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	NEW BUSINESS

	Item
	Discussion
	Action Items & Prime

	1. Review of Comments
	· See attached files for comments and disposition.
· Schema Comments – DE/Kitchener/Union

[image: image1.emf]G:\Market  Operations\Department Compliance\Policy Projects\GDAR\EBT Standards\2006 Working Group (post-D&O)\Meetings\Schema_Comments_ with Disposition_20060607.doc


· Schema Comments – Direct Energy


[image: image2.emf]G:\Market  Operations\Department Compliance\Policy Projects\GDAR\EBT Standards\2006 Working Group (post-D&O)\Meetings\Schema_Comments_Direct Energy with Disposition_20060607.xls


· Schema Comments – Enbridge

[image: image3.emf]G:\Market  Operations\Department Compliance\Policy Projects\GDAR\EBT Standards\2006 Working Group (post-D&O)\Meetings\Schema_Comments_Enbridge IG Clarification Request with Disposition_ 20060607.doc


· Schema Comments - OESC


[image: image4.emf]G:\Market  Operations\Department Compliance\Policy Projects\GDAR\EBT Standards\2006 Working Group (post-D&O)\Meetings\Schema_Comments_OESC_XML Schema vs Implementation Guides_20060607.xls


	· MVP to update schemas
· Barb to update IGs

	2. Necessity of keeping Implementation Guides
	· Agreed that Implementation Guides should be retained.  This means IGs and schemas will have to be reviewed to ensure they are consistent, and then IGs will need to be maintained.
	· Barb to correct/revise IGs as determined by WG in comments above

	3. Timelines for Review of Implementation Guides/Schema and Change Process
	Next release of the Schemas (referred to as Version 2) will be based on comments submitted and reviewed at Wednesday’s meeting (including all revisions previously captured in the May 18, 2006 version of the Implementation Guides), with the exception that OESC will submit a written copy of their comments by Friday.
It was agreed that a “lock down” is required, therefore, after June 7 review (with the exception of OESC comments) the following process should be followed: 
· record any additional comments you may have,

· compare your record to Version 2 of the schemas when it is released, and 
· if the comment is still applicable, bring forward during the Version 2 comment period.

With regard to Version 2 release and comment period, we agreed to target the following dates:

Schemas Version 2 Release  --  June 16, 2006

Comment Period End Date  --  June 26, 2006

The agreed process (at a high level) for handling changes after this date is as follows:

· Request for change will be submitted to OEB 
· Working Group will determine resolution of the Request 
· if all parties determine change can be accommodated within the existing version, it will be 
· if all parties determine change cannot be accommodated within the existing version, the requesting party will be asked to prepare a Change Request (Global Issue Gas Advice) for resolution as determined by the Working Group
	· Mark to arrange for Version 2 of Schemas to be released June 16, 2006
· All to review and provide comments by June 26, 2006

	4. Weighted Average Volumetric Rate
	· Vendors are not comfortable excluding IRRs from calculation
· Vendors’ preference is that Enbridge use MDV PPG when WAVR is outside a range which will be determined by the parties (two new elements will be added to the FIS i.e., MDV PPG Calculated, and MDV PPG Applied

· Union will use the absolute value for PPAs where required
	· 


	NEXT MEETING

	Item
	Discussion
	Lead

	Logistics
	· Date/Times: Monday June 12, 2006 (5:00pm) (after Market Test Planning Session)
· Location:
Offices of Enbridge 
	

	Minute Taker
	· ExtenSys
	

	Agenda Items
	· Termination of CCL after the requested Effective Date

· Update and termination of TOS after the requested Effective Date
	


Minutes Recorder: OEB
Page 1 of  4
Date:  June 7, 2006

_1211879464.xls
Direct Energy Comments

						Schemas		Comments		Suggestions		Evidence		Dispostion June 7, 2006

						FA-Rejects reasons in the FA are optional in IG's		These schemas have been combined resulting in tags becoming optional Reason is because they have been combined		1- make the reject reasons tag conditional 2- create separate schemas for the reject and accept		"RejectReason" type="RejectReasonAA" minOccurs="0">		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2006

