Direct Access “Rule 22 Tariff Review Group”





California Public Utilities Commission





April 7, 1998


Hearing Room “E”





10 a.m. - 2 p.m. (approximately)





AGENDA





Objectives of This Meeting





Review progress on “high priority” items from March 3rd meeting.  Decide upon next steps.


New Items:  Prioritize, discuss, and resolve individual tariff concerns





Agenda Items





10:00 - 10:15	Welcome, Introductions





10:15-10:30	Review Meeting Objectives and Agenda





10:30 - 11:30	Progress Reports from Last Meeting





	“High Priority Items”





11:30 - 2:00	New Items Suggested by Participants





	(See attached list)





2:00 - 2:30	Wrap-up, Next Steps


�
Agenda Items Suggested by Parties:





The following items are excerpted from the e-mails I have received over the last few days.  We can clarify them, or add items I may have missed, as necessary.





�
Sender�
Item�
�
�
�
�
�
1.�
Farm Bureau�
Do the tariffs allow a customer to assign its electric bills to ESP, such that the ESP would be responsible for paying the customer's bill for bundled service?  In this scenario the ESP would NOT be providing energy through direct access to the customer, it would be a service for energy/cost management only.�
�
2.�
SPURR/REMAC�
Our members would like to have access to their hourly consumption data for purposes of analyzing pricing options and load management.  They do not want to purchase electricity without having the information to make an educated decision.





Specifically, I would like to describe our desire and solicit feedback from the other stakeholders.  In particular, those of the IOUs.�
�
3.�
Green Mountain�
Discuss UDC concern about underscheduling of energy by ESPs�
�
4.�
Green Mountain�
UDC billing systems issues�
�
5.�
ORA�
Status report:  Conformity among UDCs' EDI implementations for DASRs�
�
6.�
Edison�
Proposed Rule 22 revisions  (Don Fellows:  “At the last Rule 22 Compliance Workshop meeting, I indicated that we would review Edison's Rule 22 and identify language that we thought was confusing, ambiguous, redundant or incorrect.”  Edison has provided a red-lined version of its Rule
