TO	Members of Rule 22 Working Group 


FROM:	Steve Roscow, CPUC Energy Division


DATE:	July 2, 1998


SUBJECT:	A New Facilitator for Your Group


	Proposed Agenda for July 7th








As I mentioned at our June 2nd meeting, Valerie Beck of the Energy Division will be taking over for me as the facilitator of the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group.  This will have the advantage of giving this group more attention from the Energy Division staff, while also freeing me up to work with the other Direct Access working groups, as well as to continue working on the ad hoc billing and metering installation problems as they arise (I expect that Valerie will inevitably become involved in those issues, too). 





This transition will take place beginning with the meeting scheduled for July 7th.  In fact, I will be on jury duty that day, so Valerie will be taking over without much overlap or time to get up to speed on the issues.  Consequently, I would like to request that the group approach this meeting somewhat differently than past meetings, by taking as much time as necessary to place this working group in context for Valerie, assess our efforts to date, discuss the areas that you think are working well—and those areas that are not—and make whatever decisions are necessary to keep the group moving forward in a manner that is satisfying to everyone.





As a first step toward reorienting everyone, the next page provides an excerpt from D.97-10-087 that describes the purpose of the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group.





As regular participants know, we have departed from the text of D.97-10-087 in certain areas.  Most importantly, the text refers to a “new proceeding” that the Commission intended to open, and directs this working group to file its reports in that proceeding.  In fact, that proceeding has not yet been established, so ALJ Wong has indicated that Rule 22 Tariff Review Group may file reports in the existing restructuring proceeding on an “as-necessary” basis.  So far, the group has not found it necessary to file any reports.  One area you may wish to discuss at the forthcoming meeting is whether it is time to file a brief report on the work undertaken by the group to date.





After this general discussion, the attached agenda includes time for the usual updates and discussion of new items, as submitted to me this week.





�
Excerpt from D.97-10-087, pp. 69-70


Rule 22 Tariff Review Group


The restructuring effort will not end because of the actions we have taken today. Instead, there will be additional changes and refinements to the process as direct access gains acceptance among consumers, and the market participants adjust to this new competitive environment. As mentioned above, a working group should be established to review the direct access tariffs and other tariffs and rate schedules that are affected by the direct access tariffs. We envision this working group to be made up of market participants who have the common goal of ensuring that direct access succeeds.� The working group is in a position to see how the adopted direct access tariff provisions are working, and to make recommendations as to how the tariffs should be changed. This working group process will provide us with an opportunity to fine-tune the direct access tariffs, and to eventually have all the UDCs in this state using a uniform direct access tariff. It is our intent to open a new proceeding to address these kinds of changes.


In addition to reviewing the tariffs and making recommendations, this working group should look into the feasibility of allowing new customers, when they initiate service, to call the UDC directly and have the UDC arrange to have the ESP of the customer’s choice provide direct access service on the start date. As mentioned earlier, new telephone customers go through this process when they select their IEC when they initiate telephone service.


The Energy Division shall convene a meeting within 90 days from today’s date to solicit persons who are interested in serving on such a working group. It shall be left to the working group to decide how often they should meet, and what types of direct access issues should be addressed. The working group should develop a report with the group’s recommendations. The report shall be filed with the Commission in the new proceeding at least once every six months, and more frequently if needed. PG&E, SDG&E, and Edison shall undertake the responsibility of copying, filing and serving the report on the service list. Comments to such reports may be filed with the Docket Office within 25 days from the date of service. This working group shall be referred to as the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group and shall terminate on December 31, 1999, unless extended by a Commission order.  











�
Direct Access “Rule 22 Tariff Review Group”


July 7, 1998





California Public Utilities Commission


505 Van Ness Avenue


Commission Auditorium





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





PROPOSED AGENDA





Objectives of This Meeting





“Reality Check” on progress of this group to date.


Review progress on items from June 2nd meeting.  Decide upon next steps.


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





AGENDA





10:00 - 10:15	Welcome, Introductions





10:15-12:00	Review Objectives of this Meeting as well as the Overall Expectations of Attendees Regarding the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group


	


12:00 - 12:15	BREAK





12:15 - 2:00	Discussion of Agenda Items





Quick review of outstanding miscellaneous assignments from June 2nd meeting, if any





Update from Customer Data Transactions Subcommittee  (see their website at http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/cdt/








NEV items and UDC responses--please review these postings at �


http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/tariff/��


Progress report on Meter Installation Issues  (note from Steve Roscow:  substantive issues will not be discussed on July 7th, but if the group wants to hear a status report, that’s fine.  Substantive issues are to be handled in a separate meeting, attended only by necessary “technical experts” and “empowered decision-makers”)





�



NEW ITEMS:





ORA Item:  





EDI update and next steps








CellNet Item and Green Mountain Item





CellNet:  Please have the UDCs describe the process that occurs when a Change of


Party customer calls in to initiate service. Are they automatically placed


on bundled UDC service or are they allowed to sign up directly with an ESP?


If they are allowed to sign up directly, what is the procedure? (i.e., how


is the DASR created and processed)





Green Mountain:  UDCs are requested to provide an updated status report regarding the feasibility of allowing new customers, when they initiate service, to call the UDC directly and have the UDC arrange to have the ESP of the customer’s choice provide direct access service on the start date (as paraphrased by Steve Roscow)








PG&E Item





Rule 22 currently provides for the release of information to the ESP for


billing, settlement and other functions required for the ESP to meet its


obligations.  The ISO has requested similar access to information, to assist


them in the operation of the ISO Grid, for all End-User Loads directly


connected to the ISO Controlled Grid within the PG&E service territory.  In


response to this request from the ISO, PG&E is proposing to add language to


its' Rule 22 Section C "Customer Inquiries and Data Accessibility" that


would allow PG&E to release customer specific information on ISO Grid


Connected Customers to the ISO and PX.  We would like to discuss the


proposed tariff language at the next Rule 22 Tariff Review Committee


meeting.  This language would be added to our Rule 22 as Section C.3(e) and


would read:





"Any customer, regardless of service option, who is directly connected to


the ISO Controlled Grid consents to the release to the ISO, or PX, the


account and metering information required for billing, curtailments and


other functions required for the operation of the ISO Control
