Rule 22 Tariff Review Group





Meeting Notes (May 5th Meeting)





TO:  	Rule 22 Tariff Review Group Participants


FROM:	Steve Roscow, CPUC Energy Division





Here are my notes from our meeting on Tuesday, May 5th.  Please pay particular attention to the “procedural schedule” that participants agreed to follow in order to develop material for the June meeting.  Feel free to send clarifying notes to the e-mail “exploder”.





May 5th Agenda:





1.  Introductions





2.  Discuss Agenda and Revisit the Purpose of the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group





3.  Progress reports assignments on assignments from April 7th meeting.





4.  New items





Procedural Items





We returned to our discussion from April, regarding the need to follow a more well-defined schedule for raising and reviewing agenda items.  The purpose of establishing the  schedule below is to bring items to the attention of the group well in advance of our monthly meetings, so that all interested participants may attend and, most importantly, so that appropriate UDC and ESP staff are on hand to work through issues at the monthly meetings.  Our lack of progress on May 5th is a perfect illustration of why it is important for participants to commit to following this approach.





The standard schedule is as follows:





The Rule 22 Tariff Review Group will meet the first Tuesday each month.  The next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, June 2nd, from 10:00 to 2:00.  





May 19th:  Persons assigned tasks at the May 5th meeting will complete them in 2 weeks, by May 19th.  Material will be posted to the web site, and a note will be sent to the e-mail exploder to alert Rule 22 participants that new material is available.  





May 26th :  Agenda suggestions must be submitted to Steve Roscow of the Energy Division (e-mail:  scr@cpuc.ca.gov)  one week before the meeting.  (i.e., May 26th for the next meeting).  





IMPORTANT NOTE:  It is very important for the party submitting the item to cite specifically to the relevant section of the Direct Access tariff that is at issue (the adopted tariff may be found in Appendix A of CPUC Decision 97-10-087).  If possible, parties are encouraged to offer “strikethrough” or “red-lined” versions of the text and their suggested replacement language.  If the concern is missing text, then the party must provide proposed language, as well as suggest where in the tariff that text ought to go.  


May 29th:  The suggestions will be compiled and posted to the “Direct Access Tariff ("Rule 22") Review Group” website (http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/tariff/) by the Friday before the meeting (i.e., May 29th  for the next meeting).  Notice of the availability of the agenda will also be e-mailed to the Rule 22 “e-mail exploder”. 


For instructions on how to (1) subscribe to the e-mail exploder, (2) send e-mails to the exploder, and (3) post documents to the Rule 22 website, go to the address below:





http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/posting.htm


�



Report on Items from April Meeting





In order to deal with the range of agenda items raised by parties, the April items had been grouped into 5 general categories:





Standing Item:  UDC “Red-Line” Versions Of Non-Controversial Tariff Changes


Areas Where Common Tariff Language Could be Developed


Customer Communication Issues


Meter Installation Issues


Meter Data Management Issues


Billing Issues








The notes below are organized into these categories.  Each issue is summarized, and the agreed-upon “next step” is listed, along with the individual who will be responsible for accomplishing that task.  





New rows have been added at the bottom of each item, to summarize the updated information provided May 5th.  





Standing Item:  UDC “Red-Line” Versions Of Non-Controversial Tariff Changes





Item�
Lead Person�
�
�
�
�
ISSUE:  Edison circulated their document with their proposed changes at the meeting.  Some parties had not seen it yet, so Edison will post it to the website.





NEXT STEPS:


The other UDCs will review it and consider whether they will make conforming changes to their own tariff.


Non-UDC participants will also review the proposed language changes and decide whether they agree or disagree.  


Comments must be posted to the website by April 21st


We will decide on further action at the May meeting. 





MAY UPDATE:  Edison has decided to withdraw its proposed changes at this time.  Some comments on the posted red-line document made the observation that this group’s resources should not be devoted to reviewing “editorial” changes right now, so Edison decided to withdraw the document for now.  The entire agenda area of “non-controversial” tariff changes will be moved to the organizational “parking lot” until the group can devote sufficient resources to reviewing these items.�
Don Fellows�
�






Areas Where Common Tariff Language Could be Developed








Item�
Lead Person�
�
�
�
�
ISSUE:  Clarify language so that combined loads over 20kW do not need IVA





NEXT STEP:  Eric Woychik will draft replacement and/or supplemental language and post it to the web site.  