						AA- Rejects reasons in the AA are optional in Schema's		These schemas have been combined resulting in tags becoming optional Reason is because they have been combined		1- make the reject reasons tag conditional 2- create separate schemas for the reject and accept				captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						AA- "PIP transaction Type" not properly populated				Update schemas with latest IG's				captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2008

						Enrol Accept (TypeAccount)		1-LanguageIndicator-Optional tag 2-BillingCycle-Optional tag		Make mandatory as per IG		type="LanguageIndicator" minOccurs="0, BillingCycle" type="BillingCycle" minOccurs="0		revise schema to make mandatory

						Enrol Accept (TypeAccount)		New Pool reference has not been updated		update Schemas		NewPoolPriceInformation" type="NewPoolPriceInformation		update schema

						IRR- IRS - TypeServicePeriod.xsd 				Seems OK need to discuss		<xs:element name="AdjustmentPoolId" type="PoolID" minOccurs="0">		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						ALL-		Unable to identify type schemas.		Add Comment tag to identify the schema, currently use file name		- <!--  GDARTypeStatusInfoPIP.xsd for GDAR schemas  -->		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						IRR - Service Period "TypeServicePeriod"  From Date		First of month is hard coded,		Change to :xs:Date"  because the service period may not always be at the beginning of the month.  Therefore we need to review all schema's where date is defined to clarify, proper use.		xs:element name="FromDate" type="EffectiveDateGasSupply"> ( <xs:element name="ToDate" type="xs:date">)		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						IVA-		Dollar amount does not support negative values		Allow negative values		<xs:totalDigits value="8" />   <xs:totalDigits value="8" /> 
  <xs:fractionDigits value="2" /> 
  <xs:pattern value="[0-9/.]*[1-9]+[0-9/.]*" /> 
  </xs:restriction>		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						ALL- Consolidate all supporting schemas;  into common type and simple types.xsd suggest removing nesting of type .xsd's. Also where possible keep the external jumps to the originating schema's to a minimum i.e. Termination Reason in ServiceInfo should be in TOS Schemas like the SA reason is for the SA.		Very difficult to maintain  and support		Consolidate				captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						IRR- TypeServiceinfo.xsd		New Tag "Transfer Reason"		Need to discuss- OK				delete from schema (Note:  should refer to Transfer schema, not IRR)

						IRR- Service Period- Adjustment Indicator		New Enumerated value "NA"		Need to discuss- OK				update IG to match schema

						IRR- Service Period - TYPEGeneral = YES/NO		Changed enumeration from Yes to Y and No to No found for Equal Bill indicator etc.		Need to discuss- OK				update IGs to match schema

						PP Create request		Defined as 30 in schema, 40 In OEB IG's, 40 in Sapient IG's		Make Consistent				update schema to 40

						PP Create request		Price Information  is now restricted to 4 not many		OEB-IG's need to be updated OK Sapient reflect change		element name="PriceInformation" type="PriceInformation" maxOccurs="4"		update IGs

						PP Create request - PricePointID		Defined as String In Schemas and Sapient IG's, and Numeric in OEB -IG's		Make consistent with OEB IG's				update schema

						AA- reject reasons missing		The following are missing from schemas. , NotVendorOfRecordOnEffectiveDate, InvalidVendorAdjustmentReason, MultipleVendorAdjustmentsNotSupported, TransactionNot Supported		Make consistent and add the following: Invalid OTRN.				add reject reasons to schemas and IGs (Note: x-ref to discussion this morning)

						CCI- Request- Consumer Data- NewDistributorAccount Number		Removed from Schema, Sapient IG's and is present in OEB IG's		Add to schema's as per OEB IG's this is required for EDG's refolio. It was suggested by Sapient to move back to Account information. Back to where is was in the IG's to begin with.				add back to schema

						Drop Request		Documentation incorrect "This is the date on which the transaction is to be implemented (takes effect). Echoed from request.</xs:documentation>		Remove Echo from request				update schema

						Most- Service Address- PostalCodeCanadian		Why is this Nullable if it is optional?						revise IG to "mandatory" (may be nullable)

						General.xsd- Language Indicator		Why is this in General xsd?		Should be in TypeAccount/ConsumerData. To be consistent				question to be referred to Sapient (Vu)

