STATE OF NEW YORK
PUBLI C SERVI CE COWMM SSI ON

At a session of the Public Service
Comm ssion held in the Gty of
Al bany on June 21, 2002
COW SS|I ONER PRESENT:

Maureen O Hel ner, Chairman
CASE 98- M 0667 - In the Matter of Electronic Data |nterchange.
ORDER APPROVI NG ELECTRONI C DATA | NTERCHANGE TRANSACTI ONS FOR

UTI LI TY BI LL READY AND RATE READY BI LLI NG

(I'ssued and Effective June 21, 2002)

BACKGROUND AND SUMVARY

The inplenmentation of Electronic Data |nterchange
(EDI') in New York requires the devel opnent, approval,
programm ng and testing of a variety of ED data standards. By
this order, an 810 Utility Bill Ready Transaction Standard' and
an 810 Utility Rate Ready Transaction Standard? are approved. In
addition, a slight revision to the existing 867 Mnthly Usage

! The 810 UWility Bill Ready Transaction Standard is conprised of
t hree docunents: Consolidated Billing Business Processes -
Uility Bill Ready; TS810 Invoice |Inplenmentation Guide -
Uility Bill Ready; and EDI 810 Data Dictionary for Invoice
from ESCO Marketer to Utility.

2 The 810 UWility Rate Ready Transaction Standard is conprised of
t hree docunents: Consolidated Billing Business Processes -
Uility Rate Ready; TS810 Invoice |Inplenmentation Cuide -
Uility Rate Ready; and EDI 810 Data Dictionary for Invoice
fromUWility to ESCQO Mar ket er.
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Transaction Standard® is approved to accommpdate the need to
trigger the issuance of interimbills in the Bill Ready nodel,
i n nonths when no usage data is avail abl e.

In conpliance with a Comm ssion Order issued on
April 4, 2002% the EDI Collaborative filed the inplenentation
gui des and busi ness process docunents for the Uility Bill Ready
billing nodel on May 1, 2002 and the Uility Rate Ready billing
nodel on April 15, 2002. |In assessing the standards and the
comments, it should be noted that both the simlarities and
di fferences between the nodels require varying degrees of
consi stency in the transaction standards dependi ng on the
characteristics of each. The Utility Bill Ready transaction
nodel allows an energy service conpany/ mar ket er
("ESCO Marketer™) to submt an electronic invoice of its
custoner charges to a utility for inclusion on a utility-
provi ded consolidated bill to the custonmer. Mst of the issues
di scussed below regarding the Utility Bill Ready nodel focus on
how i nformation is handled for bill presentation or for customner
account records. In contrast, in the Uility Rate Ready
transaction nodel, the utility provides a consolidated bill to a
cust oner based on previously obtai ned ESCO Marketer rate
schedul es, and sends an electronic invoice after the fact to
i nformthe ESCO Marketer of the calculations it made and
i ncluded on the custoner bill on behalf of the ESCO Marketer.

Accordingly, nost of the issues di scussed bel ow

3 The 867 Monthly Usage Transaction Standard is conprised of
t hree docunents: Usage Business Processes - Minthly, Version
1.1; TS867 Monthly Usage - Inplenentation Guide, Version 1.1
and EDI 867MJ Data Dictionary, Version 1.1

4 Case 98-M 0667, In the Matter of Electronic Data |nterchange,
Order Adjusting Wrkplan and Deadlines for the Proceedi ng
(i ssued April 4, 2002).




CASE 98- M 0667

regarding the Uility Rate Ready nodel do not focus on bill
present ati on.

Comments were solicited on these filings by a notice
published in the State Register on April 10, 2002. Comrents

were received from Consol i dat ed Edi son Conpany of New York, Inc.

and Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. (collectively, "Con
Edi son"), New York State Electric & Gas Corporation (NYSEG and
Ni agara Mohawk Power Corporation (N agara Mhawk).

SUVMARY AND DI SPCSI TI ON OF COMMENTS
Uility Bill Ready
Non-billing party’s bal ance
Ni agara Mohawk asks that the Bill Ready Business

Process docunent be clarified to state that the billing party

shoul d not be required to "naintain balances for the purposes of
display in the detail of the non-billing party’s charges on the
bill." Rather, N agara Mohawk argues, the billing party should
only be required to display the bottomline-anount in the
summary section of the bill, reflecting all adjustnments not
reflected in the detail section due to timng problens. N agara
Mohawk argues that the accounts receivabl e bal ance shown in the
detail section “should not be maintained or expressed by anyone
ot her than the non-billing party.”