MAY UPDATE:  This issue has been placed in the “parking lot”�
Eric Woychik  (California Competition Network)�
�
ISSUE: Aggregation” and its relationship to master metering needs to be clarified





NEXT STEP:  Steve Roscow agreed to check with ALJ Wong and Advisor Bob Lane regarding their preference for how to handle this issue procedurally.  On April 8th, ALJ Wong informed S. Roscow that he is planning to write a decision or ruling (asking for comment) addressing the master metering issue soon.  However, he is presently working on other items.





MAY UPDATE:  Commonwealth Energy stated its intention to file a Petition to Modify D.98-10-087, Appendix A, requesting that the Commission place tariff sections B.8 and B.13 “on hold” until the master metering issue is addressed.


�
Steve Roscow  (CPUC Energy Division)�
�






Customer Communication Issues





Item�
Lead Person�
�
�
�
�
ISSUE: UDC billing systems issues:  In general, various problems appear to be surfacing now that ESPs are submitting DASRs to the UDCs.  Specific examples cited included the availability of level payment plans and automated payment services.





NEXT STEP:  On the items identified above, Julie Blunden will attempt to resolve them at the “account manager” level of each UDC.  If this fails, the issues will be raised with the “policy level” UDC representatives in attendance at the Rule 22 meeting.  If impasse finally results, we will revisit these issues at the May meeting.





MAY UPDATE:  Julie Blunden provided an update on the status of this issue with each utility.  Each utility will send a letter to the Energy Division (with copies to the Rule 22 website) describing the schedule of the availability of four billing items:


Levelized payment plans


Automatic payment plans


Special rates like air conditioning


(I don’t remember #4—here’s a test to see who reads these notes and sends an e-mail to the exploder)


�
Julie Blunden (Green Mountain)�
�
ISSUE:  Discuss UDC concern about the potential UFE that may result from underscheduling of energy by ESPs.  





NEXT STEP:  The group agreed that, although it is likely to also be addressed by the Data Quality Integrity Working Group (DQIWG), this issue needs to be addressed on a more accelerated timeline as well (DQIWG participants will be briefed at their next meeting, scheduled for April 10th).  Consequently, SDG&E will schedule a conference call for April 16th for interested parties to discuss further.





MAY UPDATE:  Now this issue IS being addressed by DQIWG


�
Dawn Osborne (SDG&E)�
�
ISSUE:  Customer usage information: UDCs are providing the information 5 days prior to switch date, but ESPs need the information ASAP after the DASR is processed, especially for forecasting purposes.





When can the agreed-upon information be made available to the ESPs by the UDCs?


�NEXT STEP:  


MAY UPDATE:  NEV drafted new wording for review May 5th, but the file was not readable off the website by most participants.  NEV will re-post a readable version.  Parties may post comments to the website NO LATER THAN May 19th.





We will revisit at the June 2nd meeting.�
Bash Nola (New Energy Ventures)�
�
ISSUE:  Conformity among UDCs' EDI implementations for DASRs—ESP representatives indicated this would be helpful, and that it should remain a “high priority” item.





NEXT STEP:  Jim Price (ORA) will finish his draft of a proposed “Utility Implementation Guide” (UIG) and post it to the website for review by all parties.





MAY UPDATE:  The ORA draft is now on the Rule 22 website.  Feedback should be provided to Jim Price NO LATER THAN May 19th.





We will revisit at the June 2nd meeting.�
Jim Price (ORA)�
�
ISSUE:  Is there a need for an agreement between Schedule Coordinators and UDCs regarding notification procedures in the event of ESP defaults?





NEXT STEP:  We deferred discussion of this item while Michele Wynne was out of the room, then never got back to it.  Perhaps Michelle and Eric could prepare a summary of the issue and their suggested solution, and post it to the website?





MAY UPDATE:  This issue was to also be discussed at the May 7th DQIWG meeting.  At that meeting, the topic was identified as a “problem area where a near-term or interim solution is needed.  This was summarized in an e-mail from Lorenzo Kristov to the Rule 22 exploder, and you may also read about it in the DQIWG meeting notes: http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/dqi/msg00022.htm


�
Eric Woychik & Michele Wynne (MZA Grid Services)�
�



Meter Installation Issues





Item�
Lead Person�
�
�
�
�
ISSUE:  Should there be a “pre-DASR” process to provide metering and consumption information to ESPs?.





