�ref zDate \@ "MMMM d, yyyy" \* charformat�October 23, 1998�


Docket Clerk�California Public Utilities Commission�505 Van Ness Avenue�San Francisco, California  94102


Re:  R.94-04-031/I.94-04-032


Dear Docket Clerk:


Enclosed for filing with the Commission are the original and five copies of the �styleref "zTitle" \* charformat \* upper�COMMENTS OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON (U 338-E) ON THE DIRECT ACCESS LOAD PROFILING REPORT OF OCTOBER 2, 1998� in the above-referenced proceeding.


We request that a copy of this document be file-stamped and returned for our records.  A self-addressed, stamped envelope is enclosed for your convenience.


Your courtesy in this matter is appreciated.


Very truly yours,
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�INTRODUCTION


As required by D. 97-10-086, the Energy Division of the CPUC conducted a workshop regarding Load Profiling Eligibility issues on September 25, 1998.  On October 2, 1998, the Energy Division’s Report on Direct Access Load Profiling (Report) which addressed load profiling eligibility issues was filed, with comments allowed by October 23, 1998.


�DISCUSSION


At the September 25, 1998 workshop the participants agreed to extend the current exemption from hourly metering requirements for customers with demands between 20 and 50 kW.  The workshop participants also proposed a schedule to further evaluate the exemption issue, which includes a future workshop and a Commission decision based on the information gathered at the workshop which adopts an implementation date for an hourly meter requirement.


The Report recommends that a workshop be held no later than June 30, 2000, to further evaluate the continued need for the hourly meter exemption for these customers.  SCE agrees with this recommendation, even though requiring a workshop in 1999 would have been preferable.


The Report also recommends that the current exemption remain available until at least March 31, 2002, recognizing the time the Commission requires to issue and implement a decision.  Although SCE  recognizes the need for advance notice to market participants before implementing any changes, SCE does not support this recommendation.  The CPUC should decide on an appropriate implementation date based on conditions existing when the workshop is held to evaluate the need for the exemption (i.e., no later than June 30, 2000).�/


The Report also notes that some workshop participants proposed that the exemption be extended through the end of the rate freeze.  SCE does not support this proposal because, in general, exemptions from metering requirements and the rate freeze are not related issues.  Further, such a linkage would create additional uncertainty for parties impacted by the exemption, because it is not known when the rate freeze will end.


Finally, the Report suggests that the definition of the 20 kW threshold could be addressed in the “Rule 22 Working Group.”  SCE agrees that deferring this issue to the Rule 22 working group is appropriate and recommends that this issue be further explored in the OCC subgroup of the Rule 22 Working Group.


�conclusion


The Commission should not feel compelled at this time to extend load profile eligibility for customers with demands between 20 and 50 kW through March 31, 2002, or the end of the rate freeze period.  Because of the inherent uncertainty in such a long-term extension, the Commission should evaluate all the information collected at the load profile workshop to be held no later than June 2000, and issue a decision about the need for further extension at that time before the end of 2000.


Respectfully submitted,
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By:�
Megan Scott-Kakures�
�
Attorneys for�SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
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�
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, I have this day served a true copy of �styleref "zTitle" \* charformat \* upper�COMMENTS OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON (U 338-E) ON THE DIRECT ACCESS LOAD PROFILING REPORT OF OCTOBER 2, 1998� on all parties identified on the attached service list.  Service was effected by means indicated below:


(	Placing the copies in properly addressed sealed envelopes and depositing such envelopes in the United States mail with first�class postage prepaid (Via First Class Mail);


(	Placing the copies in sealed envelopes and causing such envelopes to be delivered by hand to the offices of each addressee (Via Courier);


(	Transmitting the copies via facsimile, modem, or other electronic means (Via Electronic Means).


Executed this 23rd day of October, 1998, at Rosemead, California.


______________________________________________�Paula Arriola�Project Analyst�SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
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�



�/	The Report states that the workshop resulted in agreement on a consensus recommendation to extend the exemption through March 31, 2002.  At the workshop, SCE merely indicated it would consider the merits of the recommendation, but did not offer its agreement.
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