Con Edi son argues that the sunmary and detail charges

on the bill should only reflect the "information transmtted [by
the non-billing party] with the current charges and paynents or
credits applied to the account.”™ Con Edison argues that if the
billing party takes into account adjustnents nade after the non-
billing party transmits its billing information, that

i nconsi stencies will occur between the bal ance on the
consolidated bill and the non-billing parties records. Con

Edi son cites as justification the need for the non-billing party
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and billing party to have consistent records to increase
cust oner acceptance of consolidated billing.

NYSEG i dentifies technical barriers to approvi ng what
Ni agara Mohawk and Con Edi son have requested. To resolve the
probl em NYSEG suggests that parties be authorized to "agree
upon the date through which account activity is presented on
consolidated bills."

The Uni form Busi ness Practices (Practices) require
that the billing party nmaintain records on the bal ance of a
custoner’s account with the non-billing party since the billing
party, in any bill option, is required to properly allocate
custoners’ paynents between the billing and non-billing party
based upon the paynent allocation rules established in the
Practices. Further, the Practices require that the consolidated
bill presented to custonmers contain three distinct sections — a
Uility section, an ESCO Marketer section and a Summary secti on.
The cal cul ation of the custoners’ total balance due for a
specific consolidated bill would be presented in the Summary
section of the bill. Under the Bill Ready option, there is a

two-day | ag between the date that usage data for a custoner is

val idated and the date that the billing party receives an ED
| nvoi ce containing the non-billing party s charges for
presentation on the consolidated bill. At issue is the process

for handling recent paynent/adjustnment activity that affects the
custoner’s bal ance with the non-billing party (in this nodel,
t he ESCO Marketer) that has not yet been reflected in the non-
billing party’s records.
Di scussi on

The al ternatives proposed by N agara Mbohawk and Con
Edi son woul d require major restructuring of the proposed EDI
standard to accommpdate the additional data segnents that would
have to be sent by the ESCO Marketer to enable the Uility, as
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the billing party, to present the data. Further, the process
requested by Con Edi son and N agara Mohawk is at variance with
the EDI LDC Bill Ready process used in adjacent states and is
unwor kabl e from a technical perspective.

As originally proposed, only information sent in the
EDI I nvoice pertaining to current charges/adjustnents, refunds
i ssued, or paynents received directly by the non-billing party
for its charges would be presented in the ESCQO Mar ket er det ai
portion of the consolidated bill. The remaining information
presented in the ESCO Marketer detail, such as begi nning
bal ance, paynents/adjustnments applied since the last bill, and
total bal ance due woul d be presented as cal cul ated by the
billing party. Under this process, which is consistent with the
LDC Bill Ready procedures adopted in the Md-Atlantic ED
standards, the sum of total balance due line itens presented in
the Uility and ESCO Mar keter detail sections would equal the
total outstanding balance for the consolidated bill presented in
the Summary section of the bill. Further, the custoner would
see that anounts presented in the consolidated bill reflected
recent activity on the customer’s account for both the billing
and non-billing parties through the "as of" date on the bill.
Shoul d the non-billing party mss the bill w ndow (i.e. the
| nvoi ce transaction was not received in time to present current
charge activity), the ESCO Marketer detail section would stil
refl ect balance information even though current
char ges/ adj ust nents woul d be "0".

The nodel is adopted as originally proposed with sone
additional clarification. Regarding NYSEG s suggestion, the
Bi |l Ready Business Processes docunent will be nodified to
indicate that agreenent for the "as of" date to be presented on
a consolidated bill must be an explicit provision of the Billing
Services Agreenent and to indicate that the choice of the "as
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of" date is |limted to (a) the date that validated usage was
sent to the ESCO Marketer or (b) two business days follow ng the
date that validated usage was sent to the ESCQO Mar ket er.

