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prepared by Mike Jaske, CEC, 3/31/98





1.	The meeting was held in Sacramento courtesy of PG&E when the CEC could not find an appropriate room downtown.  Thanks to Dan Barber.





2.	Approximately 17 people participated in the meeting, including six who had not participated in the previous DQIWG meeting on February 27, 1998.





3.	Mike Jaske distributed the final language on groundrules prepared by the Direct Access Working Group for consideration by DQIWG.  Participants agreed to review the text of the DAWG groundrules and forward suggestions electronically to Mike Jaske.  The intention is to adopt a version pertinent to DQIWG at the next meeting.





4.	The group debated various wordings submitted previously and settled upon a mission statement.





The mission of DQIWG is to promote information exchange and audit processes which result in accurate settlements among all market participants.





5.	In the discussion of goals the group identified its principal product and a set of guiding principles for the recommendations included within that product.





a.	The principal product of the DQIWG is a report to the CPUC and other entities with recommendations for solutions to specific problems.  The report will be supported by: (1) a map outlining data and information flows, (2) an updated “transaction matrix”, (3) a description of gaps or problems with data and information exchanges, (4) a prioritized set of solutions to these gaps or problems, (5) a description of further work needed, and (6) the role of an ongoing forum to provide a mechanism for tracking problems and effectiveness of solutions.





b.	The following guiding principles were identified for DQIWG to use in developing its product:





(1)	minimize UFE,


(2)	build confidence in the energy market,


(3)	reduce overall transactions costs for market participants,


(4)	maintain continuous, efficient information flows, and


(5)	develop solutions which facilitate ease of implementation.





c.	Discussion of the due date for the report noted that the original due date of June 14 was unlikely, and that the ISO was required to provide a report on the first 60 days of operation to FERC.  No resolution of a new due date emerged.





6.	A considerable amount of time was spent reviewing the “transaction matrix” prepared by SDG&E with input from Dan Barber since the previous meeting.  Debi LeVine had suggested changes for the ISO/PX Settlements portion which SDG&E agreed to incorporate into yet another version.  Discussion of portions of the “transaction matrix” resulted in general edits that Barbara Baldwin will make, plus several assignments for further elaboration and clarification:





a.	MDMA responsibilities need greater explanation.  Dan Barber agreed to develop something based on work he is doing for other forums addressing MDMA issues.





b.	Processing of settlement-ready data needs greater explanation.  Mike Jaske agreed to develop an improved description of the process and possible problems.





c.	Spurred by Michele Wynne’s email to PSWG participants concerning ESP default, at least two different objectives were identified and initial solutions discussed.  Objective #1 is the desire of SC’s to have an expedited DASR process so that the ESP’s customers can be returned to the UDC and cease to be the SC’s responsibility.  Objective #2 is the desire of UDCs to be able to collect the funds owed to the UDC.  Paul Nelson agreed to develop these issues more completely.





d.	A new issue was the desire of UDCs to learn of an ESP’s change of SC.  There was uncertainty about the role of the DASR in facilitating this information update.  Paul Nelson agreed to examine the issue.





e.	In reviewing the alternative language for ISO/PX settlements prepared by Debit LeVine, it was agreed that her contribution should be revised to focus on ISO settlements.  A UDC person agreed to develop a parallel description of the PX settlement transactions process.  [ Who was this?]





7.	The paper on DQIWG relations to other forums and working groups developed by Mike Jaske with input from Ed Quiroz and Dan Barber was discussed.  Numerous revisions were suggested.  This team will develop a revised version for discussion at the next meeting.  The need for specific focus on the emergent UFE working group was noted.  Caxton Rhodes of PG&E will be requested to participate in the next meeting to explain his vision and to develop some coordination on that informal group’s quantitative efforts to understand UFE and DQIWG’s qualitative efforts to reduce UFE.





8.	The effort to attract SCs by holding the meeting in Sacramento the day prior to the ISO Client Relations meeting had small benefits, since only one additional person came as a result of the conjunction of meeting times and Debi LeVine’s solicitation of SC attendance.  The current participants agreed that more participation by ESPs, SCs, and the PX is needed.





9.	The next meeting will be held in San Diego on April 10 beginning at 9:00 AM.  SDG&E will provide a location and refreshments.  Barbara Baldwin will provide a more specific location notice to participants, and post it to the DQIWG website, the prior week.  The agenda for the meeting will focus on the followup activities noted above in these meeting notes.  A more specific agenda will be provided prior to the next meeting.