						PP Create - Message Information in the Pricepoint create?		Not sure, Schemas do not reflect IG's for both Sapient and OEB phone #'s and Ext. Meeting notes not consistent with all. Bill Presentment name is 50 in schema, and 30 in IG's, Formatting of Schemas looks different? Between PP Create schema, Billing schema and General schema. It also looks like it is mandatory.		Need to discuss and come to agreement to make consistent.				Presentment name should be a field length of 30 - revise schema (confirmed by Enbridge)

						All- Date definition in schemas		Some transactions are						ignore

						All- Account numbered transactions		Account number validation has now been added to the schemas.		We would like this restriction removed, maintain what was agree to String 0-30.  Should be raised as a GIGA for next release.		<xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:minLength value="0" /> 
  <xs:maxLength value="30" /> 
  <xs:pattern value="[0-9]{13}" /> 
  <xs:pattern value="[0-9]{14}" /> 
  <xs:pattern value="SA[0-9]{4,6}" /> 
  <xs:pattern value=".{0}" />		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						TOS- New Tag agreed to by the group		New Tag not added in the IG's - Sapient/OEB/ or the schema's		Add new tag		Additionally, a new element should be added to the STR-TOS IG (in the TerminationOfService container, under EffectiveDate) called GasCompetitiveServicesEndDate that distributors will populate and which will represent the last date that the contract relationship with the vendors will be maintained, after which the account will be deemed to be returned to system supply. The date will be calculated according to the formula noted above.		captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						IRR- New tag for WAVR		Suggestion by EG has not been approved or explained		Discussion required  Add tag				captured in Comments compiled May 31, 2007

						PP-Change- PricePointID		Definition in Schema needs to be clarified.		Provide clarification		<xs:element name="PricePointID" type="PricePointID">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Used to specify price point identifier. Only supplied in Accept and ignored in Request.</xs:documentation>		update schema definition

						PP Change and PP Create PricePointInformation container removed		The structure is different from Request/Accept/Reject scenarios and also the PriceChange scenarios and resolving these inconsistencies within the 6 types required adding elements and making the elements optional which loses the level of strictness		Noted by Vu - Need clarification on structure and change				update schema to match IG

						All- Documentation		Current documentation is difficult to read and follow. Other business units are able to follow IG's.		Keep IG's until a more fluent method is found.				captured in minutes

						TOS - ServiceInfo- Termination Reasons are not up to date		Inconsistencies		Update Schemas to the latest reject reasons				update schemas, and IGs if necessary

						TOS- Forward Billing Address- Formatted- Street Direction- Currently Enumerated in Schemas		Inconsistent between IG's and transactions i.e. Province and Street number		Discussion and make IG's consistent with Schema's				update IG - should read string 2

						TypeAddress Schemas has Unit Number defined as 10		IG's reflect 40 ( I think because of EG)		Update Schema to 40.		<xs:simpleType name="UnitNumber">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Type definition for the Unit Number for a street address.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:minLength value="1" /> 
  <xs:maxLength value="10" /> 
  </xs:restriction>		update schema

						TypeAddress Schemas has Province general Defined as String 2, should be 20.  Impacts all Billing formatted sections.		Schema's and IG's not consistent		Update Schema to String 20		<xs:simpleType name="ProvinceGeneral">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Type definition for a province pertaining to a street address.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:length value="2" />		no action required (ignore)

						All- Billing Address Unformatted		Tag is currently optional and all elements are option.		Make at least one line mandatory suggest Line #1.				update IGs (and schema) to make Line 1 Mandatory

						SA- PIPTransactionTypeSA- StatusInfoPIP-		Doesn't have the complete list of transactions		Looks like the Historical Consumption should be removed?		<xs:simpleType name="PIPTransactionTypeSA">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Indicates the type of PIP transaction that is being referred to.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:NMTOKEN">
  <xs:enumeration value="EnrolRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="DropRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="TransferRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="TerminationOfServiceRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="ChangeConsumerLocationRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="ReconnectionOfServiceRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="HistoricalConsumptionRequest" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="StatusAdvice" />		update schema if required

						SA- UpdateItems is defined as optional		Understand why this was added but why is it optional?				<xs:element name="UpdateItems" minOccurs="0">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Container for multiple UpdateInformation elements.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>		Darcy will review this comment to determine if further action is necessary.