Bill presentation — Non-billing Party Credits

Con Edi son asserts that a process proposed in the

Uility Bill Ready Business Processes docunent, which addresses
certain paynents received directly by the non-billing party, is
i nconsistent with the Comm ssion's UniformBilling and Paynment

Processing Practices [C. 5.d(1)(n)] because it appears that, if
i npl enented, an anount equal to "total credits since last bill"
woul d not be presented in the summary section of the
consolidated bill. Con Edison requests that ESCO Marketers be
required to electronically provide "previous bal ance" and "total
bal ance due" information and to include all credits on the bil
summary. Con Edi son is concerned that customers naking paynents
directly to an ESCO Marketer, despite the issuance of a utility-
provi ded consolidated bill, will be confused if their paynent is
not acknow edged as an individual specified itemon the bill.
Di scussi on

The Bill Ready Busi ness Process docunent provides that
custoner paynents be reflected differently on the utility-
provi ded consol i dated bill dependi ng upon whet her the paynent
was nade to the utility that issued the consolidated bill, or
was received directly by the ESCO Marketer fromthe custoner.
Under the proposed process, paynents nade to the utility would
be clearly identified as "paynents"” in both the ESCQO Mar ket er
detail and the summary section of the consolidated bill. Wen a
paynent is received directly by the ESCO Marketer for its own
charges, it would be reflected under the "current
char ges/ adj ust nent s" section of the ESCO Marketer portion of the
bill. The "total outstanding bal ance" figure on the
consolidated bill summary would reflect the result of either
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type of paynment having been nade and thus satisfy the

requi renents set forth in the Uniform Practices. Making direct
paynents to ESCO Marketers is not expected to be a frequent
practice when a utility-provided consolidated bill is used.
However, Con Edi son's concerns that the text of the proposed
rule could be m sunderstood by the parties are acknow edged and
t he Busi ness Processes docunent has been nodified to renove the
anbiguity.

Two comodities in a single invoice

For dual accounts (both electric and gas), N agara
Mohawk requests that the utility be allowed to elect to receive
only a single conbined invoice rather than having to accept
separate invoices for each commodity account. Niagara Mbhawk
asserts that it will incur significant costs to maintain two
separate bal ances, particularly in regards to customers on
budget billing.

Di scussi on

The requested change to allow utilities to require
dual commodity accounts to be handled in a single transaction
woul d be a significant departure fromthe antici pated EDI
architecture. The request is rejected at this tine. Standards
al l owi ng dual commodities to be handled in single transactions
have not been wi dely devel oped on either a national or state
basi s, and al though this approach may be viable in the future,
it mkes little sense to introduce a change of this significance

during the initial inplenentation of EDI
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Processing Constraints

NYSEG requests that utilities be allowed to prescribe
a non-EDI "alternate nethod"” to handle Bill Ready invoices
applicable to "off-systemt billed accounts.?®
Di scussi on
Wt hout addressing whether it is appropriate in a
retail access environment to continue to bill any custoner in an
"of f-systent manner, NYSEG s request that an alternate non-ED
met hod may be allowed is rejected. To create a conprehensive
system all retail access accounts should be invoiced using EDI
Sinple Mddifications - Uility Bill Ready
The following UWility Bill Ready changes have

been nade in response to submtted comments and to achi eve
consi stency between the docunents approved herein and New YorKk
data standards previously adopted by the Comm ssion, national
EDI data standards published by the Utility Industry G oup
(UG, and regional standards in place in the Md-Atlantic

st ates:

> An "of f-systemt account is one that is billed wthout using the
utility's conputerized custonmer information system
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1. Consi stent with the Uniform Busi ness Practices, the
Bi |l Ready Business Process docunent is clarified with
regard to cancel/rebill.®

2. The Bill Ready I|nplenentation Guide has been anended
to clarify that the 810 Bill Ready transaction should
be used to comuni cate updates to information, such as

the E/ M custonmer account nunber, bill cal cul ator,
presenter and neter nunber paraneters, and that if
information transmtted on an 810 invoi ce does not
mat ch certain previously supplied information, the
receiving party may reject the transaction.

3. The Bill Ready Business Process docunment is clarified
to state that third party data service providers are

bound by the sane | evel of accountability for data
confidentiality as the party they represent.

4. The Bill Ready Inplenentation Guide is clarified with

respect to the transm ssion of nunbers whose
attributes are either "R' or "N' and additi onal
exanpl es have been provi ded.

® The following statenents were added to the description for
Subprocess 3.0 in the Busi ness Processes docunent;
“In the Uility Bill Ready nodel, if the custoner was
enrolled with the same EfM during the period for which

usage is now being cancel ed but the custoner's bill option

changed during that period, the Uility nay agree to

present restated charges on behalf of the current E/ M using

the Bill Ready nethod."
"Where the custoner has changed EfMs within a period in

whi ch previously reported usage, and rel ated charges, mnust
be canceled, the Utility will report the cancel ed usage to

each EfMfor the period they served the custoner (see
Busi ness Processes for Monthly Usage). The Utility wll
only present restated charges in a consolidated bill on

behal f of the custoner's current E/ Mwhen the current bil

option for that custoner is Uility Bill Ready. The

Uility will not issue a consolidated bill for the custoner

on behalf of a previous E/Mfor periods affected by the
cancellation. The prior EfEMis responsible for issuing
refunds to, or collecting charges from the custoner for
that portion of the cancellation period in which the
customer was enrolled with that EEM"
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10.

