OEB GDAR EBT Standards Working Group


Minutes for January 28 & 29, 2004 - DRAFT

	ATTENDEES: January 28th 

Russ Houldin
OEB  

Gia DeJulio
Direct Energy

Tatjana Monk
Direct Energy

Beth Brooks
Direct Energy

Libby Passmore
Union Gas

Tom Woodward
OESC

Loraine Baillargeon
Kitchener Utilities

Anis Haji
EPCOR

Samir Kareem
Superior Energy 

Brad Joyce
Utilities Kingston

Dave Matthews
Enbridge (via phone) (morning)

Kishore Singh
Enbridge (via phone)
	ATTENDEES: January 29th
Russ Houldin
OEB  

Gia DeJulio
Direct Energy

Libby Passmore
Union Gas

Tom Woodward
OESC

Loraine Baillargeon
Kitchener Utilities

Anis Haji
EPCOR

Brad Joyce
Utilities Kingston

Keith ???
Enbridge




	ADMINISTRATION

	Item
	Discussion
	Action Items & Prime

	1. Review of minutes from Jan 21 & 22
	· Changes noted to update for finalization.
	

	ACTION ITEMS FROM LAST MEETING

	Item
	Discussion
	Action Items & Prime

	2. RE: Comment and Discussion on Standardizing: what model do we use; steering committee decide?
	· Brad suggested that we need to determine as a group what we are doing; and suggested that we should be designing what we want to have as an industry, and that we need to select which of the 4 options (noted in the Jan 21st minutes; 3rd bullet point) we should work on. (It was also generally agreed, that the Steering Committee is not in any better position to provide direction on this.) There was concern however with the deadline of March 1, 2004 that is looming over us, but it was noted that notwithstanding that imposed deadline, the whole industry cannot possibly be ready by then.
	

	
	· Russ advised that on next Tuesday, the OEB Licensing group (Paul Summerville is Chair) will be addressing the timing of the GDAR implementation, and that we might see a letter from the OEB respecting this by Wednesday. It is not expected that the issue of scope and standardization will be addressed in that letter, however it is expected that there will be shortly, a proposal regarding the process for the Board to deal with that issue.
	

	
	· In order to move on in lieu of resolution of the scope and standardization issue, Brad felt that we needed to discuss the business flows in respect of the GDAR at a more macro level.
	

	
	· Russ noted that regardless of the various CIS’s that the distributors and vendors might have, what we are talking about was structuring a “common language” that is XML-based that would be used to communicate between the participant’s systems.
	

	3. RE: Moving Forward, prior to getting answers from the OEB: will EGD work with standard schema?; Kishore to address divergence; Vendors to identify differences between models; interpretation of processed/pending
	· Kishore advised that for any GDAR-related schemas that are not the same as Unions, Enbridge will ensure that they will be the same.  Direct was concerned that the business processes are different though, and used “notification” as an example.  Enbridge does not believe that this is within scope of the GDAR, while Direct believes it is.

· Direct wants to know what Enbridge’s notification methodology will be.  Kishore will take it up with Dave.
	1. Kishore to advise group what EGD’s notification methodology is. 

2. EGD to produce a summary similar to what Union created (see document entitled, “Union Gas XML Schemas”).

	
	· Direct believes that the two Gas Supply Request schemas are technically the same.
	

	
	· Enbridge interprets “processed” and “pending” same as Union.
	

	4. RE: DE’s flowcharts: timings to be added
	· Beth has updated the flowcharts of scenario #1 through #6 with timings.
	

	5. RE: Master contact list: website posting, privacy?
	· Heather had sent out a request to members asking for their contact info.

· Russ will ask Heather to put contact information (no email addresses though) on the website.
	3. Russ to have contact info put on website. 

	6. RE: Vendor initiated changes on a valid not-implemented STR


	· Libby stated that for Suspend-AI Add-update, they would need a “delete”, then an “add.”

· Kishore confirmed that there is a unique STR ID for all transactions, and that the vendor can also add an STR ID as well.

· Add/Delete vs Add/Update
	

	7. RE: Pre-Implementation Rescind
	· EGD confirms they can rescind 3 days prior to flow.

· KU states that dependent upon the number, they can rescind within 3 days.  Vendors want to know what that number is.

· UK is similar; if over 50 they could go beyond the 3 days.
	

	8. 
	· Much discussion around what can happen in the period between processed/screened point of an STR and flow date.  (This prompted further discussion on the need to review the GDAR and map out the business flows and identify specific problems and gaps in the Rule.  Agreement that we should do this as this will put us in a position to give to the Board documentation respecting changes needed.)
	

	9. 
	· Libby proposed that we map out the processes using the GDAR.

· The group agreed to:
1. State the strict or literal interpretation of the GDAR;
2. Identify interpretative conflicts amongst us
3. Identify problems associated with the practical application
4. Provide suggestions for the Board’s consideration for changes to the GDAR
	

	10. 
	· Brad will create a separate document to be used for this.
	4. Brad to create document template for recording info from the GDAR process mapping exercise.

	11. RE: Customer initiated change
	· Kishore confirmed not all calls are recorded, and believe that the GDAR is silent on customer-initiated calls.

· KU would prefer to see written confirmation.

· Union will be recording all their customer-initiated calls.

· Agreed to defer as we will cover through the GDAR review.
	

	12. RE: Slide Update
	· Union clairifed that for Slide #28 of their Oct 8th meeting, “Update” is a 4th type in addition to “Add”, “Delete”, “Transfer”.
	

	NEW BUSINESS

	Item
	Discussion
	Action Items & Prime

	13. Mapping GDAR Business Process Flows
	· Group started to map out the business process flows according to the GDAR.
	

	End of minutes from Jan 28th

	Start of Minutes from Jan 29th

	14. Mapping GDAR Business Process Flows (con’t)
	· Refer to GDAR EBT Working Group Interpretive Document, Jan 29th, 2004 addition.
	5. Vendors have been asked to advise the group if they could accommodate handling both scenarios of receiving (some form of) a functional acknowledgement, and not receiving one, dependant upon the distributor

	NEXT MEETING

	Item
	Discussion
	Lead

	Date / Logistics
	· Date: Feb 4th ; 10:30 – 4:30 

Feb 5th ; 10:00 – 3:00
· Location: Direct Energy

Nestle Building

25 Sheppard Ave. West @Yonge St. (southwest corner)

15th floor Reception

Presentation Room 1- A, 15th Floor, Reception

Conference Room Phone # is extension  3726

· Conference Call Bridge # - 1-866-336-5111 Access Code 7116702
	

	Minute Taker
	· Libby Passmore
	

	Agenda Items
	· Review minutes of Jan 28th and 29th
	Russ Houldin

	
	· Review GDAR EBT Working Group Interpretive Document format and content.
	Brad Joyce

	
	· Update Global Issues List.
	OESC

	
	· Continue mapping business process flows based on GDAR interpretations.
	Russ Houldin