						SA-UpdateInformation is defined as unbounded		Why is this unbounded		Suggest putting a limit to the number of updates				revise IG to limit to max 3 - revise schema accordingly

						TTR Information- Effective Date		This is currently defined as optional, why?		Make this Mandatory and define as XS:Date				revise schema



&A

Page &P&R&F

dhewgill:
Hi Darcy,
 
That's a good idea.  Yes we can accommodate the schema name within the schema itself.  We will probably create a comment template header at the beginning of each file to indicate the name and the description of the file.
 
Vu

dhewgill:
From: Hewgill, Darcy [mailto:Darcy.Hewgill@directenergy.com] 
Sent: May 23, 2006 1:02 PM
To: Mark Van Praet
Subject: Application advice question


Hi Mark, why is the list of transactions for AA's only the following:?  and I thought consumption was next release?
 
- <xs:simpleType name="PIPTransactionTypeAA">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Indicates the type of PIP transaction that is being referred to.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:NMTOKEN">
  <xs:enumeration value="StatusAdvice" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="InvoiceRateReady" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="Consumption" /> 
  </xs:restriction>
 
Thanks
Darcy

dhewgill:
From: "Hewgill, Darcy" <Darcy.Hewgill@directenergy.com>@DUKEPOWER 
Sent: May 24, 2006 9:20 AM
To: Vu Pham-Tran; Mark Van Praet
Cc: Hewgill, Darcy
Subject: New Tag in TypeService Period?


Hi Vu, Mark, 
 
I have noticed a new tag in the TypeServicePeriod.xsd called "AdjusmentPoolId"
 
This is currently not listed in Barbs update or in your comments of the IG's.
 
- <xs:element name="AdjustmentPoolId" type="PoolID" minOccurs="0">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Used to facilitate reconciliation of adjustments when there are cases where the prior period adjustments apply to pools that have since been terminated. It is used to signify the Pool ID that is associated with the original IRR.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:

dhewgill:
From: Hewgill, Darcy 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24, 2006 4:33 PM
To: Vu Pham-Tran; Mark Van Praet
Cc: Barbara Robertson; Cooke, Karen; Hewgill, Darcy
Subject: TypeService


- Hi, Mark,Vu, I am thinking that the following TAG "FromDate" should be specified in the TypeServicePeriod.xsd as "xs:date" and not "EffectiveDateGasSupply"
because this would only work for the first bill, and not subsequent service periods.
 
regards
Darcy
 
<xs:element name="FromDate" type="EffectiveDateGasSupply">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Start date of the service period.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
  </xs:element>
- <xs:element name="ToDate" type="xs:date">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>End date

dhewgill:
From: Hewgill, Darcy [mailto:Darcy.Hewgill@directenergy.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24, 2006 11:26 AM
To: Mark Van Praet; Vu Pham-Tran
Cc: Barbara Robertson; Abdellateef, Moataz
Subject: Vendor Adjustment- Not supporting negative numbers


Hi again, to the best of my knowledge the schemas for the following definition do not support negative numbers the pattern value is too restrictive.
 
 
Can you please confirm or deny my assumptions.
 
regards
Darcy
 
- <xs:simpleType name="VendorAdjustment">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Type definition for a Vendor Adjustment detail</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:decimal">
  <xs:totalDigits value="8" /> 
  <xs:fractionDigits value="2" /> 
  <xs:pattern value="[0-9/.]*[1-9]+[0-9/.]*" /> 
  </xs:restriction>

dhewgill:
Hi Vu,  a couple of comments/suggestion.
 
One, I would like to suggest or recommend the consolidation of all Type Schema's.  The electricity model has two type schema's "Common" and "Simple".  This makes it a lot easier when reviewing and for the maintenance of the schema's. For each transaction schema the include schemas are always just the Common and simple types.
Is there an advantage of having more type schemas?
 