11.

The Bill Ready Inplenentation Gui de has been corrected
to include an N1 custoner segment.

The description of the E/M Custoner Account Numnber
paraneter in the Bill Ready |Inplenentation CGuide is
nodified to state that if this parameter is not

i ncluded on an 810 invoice, then the utility (bil
presenter) will use the E/M Custoner Account Nunber of
record.

The Bill Ready | nplenentation CGuide has been anended
to recogni ze a new code, ADJ010, which has been
approved by the U G for describing cancelled charges
in place of the ADJOOO code.

The Front Matter, segnent and el ement notes have been
restructured and/or nodified such that the
presentation of information in the Bill Ready

| mpl enmentation Guide is consistent with the
presentation of the sanme information in the Rate Ready
| mpl enent ati on Gui de.

Exanpl es of data exchange scenari os have been appended
to the published guide.

The Front Matter text regarding rejection in the Rate
Ready | npl enent ati on Gui de has been nodified to
correct technical inaccuracies.

M nor editorial, grammati cal and spelling changes have
been incorporated into all of the docunents descri bed
her ei n.

Uility Rate Ready

Customer tax information

Con Edi son recommends several nodifications to the

Rat e Ready Busi ness Processes docunent that would require that

custonmer tax information be provided by the ESCO Marketer for

pur poses of calculating billed charges for the consolidated

bill.

These nodifications woul d require changes in previously
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i ssued EDI standards’ to acconmpdate the exchange of tax rate
i nformati on.

Di scussi on

This issue is deferred pending resol ution of

out standing petitions for reconsideration in Cases 98-M 1343 and
98- M 0631. Such petitions refer directly to custoner tax
i nformati on.

Codes related to budget bills

Con Edi son comments that since data for Budget Billing
charges is presented on the customer bill, the proposed codi ng
of certain budget bill anmounts is incorrect and shoul d be

reversed. Con Edison also comments that the definition of the
"Budget Plan Accunul ated Difference"” paranmeter in the Rate Ready
Busi ness Process docunent requires clarification to provide a
better description of the anpbunt that nust be provided.
Di scussi on

Con Edi son did not provide sufficient detail to
support its conments. In addition, the changes proposed coul d
not be effected wi thout also nodifying instructions provided in
both the Rate Ready Business Processes and Rate Ready
| mpl enent ati on Gui de, and Con Edi son has not denonstrated how
its proposal or necessary correspondi ng changes in other
segnent s/ el enents shoul d be structured to adjust for the

proposed change in the coding it seeks. Further, the treatnent

of budget bill anpbunts for Rate Ready is consistent with
standards for LDC Rate Ready adopted in the Md-Atlantic States.
No adjustnent will be nade at this tinme. Con Edi son should

consi der pursuing its proposed code changes in the future,

potentially within the context of a change control process for

" EDI Enrollnment and EDI Account Maintenance transaction
st andar ds.
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EDI where all parties could collaboratively identify all the
nodi fications that woul d be necessary to adopt the change
proposed, if warranted.

Choi ce of 568 Transacti ons or Non- ED nethods

In the Uility Rate Ready process, the utility
provi des a consolidated bill based on rate or price information
previ ously provided by the ESCO Marketer. The EDI Rate Ready
process does not accomobdate an EDI process for the
ESCO Marketer to direct the Uility to adjust a custoner's
bal ance for presentation on the consolidated bill if, for
exanple, billed amunts were based on the wong rate or price,
t he ESCO Marketer wi shes to waive |ate fees previously assessed,
or the ESCO Marketer wi shes to apply a security deposit agai nst
the custoner’s bal ance. Con Edi son suggests that a Contract
Managenent Report transaction (an ED 568 transaction) be
devel oped to effectuate this type of notification fromthe
ESCO Marketer in lieu of relying on non-EDI el ectronic neans
and/ or tel ephone calls. In addition, Con Edi son suggests that
the 568 transaction be used by the utility to notify the
ESCQO Marketer that paynent on the consolidated bill has been
collected where the utility elects to purchase the receivables
of an ESCO Marketer. In the Purchased Recei vabl es nodel, an
ESCO Marketer would by paid by the utility, irrespective of
whether the utility is able to collect fromthe custoner the
amount due on a consolidated bill. Under the Uniform Business
Practices, however, a utility may discontinue consolidated
billing for a customer with a past due balance. |Incorporating a
568 transaction in the Rate Ready busi ness nodel would enable
the utility to keep the EZMinformed of the collection status of
their custonmers when the utility is purchasing receivables.