NEXT STEP:





MAY UPDATE:  This issue has been placed in the “parking lot”�
Eric Woychik�
�
ISSUE:  According to D.97-10-087, Appendix A, MSPs must provide UDCs with a completed Meter and Data Communications Request (Tariff Section H(3)) five days prior to meter installation. The Decision did not include any proposed MDCR form.





NEXT STEP:  Chris King will lead a subgroup to develop a solution to this concern.  Tariff should specify content of form, turnaround time, on-site contingencies, etc.





MAY UPDATE:  Metering services within the context of Rule 22 was a major item of discussion at the May 5th meeting.  Roger McCall and Ward Camp of Phaser distributed a handout entitled “Meter Installation Process Summary” that attempted to do three things:


Document the meter installation processes in use by California’s 3 UDCs;


Highlight differences between the 3, including both advantages and drawbacks;


Propose a revised process that can be used by all three utilities, the ESPs, and the MDCs.





After a lively discussion, the UDCs and other participants committed to the process recommended in the handout:





Reaffirm participants’ desire to work toward a common process


Validate the differences as identified in this draft


Assign empowered individuals from each UDC and  interested ESP / MSPs to design a process and information formats that can be implemented state-wide





The NEXT STEP in this process will take place May 12, in a meeting to be held in Irwindale at the same time as the PSWG (Metering) meetings.


�
Chris King (CellNet)�
�
ISSUE:  Should ESPs be allowed to provide metering services without providing commodity service?





NEXT STEP:  Tom Solberg will (1) meet with the UDCs on this issue, and (2) write and file a Petition to Modify D.97-10-087 as necessary.  





MAY UPDATE:  This issue was not discussed at the May meeting.�
Tom Solberg (SPURR/REMAC)�
�
ISSUE:  NEV raised a number of issues regarding meter installation.  Each issue is listed below:





1.	Once necessary paperwork has been submitted, UDC has a should have a limited period of time to schedule joint meets (i.e. up to five working days). 





2.	Joint meets are required for accounts with IDR meters if ESP is unable to obtain final reads.  – does not require/specify that reads (data) must be in any specific format 





3.	UDCs may perform on-site inspections and charge ESPs if meter is determined to be out of compliance.





4.	MSP should be able to perform emergency metering services (reads) for MDMA as a backup.  Not in tariff.





5.	UDC may allow customer/ESP to change cycle read date.  This is not happening.





6.	Tariff states that a customer must have an account with PG&E before DASR is submitted.  This implies that a new account must first be a PG&E customer with PG&E meter installed before it is eligible for Direct Access.





7.	SDG&E states telephone line must be installed (if required) before meter installation is scheduled.





NEXT STEP:  Bash Nola (or other attendees, in some cases) will draft proposed “red-line” tariff language to address each problem identified.  Each item will include citations to current Rule 22 as adopted in D.97-10-087, Appendix A.  Proposed language will be posted to website for comment by April 21st.





NOTE:  On Item #4 above, PG&E and SDG&E are preparing a petition to modify D.97-12-048.





NOTE:  On Item #5, NEV will “formally” request accommodation by UDCs, then take action according to the response they receive.








MAY UPDATES:  NEV’s proposed language was not posted to the website in time for parties to comment prior to May 5th.  The material will be posted, and we will revisit in June.





Regarding Item #4, PG&E and SDG&E expect to have a draft finalized in 7 days, or approximately May 14th, 1998.�
Bash Nola (New Energy Ventures)





Ward Camp (Phaser)  Item #2�
�



Meter Data Management Issues





Item�
Lead Person�
�
ISSUE:  Possible Petition to Modify D.97-12-048 so that either MDMAs are certified by PUC or, in the alternative, that MSPs are specifically authorized to provide backup meter reading services for MDMAs using remote systems





NEXT STEP: This issue is the same as NEV’s Issue #4 discussed under “Metering Issues” above.�
SDG&E/PG&E�
�






Billing Issues





Item�
Lead Person�
�
�
�
�
ISSUE:  The calculation by the UDC of the Energy Resources Surcharge.





NEXT STEP:  The CEC is hosting a meeting on this topic on April 9th.  Results will be communicated to the Rule 22 group when available.





MAY UPDATE:  Based on the results of the April 9th meeting, the ESPs appear to understand their obligations.�
California Energy Commission (CEC)�
�



�P