Two, I would also like to suggest that the AA and FA Accepts/Rejects not be consolidated into one schema as per our previous agreed to thought, (consolidation).  At that point we did not realize that the rejects would be optional, that was not my understanding.  So I would like to suggest making the conditional logic present for these two transactions or be explicit and have separate schemas for the accepts and rejects.
 
regards
Darcy

dhewgill:
- <xs:simpleType name="TransferReason">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Vendor described reason for the transfer.</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:minLength value="1" /> 
  <xs:maxLength value="100" /> 
  </xs:restriction>
  </xs:simpleType>

dhewgill:
- <xs:restriction base="xs:NMTOKEN">
  <xs:enumeration value="Prior" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="Current" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="PriorOrCurrent" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="NA" /> 
  </xs:restriction>

dhewgill:
- <xs:simpleType name="Yes No">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Defines Yes/No flag</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:NMTOKEN">
  <xs:enumeration value="Y" /> 
  <xs:enumeration value="N" />

dhewgill:
- <xs:simpleType name="PricePointName">
- <xs:annotation>
  <xs:documentation>Used to specify price point name to be used</xs:documentation> 
  </xs:annotation>
- <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:minLength value="1" /> 
  <xs:maxLength value="30" /> 
  </xs:restriction>

dhewgill:
- <xs:restriction base="xs:string">
  <xs:minLength value="1" /> 
  <xs:maxLength value="40" /> 
  </xs:restriction>

dhewgill:
• TypeServiceInfo -Why Nullable if optional?
- <xs:element name="PostalCode" type="PostalCodeCanadian" minOccurs="0">
- <xs:annotation>

"RejectReason" type="RejectReasonAA" minOccurs="0">

element name="PriceInformation" type="PriceInformation" maxOccurs="4"
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Sheet1

		Transaction		Element		Difference		IG		Schema		Recommended Action

		Enrol Request		Consumer Data / Language Indicator		Optional/Mandatory		Mandatory		Optional		Fix Schema

				Consumer Info / Last Name		Field Length		100		50		Fix Schema

				Consumer Info / First Name		Field Length		100		50		Fix Schema

				Consumer Info / Middle Name		Field Length		100		50		Fix Schema

				Service Adress / Unit Number		Field Length		40		10		Fix Schema

		Enrol Accept		Additional Information		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Remove from IG

				Billing Address Formated / Unit Number		Field Length		40		10

				Billing Address Formated / Postal Code		Field Length		6		10		Fix IG

		Transfer Request		Billing Method		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

		Transfer Reject		Additional Information		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

		ToS Request		Termination Reason		Missing Enumerations		Lots of reasons		Few reasons		Add Reasons to Schema

		ToS Reject		Termination Reason		Missing Enumerations		Lots of reasons		Few reasons		Add Reasons to Schema

		ToS Accept		Termination Reason		Missing Enumerations		Lots of reasons		Few reasons		Add Reasons to Schema

		Status Advice		Termination Reason		Missing Enumerations		Lots of reasons		Few reasons		Add Reasons to Schema

		CCI Request		Consumer Data / Billing Cycle		Field Length		2		10		Fix IG

		ROS Request		Termination of Service Account Number		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

		ROS Accept		Termination of Service Account Number		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

		ROS Reject		Termination of Service Account Number		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

		PPCreate Request		Bill Presentation Phone Info / Phone		Field Length		10		Complex		Fix Schema

				Bill Presentation Phone Info / Name		Field Length		30		50		Fix Schema

		PPChange Request		Price Information		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		1-4		Fix IG

		PPChange Accept		Price Information		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		1-4		Fix IG

		PPChange Reject		Price Information		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		1-4		Fix IG

		Hist Consumption Request		Duration		Optional/Mandatory		Mandatory		Optional		Fix Schema

		Hist Consumption Accept		Consumption Info / Measure		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

				Consumption Info / Consumption		Field Length		10		14,2		Fix IG

		IRR		Service Period / Price Point ID		Field Length		10		40		Fix IG

		IRS		Wholesale charges / whole sale charge category		Add/Remove		Doesn't Exist		Exists		Remove from Schema

