STATE OF NEW YORK
PUBLI C SERVI CE COWM SSI ON

At a session of the Public Service
Comm ssion held in the Gty of
Al bany on August 26, 2002
COW SSI ONER PRESENT:

Maur een O. Hel ner, Chairnman

CASE 98-M 0667 - In the Matter of Electronic Data |nterchange.
ORDER APPROVI NG ELECTRONI C DATA | NTERCHANGE
STANDARD FOR SI NGLE RETAI LER | NvO CES

(I'ssued and Effective August 26, 2002)

BACKGROUND AND SUMVARY

The inplenentation of Electronic Data |Interchange (ED)
in New York requires the devel opnent, approval, programm ng and
testing of a variety of EDI data standards.

As each new EDI data standard is considered, it is necessary to
revi ew previously approved standards to ensure that each standard
continues to support the participants' data needs for al

approved busi ness processes. By this Oder, an 810 Invoice
standard' for the Single Retailer nodel is approved. Further, as
requesteg by the EDI Col |l aborative, a revised version of the

867 Monthly Usage standard will be issued for comrent.

When the Single Retailer nodel is used, the
traditional utility generally provides its delivery services to
the Single Retailer entity that, in turn, serves the custoner

Under this nodel, the custonmer has a business relationship with

! The 810 Invoice Standard is conprised of three documents:
TS810 Invoice Inplenentation Guide — Single Retailer Model;
Billing Business Processes — Single Retailer Mdel; and ED
810 Data Dictionary for Single Retailer Invoices.
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only the Single Retailer (for both energy and delivery) and not
with the traditional utility conpany. Billing and paynent
processing is, by definition, the responsibility solely of the
Single Retailer that serves the custoner. However, that
responsibility may be contracted out to a third party, including
in some cases to the utility conmpany. The 810 Invoice
transaction allows the Single Retailer to receive electronic
i nvoi ces applicable to a particular custoner, either in the form
of text to be displayed on the bill or in the formof bill data
to be cal cul ated based on the Single Retailer's rate schedul es.
In conpliance with the order issued on April 4, 2002 in
this proceeding,’ the EDI Col |l aborative filed the inplenentation
gui de, data dictponary and busi ness process docunents for the 810
I nvoi ce — Single Retailer Mdel on
May 30, 2002. Comments were solicited on the proposed standard
by a notice published in the State Reqgister on June 5, 2002.

Comments were received from New York State Electric & Gas
Corporation (NYSEG and the EDI Col | aborative.
DI SPCSI TI ON. OF COWENTS

Bill Calcul ator Code
NYSEG commented that there is currently no qui ck way

for a trading partner to identify that a specific 810 Invoice
transaction is a Single Retailer invoice rather than an ESCO
Bill Ready invoice wthout examning the entire structure of the
transaction. NYSEG believes that it would be beneficial to have
a single segnent that could be queried to determne if a
transaction is a Single Retailer invoice and recommends that a

2 Case 98-M 0667, In the Matter of Electronic Data |nterchange,
Order Adjusting Workplan and Deadlines for the Proceedi ng
(issued April 4, 2002).
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new Bill Cal cul ator code be established and included in the
| mpl enentation Guide to help trading partners distinguish
between Single Retailer and ESCO Bill Ready invoi ces.
Di scussi on

NYSEG s suggestion to add a Bill Cal cul ator segnent to
the 810 Single Retailer Invoice Standard is inconsistent with
the rules in the EDI Enrollnment and Change transactions which

indicate this segnent is not applicable to the Single Retailer

nodel . Addi ng such a segnent to the Invoice transaction,
therefore, may prove nore, rather than |less, confusing. It is
t he absence of the Bill Presenter and Bill Cal cul ator segnents

in the Single Retailer Invoice that distinguishes this invoice
transaction frominvoices used in other billing nodels.
Therefore, as the transactions are distinguishable, no revision
IS necessary.