Wth respect to security deposits, the Rate Ready
Busi ness Process docunent reiterates the Uniform Business
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Practices requirenment that each party nust manage its own
security deposits, and further, that the

"EfMnust notify the Uility regarding the application of a
deposit help by the EEMto the custoner’s account. The

Col | aborative is considering whether this information
shoul d be comuni cated via and EDI 568 or non-EDI."

Ni agara Mohawk recommends that should an ESCO Marketer wish to
apply a deposit, it should do so only upon its "dropping" of the

cust oner.

Di scussi on
Con Edi son's proposal regarding the devel opnent and

use of the 568 transaction is sound and the EDI Col |l aborative is
directed to file proposed transacti on standards by
Decenber 1, 2002, consistent with the Coll aborative Wrking
Group workplan filed on March 25,2002. The issue of whether al
parties should be required to inplenment the 568 transaction
shoul d be addressed in conments regarding the proposed
standards. Ni agara Mohawk's recommendati on on deposits is
rejected. The Uniform Business Practices rule is clear on this
matter and, in keeping with the Comm ssion's historical
treatment of ESCO Marketers to date, ESCO Marketers are free to
apply security deposits to their accounts at their discretion.

Processing Constraints

Con Edison cites internal system processing
constraints with respect to certain of the rate ready business
process requirenments. First, Con Edison states that significant
changes to its “operations activities” would be required to
i npl enent the requirenent that both the billing and non-billing
parties be required to process all 867 cancel transactions prior
to processing 867 Monthly Usage original usage transactions.

Con Edi son also reports it will be unable to process the Total
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Qut st andi ng Bal ance (BAL) segnment, described on page 17 of the
Rat e Ready | nplenentation Guide, until the first half of 2003.
Di scussi on
As to the first item Con Edi son has not provided
sufficient detail or justification for its request to be
seriously entertained. Therefore, the request is denied. As to
the second item the data el enent Con Edi son states that it wll
not be able to process until md-2003 is a critical elenent to
the EDI transaction. Con Edison's request will not be granted
at this time. Con Edison is free to submt for consideration a
revi sed request describing how it would provide for the transfer
of the data in an alternate fashion until such tinme as it is
able to process the data el enment as intended.
Sinple Mddifications - Uility Rate Ready
The followng Uility Rate Ready changes have been

made in response to submtted comments and to achi eve

consi stency between the docunents approved herein and New YorKk
data standards previously adopted by the Comm ssion, national
EDI data standards published by the Utility Industry G oup
(UG, and regional standards in place in the Md-Atlantic

st ates:

1. A new Col | aborative Wrking Goup (CW5 rul e has been
added to the Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunent
stating that requests for a change in a custoner’s
bill option will only be processed for accounts that
are active with the EfMat the tinme the Change request
is received. Change requests that pertain to an
account for which an enrollnent with the EfMis
pending will not be processed.
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2. The Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunent has been
nodified to clarify that there nmay not be a cancelled
charge for each charge associated with the
corresponding 810 Original Invoice and that the type
of charges to be excluded would be reflected in the
Billing Services Agreenent.

3. The Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunment and the Rate
Ready | npl enent ati on Gui de have been nodified to
i nclude "incorrect billing option", "invalid bil
option" and "invalid or m ssing neter nunber” anong
the reasons for rejection.

4. The Rate Ready | nplenentation Gui de has been corrected
to state that an 810 Rate Ready invoice may al so be
rejected when it contains validation or syntax errors,
or data segnents/elenments are mssing or invalid.

5. The Rate Ready | nplenentation CGui de has been anended
to clarify that the 810 Rate Ready transaction should
not be used to comruni cate updates to information,
such as the E/ M custoner account nunber, bill
calculator, bill presenter and meter nunber
paraneters, and that if information transmtted on an
810 invoice does not match the previously supplied
information, the receiving party may reject the
transacti on.

