one value per QH, but in Belgium : reconciliation values per month.

· Norway : one value per day

· Class diagrams for Central reconciliation 

· a) Eca : Recalculated (calculated, estimated if needed) ‘real’ values (based on meter readings) per balance group to the reconciliation responsible party (see Appendix C)

· Remark for the Netherlands : 2 values per month per time frame are sent to Tennet : reviewed profiled (preliminary corrected with the actual redistributed energy), actual redistributed energy (from the metered metering points). So Documents Eca and Ecb seem to be integrated in one document. Question : how to qualify these values? Time series? Walter will give more details at the next meeting. Is Tennet is the real reconciliation party as it seems only to take care of the reconciliation bills.

· b) Ecb Original values based upon standard –yearly- values

· Class diagrams for Reconciliation per Metering Point . To be done.

7) EMD model

· In the settlement no data exchange is designed to the balance supplier. This will be discussed in the phase about billing.(?)

· The BS is for this moment not included as an aggregation criterium because the process is viewed from the ISR point of vies. In some countries (Sweden, Germany, Belgium and Denmark) the BRP redistributes the settlement costs to the BS. In that case he needs the aggregation per BS and per balance responsible/per balance group.

· The terms “1st clearing” and “2nd clearing” will have to be changed to “imbalance settlement” and “reconciliation”. 

· Use of Balance Responsible and Balance Group (proposal was distributed before meeting)

· Proposal by Kees (see Appendix G) has been accepted! ETC and CuS will be advised.
The role model (ebIX-ETSO) mentions Balance group instead of Balance Unit. So this name has to be modified throughout the document.
8) Work plan

Planned meetings:

Meeting 14: May 18-19, Stockholm, Sweden. Final reservations should be made before April 17th.
Meeting 15: July 5-6, Bergen, Norway

Meeting 16 : september, somewhere

9) Any other business

Comments on harmonisation and standardisation

ETSO-models are based on XML exclusively which could cause some problems.

According to Peter Bauhofer Poland uses a proprietary XML-standard. France uses EAR for metered data exchange with DGO’s. All other countries implemented a variety of EDIFACT (mainly MSCONS)

German TSO’s wish to use also the ESS-format (used scheduling) for metered data exchange between TSO’s (Tie-lines only) to limit the number of formats to maintain.

The EU regulators apparently also wish that a standardisation of data exchange takes place.

In Germany the regulator also wants to standardise this data interchange.

Appendix A Use case reconciliation
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Appendix B ReconciliationLocal
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Appendix C ReconciliationCentral
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Appendix D ReconciliationPerMeteringPoint
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Appendix E Participants in ebIX metered data project 

Members

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Peter Bauhofer
	A&B
	+435125708830
	+4369912572511
	peter.bauhofer@aundb.at

	Rudolf Baumann
	Etrans
	+41628682120
	+41794327490
	rudolf.baumann@etrans.ch

	Hugo Dekeyser
	UMIX
	
	+32477558003
	hugo.dekeyser@electrabel.be

	Preben Hoj Larsen
	Eltra
	+45 76224247
	
	preben.hoj.larsen@eltra.dk 

	Helmut Lebeau
	VDN
	+4930726148110
	+491711985283
	helmut.lebeau@vdn-berlin.de

	Oscar Ludwigs
	SvK
	+4687397784
	+46705397784
	oscar.ludwigs@svk.se

	Lars Munter
	SvK
	+4687397800

+4687397850direct
	+46705397850
	lars.munter@svk.se 

	Walter Müller
	TenneT
	+31263731277
	
	w.muller@tennet.org

	Christian Odgaard
	Eltra
	+45 76 224463
	+45 23 338555
	christian.odgaard@eltra.dk 

	Kees Sparreboom
	ebIX
	
	+31622667911
	kees.sparreboom@capgemini.com 

	Vlatka Welkowitsch
	Rheinenergie
	+49 221 178 1829
	+4916090137543
	v.welkowitsch@rheinenergie.com 


Observers

	Geir Vangen
	Bergen Energi
	
	+47 93209453
	geir.vangen@bergen-energi.com 

	Frode Gjerde
	Elis
	+47 57739970
	+47 95783599
	frode@elis.no 


Information to:

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Erik Hartwell
	ETSO TF14
	+4576224450
	
	erik.hartwell@eltra.dk

	Ove Nesvik
	ebIX
	+4722421380
	+4792822908
	ove.nesvik@edisys.no 


Appendix F OPEN ACTIONS

	
	Action 
	Name
	Originated from meeting
	Planned end date
	End date

	1. 
	Harmonize EMD-document with ebIX ETC Methodology documents
	EMD-team
	4/13
	September 2005
	

	2. 
	Add requests for collected, metered and aggregated data
	Kees Sparreboom
	12
	Meeting 13
	

	3. 
	In addition to the harmonization within ebIX : try to harmonize with the ETSO-models of Imbalance Settlement and EAR.

Peter Bauhofer will send these documents to the secretary who will distribute.

A presentation of these models is planned at the july-meeting in Bergen. Decision in May in Sweden.
	Peter Bauhofer (communicationn of models)

Kees Sparreboom (Organize Presentation )
	13
	Meeting 14/15
	

	4. 
	Yearly autumn update
	all
	13
	15/16
	


Appendix G Not open anymore

	5. 
	Finalize model document
	Kees Sparreboom
	7
	See topic 1.
	2005-05-17

	6. 
	Ask Frank Reyer for the UCTE-requirements (move to the done list)
	Helmut Lebeau
	7
	10th of March 2004
	See topic 11,

Done on 2005-05-17

	7. 
	Update model for comments received
	Kees Sparreboom
	10
	Ongoing action
	2005-05-17

	8. 
	Update translation guide for updated model (move to the done list)
	Kees Sparreboom
	10
	October 2004
	To be done by ETC

2005-05-17

	9. 
	Belgian presentation present situation
	Hugo Dekeyser
	10
	Spring 2005
	2005-05-18

	10. 
	Distribute UCTE requirements for exchange metered data for settlement between TSO’s/control blocks
	Rudolf Baumann
	12
	Meeting 13
	done

	11. 
	Start publication model phase 1.
	Kees Sparreboom
	12
	Meeting 13
	After EMD14

	12. 
	Include suggestion on Public Relation to Commercial parties (BRP/BS) to explain the model. To be done in progress report EMD to ebIX Forum
	Helmut Lebeau
	12
	Meeting 13
	2005-05-17

	13. 
	Contact EMD when UCTE requirements for metered data are available. (same as point 7)
	Mr. Klammer (RWE/UCTE)
	12
	unknown
	See Topic 7


Appendix H Use of Balance group and Balance Responsible
To the ebIX-EFET-ETSO role model the new element Balance Group has been added. The Balance Group is a domain. This domain lists the Metering Points belonging to a Balance Responsible and assigned to the Balance Group by this Balance Responsible.

The question remaining now is, how do we handle Balance Group in the information exchange?

Proposal:

1. In a switch request which includes a change of Balance Responsible, the intended Balance Group will also be specified.

2. The Balance Group will be added to the master data for a metering point.

3. In aggregated (metered) data which require the use of Balance Responsible and/or the Balance Group, always both the Balance Responsible and the Balance Group will be included in the international (ebIX) models. The Balance Responsible will be required; the Balance Group will be optional for use in those countries that allow the use of Balance Group.

4. The way how to change Balance Group will be defined by ebIX CuS.

Items 1 to 4 regard ebIX models.

5. The use of Balance Group in cross border transactions will be specified by ETSO (and maybe by UCTE if required).
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