Front Matter Notes

Wth respect to the Front Matter notes in the
| mpl enent ati on Gui de, NYSEG rai ses concerns regardi ng the | ack
of clarity in the follow ng statenent:

“Typically the SACO8 nultiplied by the SAC10

wi |l equal the SACO5. However, in certain

situations the SACO8 x SAC10 will not equal

SACO05. For exanple, amounts cal cul ated for

prorated periods or when the m ni nrum demand

is greater than the peak demand for the

reported period.”
It suggests “that the Comm ssion’s ordering docunent approving
the 810 Invoice should include an exanpl e showi ng a prorated
period and an exanple where the mnimum denand is greater than
t he peak denmand for the reported period.”
Di scussi on

NYSEG s suggestion is a good one. Adding exanpl es of
transactions using prorated anounts would clarify the Front

Matter notes regarding the structure of the SAC segnent in

- 3 -
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i ndi vidual transactions. The |Inplenentation Gui de has been
nodi fied accordingly.
Separate 820 Remi ttance Advice Transacti on

The EDI Col | aborative reconmmends in its May 30, 2002
Single Retailer filing that the Comm ssion reconsi der the need

for a separate 820 Rem ttance Advice transaction for the Single
Ret ai | er nodel as bei ng unnecessary and cunbersonme. The EDI
Col | aborative believes that “docunentation acconpanying the
actual funds transfer should be sufficient to enable both the
Uility and [ESCO Marketer] to reconcile remttances.” 1|In an
August 1, 2002 filing, the ED Coll aborative proposed
alternative non-EDI procedures for handling paynent data for
Single Retailer transactions. NYSEG endorsed the recomrendati on
that the TS820 Remittance Advice transaction is not necessary
for the Single Retailer nodel since “the volune of these types
of paynments will be very |low.”
Di scussi on

Wth respect to the EDI Col | aborative's recomrendati on
regardi ng the necessity of an 820 Rem ttance transaction for the
Single Retailer nodel, it should be considered follow ng
expiration of the comment period for the August 1, 2002 filing.
Revisions to 867 Monthly Usage Transaction Standard

The EDI Col | aborative “recommends that the 867MJ

transaction standard be revised to add an additional data | oop

to enable the UWility to send the EEMthe follow ng additiona
data segnents where applicabl e: beginning and endi ng neter
reads, neter multipliers, nunber of dials, service point id,
therm and degree day factors, and transforner |oss adjustnent
factor in addition to consunption information.” 1Inits
comments, NYSEG strongly supported the reconmendation that the
867 Monthly Usage transaction standard be revised in the manner
suggested by the EDI Col | aborative for both the Single Retailer
and ESCO Bil|l Ready nodel s.
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Di scussi on

The recommendati on of the EDI Col | aborative regarding
nodi fications to the current TS867 Monthly Usage Transacti on
St andard appears to have nerit because ESCO Marketers shoul d be
able to provide their custoners with a level of bill detai
simlar to the level currently provided in either a utility
bundl ed bill or a consolidated bill rendered by the Utility.
Staff will issue a revised TS867 Monthly Usage | npl enentation
Qui de for comment.
M nor Techni cal Mbdifications

The foll ow ng changes to the TS810 | npl enent ati on CGui de

have been made:

1. The data segnent for transmtting “Next Read Date”
has been renoved fromthe Invoice standard. This
data is already being supplied in the 867 Monthly
Usage transaction.

2. Usage for the “Uility Custoner Account Nunber”
segnent has been changed from Optional (Mist Use)
to Optional (Dependent). This segnent is not sent
in an 810 Summary | nvoi ce.

3. The segnent notes for the “Total Paynents and
Ref unds” segnent have been revised to indicate
that this segnent would only be sent in an 810
ESCO Summary | nvoi ce when an ESCO Marketer's
paynent had been applied or a refund is being
i ssued to the ESCO Marketer.
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It is ordered:

1. The 810 Invoice — Single Retailer Transaction
St andards are adopted with nodifications as
di scussed herein.

2. This proceeding is continued.

( S| GNED)

Conmm ssi oner
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Not e: The follow ng docunents are avail able electronically from
the Conmission's web site at
http://ww. dps. state. ny. us/ 98n0667. ht m

Suppl enment Descri ption
SUPPLEMENT A . TS810 I nvoice | npl ementation
GQui de — Single Retail er Model
. Billing Business Processes —

Singl e Retail er Mdel

. EDI 810 Data Dictionary Invoice
Transaction — Single Retailer
| nvoi ces
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