6. The Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunent is nodified
to reflect that "When a Utility cancels an invoice,
the cancellation of the EfMcharges will be
transmtted in a Cancel 810."
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7. Consi stent with the UBP, the Rate Ready Business
Process docunent is clarified with regard to
cancel /rebill .8

8. The Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunent is clarified
to state that third party data service providers are
bound by the sanme | evel of accountability for data
confidentiality as the parties they represent.

9. The Rate Ready Inplenentation Guide is clarified with
respect to the transm ssion of nunbers whose
attributes are either "R'" or "N' and additi onal
exanpl es have been provi ded.

10. The Rate Ready Busi ness Process docunent is nodified
to clarify that "bill date" is synonynous with the
"transaction creation date" sent in the ED 810
| nvoi ce; that past due information for budget bill
custoners in a Pay-As-You-Cet processing nethod wll
be provided by non-EDI neans; and that when the
Pur chase Receivables nethod is being used, the
ESCO Marketer may access information about a
custoner's past due bal ance, if any, by making
arrangenments directly with the applicable utility.

8 The followi ng statenent has been added to the description of
Subprocess 2.0 in the Busi ness Processes docunent:

"When the custoner has changed E/Ms during the period in
whi ch previously reported usage, and rel ated charges, nust be
canceled, the Utility will report the cancel ed usage to each
E/Mfor the period they served the custoner (see Business
Processes for Monthly Usage). The Uility will send Cance
810 I nvoice transaction(s) to the customer's current E/ M for
periods that were initially billed using the Uility Rate
Ready option. Simlarly, the UWility will only rebill for
the custoner's account with the current E/ M when the current
bill optionis Uility Rate Ready and then, only for periods
in which Uility Rate Ready billing was in effect for that
custoner. The Utility will not rebill the custonmer on behal f
of the previous E/Mfor periods affected by the cancell ation.
The prior EfMis responsible for issuing refunds to, or
coll ecting charges from the custoner for that portion of the
cancel l ation period in which the custoner was enrolled with
that E/M
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11. The Front Matter text regarding rejection in the Rate
Ready | npl enentati on Gui de has been nodified to
correct technical inaccuracies.

12. The Front Matter, segnent and el ement notes have been
restructured and/or nodified such that the
presentation of information in the Bill Ready
| mpl enmentation Guide is consistent with the
presentation of the sanme information in the Rate Ready
| mpl enent ati on Gui de.

13. Exanpl es of data exchange scenari os have been appended
to the published guide.

14. Mnor editorial, grammatical and spelling changes have
been incorporated into all of the docunents descri bed
herein.

It is ordered:
1. The 810 Utility Bill Ready Transaction Standard and
the 810 Utility Rate Ready Transaction Standard are adopt ed,

wi th nodifications as di scussed herein.

2. The 867 Monthly Usage Transaction Standard has been
revised to add an additional segnment to allowthe utility to
notify the ESCO Marketer when an interimbill is going to be
i ssued to the custonmer and Version 1.1 is adopt ed.

3. The EDI Col | aborative shall develop the requisite
test plans for the 810 Uility Bill Ready and the 810 Utility
Rat e Ready transaction standards within 21 days of issuance of
this Order.

4. Al affected parties are directed to begin the
appropriate phases of testing for each individual transaction
set as soon as the test plans are approved, to begin Phase |
testing of the 810 Invoice for the Uility Bill Ready and
Uility Rate Ready nodels by Cctober 1, 2002, and to fully
inplement Utility Bill Ready and Uility Rate Ready EDI
transactions as of January 1, 2003.
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5. The EDI Col | aborative is directed to devel op and

file a 568 Transaction Standard by Decenber 1, 2002.

6. This proceeding is continued.

( S| GNED)

Conmi ssi oner
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Note: The following documents are available electronically from
the Commission®s web site at
http://ww. dps. state. ny. us/98n0667. ht m

Suppl enent Descri pti on

SUPPLEMENT A : TS810 I nvoice |nplementation
Quide - Uility Bill Ready
EDI 810 Data Dictionary for
| nvoi ce from ESCO Marketer to

Uility

Consolidated Billing Business

Processes - Uility Bill Ready
SUPPLEMENT B : TS810 I nvoice | nplenentation

GQuide - Uility Rate Ready
EDI 810 Data Dictionary for

I nvoice fromUtility to
ESCO Mar ket er

Consolidated Billing Business
Processes - Uility Rate Ready

SUPPLEMENT C : TS867 Monthly Usage Standard

| npl enent ati on CGui de, Version
1.1

EDI 867 Data Dictionary, Version
1.1

Usage Busi ness Processes -

Mont hly, Version 1.1




