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Agenda Items



Leadership/Facilitator Issues



Discussed that Lorenzo Kristov will not be able to continue as the facilitator of the DQI group.  The group agreed with asking Dan Barber to facilitate the DQI group.  Lorenzo’s knowledge, hard work, and professionalism will be missed in this group.  DQI is fortunate to have Dan’s leadership and experience to lead us through all the actions we have ahead of us.  



Update on some issues on the DQI report (PX Audit)



On
e of
 the recommendations in the DQI report covered an alternative to have the CPUC request an audit of the UDC’s bundled service meter data reporting.  It was reported that the PX has hired an independent company to review the UDC’s processes for reporting bundled services load. 



The group discussed the need to be able to review the results as a diagnostic tool.  The results of the review would help us understand how the data is being processed and may identify where there are gaps and risk, and where standards could be set, if needed.  



Janie took an action to provide DQI with information she had from a WPTF filing for the PX review.  DQI will review this filing and will determine if there is already a mechanism for DQI to evaluate the PX’s results.  Future action will be dependent on the results of this review. 



Do we want to send written notice to ISO and OCC of their recommendations in the DQI Report?



Based on the discussion, it was decided that Dan could present a summary of the DQI recommendations, especially those that effect the ISO and the SCs, at May’s ISO Client Meeting.  There was no discussion on recommendations to the OCC.



How do we want to tackle recommendations, by a new subteam?  Prioritize, break into smaller work groups by topic?



The group discussed the items listed in the agenda.  It was decided that the group would determine which items to deal with first and which items could be dealt with later.  Below is a table that shows the agreed to prioritization.  



Discussed the various monitoring methods suggested in the DQI report.  For DQI to be able to review the results of any of these monitoring methods, DQI will have to determine what is important for information that is needed from each method.  After the important information is determined, a framework or guidelines of disclosure for monitoring activities can be presented to OCC/Rule 22.  The guideline for disclosure would give the basis for the information future DQI reviews could use to determine if the monitoring methods are working, if there are any new gaps or risks identified, and if any trends are identified what corrective actions are needed for all market participants.  



Each monitoring method was assigned to a DQI member to review and provide answers to seven questions. These questions are:



Purpose of the monitoring method.

What gaps can be identified?

What are the standards for the method?

What trends can be analyzed by the method?

What level of recording (documentation) is necessary?

What are the sensitivities?

What do you need to evaluate the detection mechanism effectiveness?



The monitoring methods were assigned as follows:

Audits – Derek

Events – Janie

UDR – Jim

MDMA PMR – Nabil

SC Monthly Estimation Rpt - Glen



Please re-review the DQI report section for the monitoring method.  Also, the information in the Risk Matrix can provide useful information.  



Prioritization of the actions in the DQI report:  (items that are part of the framework will be addressed first)

Usage Reconciliation Model Long and Short Term (framework)

MDMA performance Monitoring Report (framework)

Audit templates for the MDMA and MSP(framework)

Event Reports (framework, also may be able to use work done in the MADEN group, Janie will present next DQI meeting)

Examine overall structure of commercial relationships (part of the framework questions)

Assessment of standards (later)

Data Security Measures (later)

Evaluate performance of detection mechanisms (later and part of framework)

Post settlement adjustments (last-believe that work done in other groups will have an effect on this area.  Need to get results from these activities before reviewing the overall problem.)



For the next DQI meeting Janie will present a summary on MADEN, Glen will present a summary of ISO’s efforts from the Settlement Improvement Team (SIT), Jim will provide some data showing the changes in settlement data due to changed data, and Dan will provide an update on what has been happening with the DQI report filing and comments filing.  



Next meeting will be in Ontario on 4/28, 9:00am.   






Action Items



Janie will provide to DQI information on the WPTF’s PX review filing.

Dan to present a summary of the DQI report at the May’s ISO Client Meeting.

Answer questions for each monitoring method (see assignments) provide information at the next DQI meeting.

Janie to talk about MADEN at next meeting

Glen to summarize the SIT

Jim to quantify changes and time periods



Dan to report on
 progress/comments on
 the DQI report



