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	August 21, 1998 



To:	President Richard A. Bilas

	Commissioner P. Gregory Conlon

	Commissioner Henry M. Duque

	Commissioner Jessie J. Knight, Jr.

	Commissioner Josiah L. Neeper

	California Public Utilities Commission



Re:	Joint Parties' Proposal for Implementation of an Energy Transactions Tracking System



cc:	Electric Restructuring Service List



The signatories to this letter (the "Joint Parties") offer the attached proposal as their preferred alternative for resolving the issues raised in The Universal Node Identifier System (UNIS) Working Group report of March 25, 1998. This joint proposal simplifies the UNI number approach without compromising the main benefits of the UNI. It describes the energy transactions tracking systems that the UDCs have already implemented or have current plans to implement and illustrates how these systems provide for accurate and stable records of all Direct Access energy transactions.



The proposed system achieves the three primary objectives of the original UNI concept: to help reduce Unaccounted-For-Energy; to increase the accuracy of essential Direct Access information exchanges; and to reduce the transactions costs associated with these information exchanges. It has the advantages of accomplishing these objectives quickly and at minimal cost to all market participants. The Parties believe such a system should be implemented by the end of 1999 for all Direct Access Service Delivery Points (SDPs).



The purpose of this letter is to provide the Commission with an implementation proposal for tracking Direct Access information exchanges that is supported by a diverse group of market participants. The Joint Parties believe that this proposal satisfies the objectives of D.97-12-090 with respect to UNI issues. We urge you to approve this joint proposal as soon as possible and to consider the UNIS Working Group closed. Thank you for your consideration.





			______________________________

			Stephen M. Rhoads

			Executive Director

			California Energy Commission
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Stephen M. Rhoads		Chris S. King

Executive Director		Vice President, Regulatory Affairs
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______________________________	______________________________

Steve McCarty		Mona Petrochko

Manager, Restructuring		Director of State Government Affairs

PG&E			Enron







______________________________	______________________________

Paul Szymanski		Megan Scott-Kakures

SDG&E			SCE







______________________________	______________________________

Jack Ellis			Richard Carroll

Vice President			Vice President, IT Development

Automated Power Exchange		FirstPoint Utility Solutions







______________________________	______________________________

Eugene Leong			Thomas Solberg

President, ABAG Power		Project Director, SPURR/REMAC







______________________________	______________________________

Michael D. McNamara		Thomas J. Chen

Office of Ratepayer Advocate		eT Communications
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______________________________

Julie Blunden

Vice President, New Markets

Green Mountain Energy Resources, L.L.C.







______________________________	

Eric C. Woychik		

Executive Director		

California Competition Network	







______________________________	

George C. Roberts		

Director, Regulatory Relations and Strategy	

Schlumberger RMS		







______________________________

Pamela Lesh

Vice President, Product Management and Strategic Relationships

ConnexT







______________________________

Carol Ray

New Business Development

C3 Communications
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Definitions



1.   The Service Delivery Point (SDP) is the end point of the UDC’s electric distribution network, to which energy is delivered by the UDC to an end-use customer. Most commonly the SDP is an individual meter socket, but there do exist some exceptions. Some SDPs such as street lights do not have meters.



2.   The SDP Number (SDP#) is assigned to each Direct Access SDP. The SDP# then serves as the stable identifier to which information exchanges related to a Direct Access SDP are keyed.  The SDP# has the following features and uses:



Uniqueness. Every SDP# must be unique. This is accomplished by the two part structure of the SDP# and the rules for assigning numbers to SDPs (see below).  



Permanence. The SDP# should be permanent and unchanging for the service life of the SDP. At a minimum, the SDP# does not change when a given customer changes ESPs, or when a different meter instrument is installed.



SDP# Format. The SDP# should have a maximum length of 36 characters and should consist of two segments. The lead segment should be UDC-specific. The second segment should be a flexible-length field of up to 29 alphanumeric characters, to be assigned by the UDC however it prefers, so long as uniqueness is preserved within its own territory.