				Accounting Info / Payment Due Date		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Accounting Info / ORST		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Accounting Info / Previoius Balance		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Accounting Info / Payment Received		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Accounting Info / Late Payment Charges		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Accounting Info / Total Current Charges		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Wholesale charges / Miscellaneous Description		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Wholesale charges / New Charge Type Description		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix Schema

				Wholesale charges / GST		Optional/Mandatory		Mandatory		Optional		Fix Schema

				Wholesale charges / Adjustment Indicator		Optional/Mandatory		Optional		Mandatory		Fix IG

				Wholesale charges / Adjustment Indicator		Pattern				Adds "N/A"		Fix IG

				Wholesale charges / Exchange Rate		Field Length		6,4		7,4		Fix IG

				Wholesale charges / New Charge Type Description		Field Length		101		100		Fix IG

				Consumer Billing Details / Price Point ID		Field Length		10		40		Fix IG

		FIS		Pool Term Info / Commencement Date		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

				Pool Term Info / Termination Date		Add/Remove		Exists		Doesn't Exist		Add to Schema

				PoolID		Field Length		N/A				Fix IG

				Weighted Average Volume Rate		Field Length		9,7		14,7		Fix Schema

		IVA		Account Info / Vendor Consumer Account Number		Add/Remove		Doesn't Exist		Exists		Fix IG
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_1211547753.doc
Enbridge IG Clarification Request – June 6, 2006

Review and Disposition per Working Group Meeting June 7, 2006


Application Advice Reject


1)
If an SA-TTR is submitted to terminate a drop subsequent to an enrol being  accepted, it will be rejected with the following reject reason "DropCancelTerminateRequestConflictsAnotherVendorEnrol".    Consider changing the wording of reject reason to be "DropTerminateRequestConflictsAnotherVendorEnrol" to remove the word Cancel.


Agree with proposed change


2) 
If an SA-TTR is submitted for enrol after the contest period is over it would be rejected.    Suggested Reject Reason: "CannotTerminateSwitchContestPeriodOver"


Add reject reason:  "CannotTerminateNoticeOfPendingSwitchContestPeriodOver"


Make necessary change to Document

3) 
When SA-NPS is sent for switch and then a SA-NED is submitted for enrol  it would be rejected.   Suggested Reject Reason: "CannotChangeEffectiveDateForSwitch"


Add reject reason:  "CannotChangeEffectiveDateDuringSwitchPeriod"


4) 
If the source pool is pending termination, then a drop/transfer/switch STR can no longer be terminated by submitting an SA-TTR.  Suggested Reject Reason: "SourcePoolTerminatedOrPendingTermination"


Agree with proposed change


5) 
For SA-UT to update Enrols, need reject reasons for Enrol:


AccountFinal | AccountNotEligible | EffectiveDateBeyondMaxLeadTime | EffectiveDateMustBeForNextPoolTerm | EffectiveDateNotBeyondMinLeadTime | EffectiveDateNotFirstofMonth | EffectiveDateNotWithinPoolTerm | FTTurnbackMismatchPoolAndAccount | CannotMoveFromOntarioPoolWithFTTurnbackElectionToWesternPool | CannotMoveFromWesternPoolWithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool | CannotMoveFromSystemGasAccountWithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool | InvalidBillingMethod | InvalidPoolID | RequestedPoolPendingTermination | RequestedPricePointIDDoesNotExist | RequestedPricePointIDNotValid | RequestedPricePointNotActive


“AccountFinal | AccountNotEligible” are not applicable, but include other Reject Reasons in Application Advice 


6) 
If original transaction reference number is invalid then Status advice needs to be rejected.   Suggested Reject Reason: "InvalidOTRN" 


Agree with proposed change

7) 
If original transaction reference number does not match Status Advice Type (e.g. Original transaction number relates to an Enrol, but the SA indicates it was a Drop) needs to be rejected.   Suggested Reject Reason: "OriginalTRNDoesNotMatchSATransactionType"


Agree with proposed change

8) 
If original transaction reference number and account number does not match, the STR needs to be rejected.  Suggested Reject Reason: "MismatchOriginalTransactionReferenceNumberAndDistributorAccountNumber".


