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At the March 10 PSWG Subgroup 2 meeting there was discussion of the MDMA functions under the heading of “business practices.”  Among those agreed to was “the role of the MDMA is to support billing and settlement process.”  I believe this is too narrow.





Requirements





As my March 6, 1998 paper “Requirements for Measurement and Data Communication Equipment” pointed out, there is no CPUC requirement for access to customer usage data except for billing and settlement purposes.  For some larger customers whose meters are required to be pollable directly by the ISO, clearly there are requirements for access to the meter for purposes other than Day Ahead energy settlement and billing.  Some other customers who elect to offer load to the ISO for ancillary services purposes, there may also be a corresponding metering and data access requirement more stringent than the “normal” periodic uploading through the MDMA VEE, processing, and distribution procedures.





Business Practices





In spite of the above description of requirements, it is clear that many larger customers will benefit from the structure of the Day Ahead energy and prospective Hour Ahead energy markets by acquiring data about their usage more frequently than the “monthly” requirement for settlement and billings.  Some socalled MDMAs are already providing these data to customers.  These data will be used for developing more accurate load forecasts for the customer and are then used for scheduling loads through the ISO or for bidding loads into the PX.  These customers will want: (1) daily uploading of data at a minimum, and (2) some may wish direct polling of the meter or an onsite meter data recorder.





What is the relationship of these desirable data access needs, which some customer want as a value added business practice with MDMA “requirements” created as a mandated obligation by the CPUC?





The daily access of the previous day’s hourly or 15-minute readings most logically comes through the normal MDMA meter reading method, but may not be able to be processed through the full VEE procedures, nor may be posted in the usual MDMA server mailbox.  Therefore, while the MDMA is the agent providing these services, they are not precisely the same services which the CPUC has regulated, and there may need to be some special protocols to standardize these needs for rapid access to data.





Pollable access to the meter could be handled by the MDMA depending upon their meter communication technology or by another entity using a different, parallel data communication technology.  For example, an MDMA using a radio cell communication technology might not support polling of meters if its data communication system was developed with bandwidth predicated on only monthly uploads, and therefore inadequate bandwidth is available for more frequent communications.  A customer desiring such services may need to have a telephone modem capability installed for this purpose.





Conclusion





The MDMA subgroup of PSWG should revise its March 10, 1998 decision to focus exclusively on settlements and billing.  It should review various business practices that customers elect from their ESP (most likely to be provided by an entity described as an MDMA), and determine whether there are needs to standardize practices comparable to the standardization underway for CPUC/ISO requirements.


 


Three candidates for MDMA attention are:





1. direct polling of meters outside of the normal MDMA data communication channel to determine instantaneous loads or consumption in recent  time intervals;





2. direct polling of meters through the normal MDMA data communication channel; and





3. daily access to interval consumption data through the normal MDMA data communication channel, with the data accessible from a centralized server similar to the MDMA server with settlement-quality data.