Uses. The SDP# must be incorporated into all DASR and MDMA information exchanges about a Direct Access SDP, and into the metered usage data passed by ESPs to Scheduling Coordinators and the ISO for settlement. The SDP# should also be considered as other new information exchanges are identified and incorporated when agreed upon by parties.



Existing or Planned SDP Numbering Systems



1.   SDG&E. SDG&E is prepared to use the existing system logic to create unique IDs for all SDPs in the SDG&E service territory. The SDP# would be a combination of the twelve-digit premise identifier currently in use in SDG&E systems, plus a yet to be determined prefix that would be assigned to SDG&E to ensure uniqueness of the SDP#s across UDC service territories. This would maintain the flexibility that SDG&E needs to enter service orders and complete meter sets and provide a common unchanging reference point to identify SDPs.



2.   PG&E. PG&E assigns unique identifying numbers to each new Direct Access account. These numbers are customer- and site-specific (the PG&E "gen-ID"). PG&E’s gen-ID is nearly equivalent to an SDP number. All current and future Direct Access customers in PG&E’s service territory have gen-ID numbers. PG&E maintains customer records including UDC, ESP, and meter address identifiers which are linked to the gen-ID. PG&E communicates the gen-ID and a PG&E-specific UDC identifier in all DASRs and meter data transactions posted to the MDMA server. PG&E’s formats for the gen-ID and UDC identifier follow the CMEP protocols for and "Sender Cust ID" (12 characters) and "Sender ID" (16-characters). This approach assures uniqueness at the statewide level. PG&E’s gen-IDs are effectively semi-permanent. They change only when the customer at the meter changes. PG&E will work with the appropriate subgroups of the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group to address the permanency feature and number format of its gen-ID numbering system.



3.   SCE. SCE currently assigns a service account number to all Direct Access accounts. This number is site- and customer-specific. This number is already communicated in all DASR and is posted on the MDMA with the customer’s usage. This number only changes when a new customer assumes responsibility for an SDP. Edison also has a nine-digit installed service number to identify an SDP. This number does not change if the meter or customer changes at the SDP. This number can be provided to ESP via the DASR process and included on the MDMA. To ensure uniqueness, SCE places the letters “SCE” in front of the installed service number, for example, SCEXXXXXXXXX. The ESP and MDMA can pass this number to other parties for tracking information. Edison will commit to placing the installed service number in DASR and MDMA data exchanges during the next process to update DASR and MDMA communication standards.



Implementation Process



1.   1998-9 Objective. A process will be put in place to assign SDP numbers to direct access accounts by January 1, 1999. The process to include the SDP number in DASR and MDMA data exchanges will be included in the next process to update the DASR and MDMA communication standards for implementation in 1999.



2.   Assigning SDP#s. The UDCs will assign SDP#s to Direct Access SDPs. For existing Direct Access SDPs they can inform the relevant ESP of the SDP# through an account maintenance transaction. For new Direct Access SDPs they can include the SDP# in their response to the ESP's DASR. The ESP would then be responsible for providing SDP#s for all its SDPs to its MDMA and Scheduling Coordinator. 



3.   Further Implementation Details. DASR and meter data information exchanges are expected to undergo a migration from the California Meter Exchange Protocol (CMEP) to EDI format. The Joint Parties support this process and will work to resolve SDP number format and permanency issues within this context by 12/31/99. Efforts to incorporate the SDP# into the DASR will be coordinated with the appropriate subgroups of the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group. The UDC-MDMA Working Group will coordinate the SDP# requirements in the MDMA communications. Coordination efforts can begin in both forums immediately.



�Commission Actions Needed



The Joint Parties request the Commission to: 



1. Authorize implementation of the energy transactions tracking system in accordance with this proposal. 



2. Authorize the UDCs to participate in the implementation process described above, with reasonable costs to be recovered through appropriate regulatory procedures.



3. Find that the Universal Node Identifier System Working Group has met CPUC requirements as specified in D. 97-12-090 permitting this working group process to be closed.