Agree with proposed change

9) 
When rejecting SA-UT for update transfer, need reject reasons for transfer:


PendingDrop | PoolPendingTermination | RequestedPricePointIDDoesNotExist | RequestedPricePointIDNotValid | RequestedPoolIDDoesNotExist | | RequestedPoolIDNotValid | RequestedPricePointNotActive | RequestedPricePointIDMissing


Agree with proposed change

10) 
In case of Vendor to Vendor switch Va- Vb, if SA-TTR


is sent for SA-NPS by Vendor B then AA reject will be 


sent.   Suggested Reject Reason: TransactionNot Supported'. Vendor B


can terminate switch by sending a terminate for enrol.

Agree with proposal – no changes required

11) 
If SA-TTR has been submitted for an active STR, this STR would be rejected with AA Reject.  Would we use Reject Reason: SubmissionDateNotBeyondMinLeadTime?

Agree with proposed change

12) 
If SA-UT is sent for the STR that is already rejected then Enbridge


is going to reject this STR   Which AA- reject Reason that can be used 


in this case?

Use “TransactionNotSupported”

13) 
In case of Vendor to Vendor Switch Va-Vb, If Vendor A sends SA-UT


for SA-NPS then this would be rejected.  Which AA- reject Reason that can be used 


in this case?


Use “TransactionNotSupported”

Enrol Reject

1)
In the case of a quasi-add, need a reject reason if enrol exceeds quasi-add volume tolerance.   Suggested Reject reason:  Quasi-addToleranceExceeded


Agree with proposed change

Note need to add the same reason to Application Advice in the case of a SA_UT which causes an Enrol to be treated as a quasi-add.


Agree with proposed change

2)     FT Turnaback rules missing


FTTurnbackMismatchPoolAndAccount,    CannotMoveFromOntarioPoolWithFTTurnbackElectionToWesternPool,    CannotMoveFromWesternPoolWithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool,    CannotMoveFromSystemGasAccountwithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool.

Agree with proposed change

Transfer Reject


1)
It looks like the FT Turnback reject reasons were cut off.  It only says FTTurnback.


FTTurnbackMismatchPoolAndAccount,    CannotMoveFromOntarioPoolWithFTTurnbackElectionToWesternPool,    CannotMoveFromWesternPoolWithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool,    CannotMoveFromSystemGasAccountwithNullFTTurnbackElectionToOntarioPool.

Agree with proposed change

An account can only be transferred out of a pool coincident with the pool’s anniversary or expiry date.  Suggested reject reason:  TransferNotPoolAnniversaryOrExpiryDate

Agree with proposed change

Price Point Create Reject


1)
Require a reject reason if the Vendor submits a request to create a Price Point with a Price Point Charge Type which Enbridge does not support (e.g. Storage).   Suggest reject reason:   ChargeTypeNotSupported.  Or would we use: PricePointChargeTypeNot VendorControlledForPool.

Use:  “PricePointChargeTypeNot VendorControlledForPool”


Price Change Reject


1)
The Effective Date of the Price Change Request must not precede the Effective Date of a pending Price Change Request.   Suggested reject reason:   EffectiveDateMustNotPrecedeEffectiveDateOfPendingPriceChange.


Agree with proposed change

PIPE Functional Acknowledgement Document Accept


1)
PIPE Functional Acknowledgement (first row of IG) does not include OriginalDocumentReferenceNumber in the Child Elements column.


Correct IG


2)
Version row, under column Element Name appears to indicate it is a independent element, should it state PIPEFunctionalAcknowledgement.

Correct IG

3)
Is the Criteria for rejecting a Functional Acknowledgement correct at the bottom correct.


Correct IG, i.e., delete this wording

PIPE Functional Acknowledgement Document Reject


1)
PIPE Functional Acknowledgement (first row of IG) does not include OriginalDocumentReferenceNumber in the Child Elements column.


Correct IG

2)
Version row, under column Element Name appears to indicate it is a independent element, should it state PIPEFunctionalAcknowledgement.


Correct IG

3)
Reject Information row indicates 1 or more.    Does this mean we are to identify all the reject reasons for the document or are we rejecting after the 1st reject reason?

Rejecting after the 1st Reject Reason – correct IG



