Charter of BBR

Work through issues as prioritized below



MDMA ISSUES THAT IMPACT MARKET FUNCTION



T+ 41 too short

Source data faulty for estimating
;
 therefore the resulting estimates are flawed

Timely availability of historical data to the MDMA level

Estimation of usage cover holiday periods when actuals may be less different than historical load patterns

Time issue of MDMA to MDMA for sharing historical data

MDMA communication with 3rd party billing

Irregular/variable use; outages, curtailments

Totalized accounts; complex metering schedules which include DA and non-DA accounts

Parameters of high/low 50-150% potentially too wide to judge validating

KVAR usage (demand)

Change in rate schedules or load in historical date exists and 
need 
to identify 
a way to 
handle
 

Billing cycle changes

How to handle conversions from cum to IDR

Current estimation rules 
do not take
 into account seasonal variations

Need to disseminate if usage for reasons other than billing

Communication/implication of  current meter OK

Check/validate spike check and sum check

Who has responsibility for meter consumption for a change meter (MDMAs don’t have historical interval data).  Procedurally MSPs should leave old meter in until latest possible time to remove meter.  This is still going to leave at least one interval of a data gap.

	UDCs -- when last interval was recorded (until old meter is removed)

	ESPs -- when new meter is installed

	Meter belongs to UDC or ESP until old meter is removed



Market Participant Proposal/Remarks

Customer goes DA when new meter is set

UDC or previous ESP estimates data from time old meter removed until new meter starts recording

UDC or previous ESP is MDMA until new meter is set



	DEVELOP ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS BY NEXT BBR, send responses

and proposals to Janie Mollen 2 weeks

	Need more participation from ESPs, MSPs and MDMAs









Note:	Separate start-up from performance issues


BBR 
or subgroup 
will charter 
MDM
A issues and validation rules and develo
p 
recommendations.  Progress will be reported in April workshop.









PRIORITIZATION AND GROUPING OF CATEGORIES






Historical usage

4, 7, 9, 10, 13, 14



Validation Rules (VEE)

9, 17



Accuracy

2, 8, 11, 12



Timeliness

3, 5, 6



Communication

15












TRIGGERS FOR ISSUES



Wrong multiplier

Incorrect/missing data


Can not
 get the data; faulty equipment, meter failure

Can
 no
t get the data; faulty equipment, telcom failure

Posting problems

Initial usage information





�ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS





Pre-emptive check list at the MDMA level

MDEN (meter and data exception notice)

Confirmation prior to first scheduled read date

Processes similar to MIRN (meter install remove N) for triggers

Account communications-- include meter multiplier

MIRN 

How 
to 
work issues into processes

Review MDCS, what works and what 
does not 
work


Review PSWG REPORT, what works and what 
does not
 work

Bring MDMA data to next BBR meeting

10/98 - 12/98 - what was estimated

1/99 - why estimated

Analyze data to determine problem identification and relook at VEE rules

Subgroup linked to BBR chartered to address existing MDMA issues as well as issues discussed in PSWG report.  Take progress to workgroup which is to convene in April.

Review charter of BBR



Whose responsibility to validate multiplier, constant etc is correct?   According to MDCS the MDMA has responsibility








ISO/PX

Responds to tariffs

ISO realizes they are majority of what is behind BBR issues

What is the opportunity to provide corrected information to settlement process after timeline has expired?

ISO needs quantification of why this is problem for market participants

ISO will take data right until T+57 with cause; ISO rarely takes it

ISO emphasis on SCs

Underscheduled loads; how do we want it controlled?

They are looking at redoing the settlement bills

Retroactive payments do not affect UFE

In process of collecting meter reads that weren’t good at start-up

Need to know what the difference is between trivial and significant?

Need clarification of IMBALANCES?



ISO TIMELINE

T+41; data due to ISO

T41-45: ISO has accepted correct new meter data

T47; issues preliminary statements

T47-57 ISO will accept corrected

T57; end of story



PX TIMELINE

T+38; data is due

T+40; corrections allowed



Issues:

How to get corrected, adjusted usage into the settlement stream?  

What do you do to correct the market?  These issues need to be flushed out by this group per Glen Perez  ISO, representative.  

What will it solve if the days are moved out for settlement incrementally?  For 33 day billing cycles UDC will be able to provide better data

What are impacts on ISO to missing data?



Action Items from Ernie and Dan’s meeting with ISO/PX





How much better would meter data be if time is extended, i.e., T+41?  Per Jeff Cresap, data from billing cycles >30 will be improved.  Need from UDC and ESP perspective.

How many (SDGE) meter routes have cycles greater than 30 days?  (John VanderLinde has data for SDGE) 31 days, 32 days etc.

At what quantified level does an adjustment on meter uses (kWh) make a difference to ISO/PX?

How often has adjusted data been accepted by ISO from PX?

Is there some value to UDCs/ESPs to look at calendar days vs business days?






Who will lead the group through MDMA issues?  UDC and market participant

MDMA; Charity Hughes and John 
McDonald


UDC’s will be represented











Next meeting

3rd Tuesday of February

Charity recommends that the new subgroups meet same week

Location--San Diego

Tuesday--BBR-Shirley

Wednesday--MDEN-Janie

Thursday--MDMA-Charity
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