MINUTES

Rule 22 Tariff Review Group

Thursday, February 4, 1999

Summary of Upcoming Meetings

Monday (3/1)
EDI over the Internet
Room 671, 123 Mission St

Tuesday (3/2)
OCC
Room 671, 123 Mission St

Wednesday (3/3)
Rule 22
Room 300, 77 Beale St

Thursday (3/4)
DQIWG
Room 671, 123 Mission St

AGENDA
Introductions  (see Attachment A for list of attendees; PLEASE CHECK whether your own information is correct, and let Steve Roscow know if corrections are needed)

Data Quality Integrity Working Group (Lorenzo Kristov)

Lorenzo described the process that will be followed to complete and file with the Commission the Working Group report:

· Draft #4 was circulated to the Rule 22 and DQI e-mail exploder lists on February 11th
· Process from Draft #4 to completion is summarized on Page 1 of Draft (see Attachment B to these minutes for copy of that page)

· Thurs. Mar. 4:  Final DQIWG meeting:  9 AM to 5 PM at PG&E, 123 Mission St., Rm. 671  (the purpose of this meeting is to finalize the draft, which will be filed at the CPUC shortly thereafter)

Updates from Rule 22 Operational Coordinating Committee and subgroups
(Scribe’s Note:  since these minutes are being prepared February 26th, for the most part, only the name of each presenter is noted below.  In most cases, they have since circulated their own minutes for their Subgroup meetings.  If you subscribe to the “Rule 22” e-mail exploder, you have received these minutes)

1. DASR Consistency/Account Maintenance (Mark Schindel)

2. Meter Specific Services (Aaron Thomas for Sue Sponsel)

3. Billing Business Rules  (Ernie Lewis)

4. Meter Usage Data  (Jim Price)

5. Operations Manual/Documentation  (Mike Gunzelman)

See Phase 2 “Strawman” posted at http://162.15.5.2/wk-group/dai/tariff/msg00181.htm
6. Start-to-end-process (STEP)  (Eric Woychik)  This subgroup is on “hold” for now.

7. SDP Update (Lorenzo Kristov)

PG&E, on behalf of SCE and SDG&E, filed a request to the Commission for an extension for compliance with Ordering Paragraphs 1.a. and 1.d. of Decision 98-11-044.  These Orders require implementation of the SDP numbering system within 180 days of the Decision.  The request seeks modification of this deadline to coincide with operable dates for (1) use of EDI formats (1) the use of EDI formats for sending the DASR reply to ESPs and in new account maintenance DASR transactions; and (2) use of EDI formats for all relevant UDC-ESP-MDMA-MSP information exchanges.  The operable dates for use of EDI for these transactions is currently set for no later than February 1, 2000.

Rule 22 Tariff Group Report to Commission - Energy Division (S. Roscow, V. Beck)

Steve Roscow presented a “strawman” proposal to the group (see Attachment C to these minutes).  As described in the proposal, the purpose of having the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group file such a report would be to (1) formally inform the Commission that the group has decided to operate in a manner that is different from the order in D.97-10-087, and (2)  allow parties to file comments on the Rule 22 process.

Participants responded that they saw little or no value in preparing such a report at this time.   Steve and Valerie will convey this sentiment to ALJ Wong and Advisors.

DASR Switch Dates - Group discussion led by SCE (Don Fellows)

Note from Scribe:  the boxed item below is the agenda item; there is a gap in my notes as to how we resolved this one, so once I find out, I will circulate that (Steve Roscow)
Green Mountain has asked the utilities to switch accounts to DA faster than called for in the tariff. PG&E has a method which is based on at least 15 days from the DASR receipt date. It would be simpler from a system standpoint for SCE to implement five working days from DASR acceptance (3 days after receipt). This would in all cases be a shorter time than PG&E’s approach, but would be different 
from what PG&E is doing.

Question: Is statewide consistency more important than faster switches and minimizing impact on SCE systems?

Fringe Area Agreements –

SCE led a discussion on the issue of customers who are served under a fringe agreement.  SCE's proposal was to allow direct access for these customers if they would be otherwise eligible for direct access and they were in the same load control area.  Otherwise they would not be eligible for direct access.  The group noted that this was a really small number of customers and if anyone had a problem with SCE's approach, they should get back to them.

Red-Line of Suggested Changes to Present CPUC-Approved Direct Access Tariff

Don Fellows indicated that he would try to incorporate the comments he has received on the streamlined tariffs from ORA and Phaser before the next meeting and post them to the group.

PX Credit

Don Fellows described an error in Edison’s PX credit calculation (due to a programming error), which will result in Edison adjusting the information provided to ESPs

Rule 22 Direct Access Tariff Working Group Mission Statement – Participants approved the final version; see Attachment D to these minutes.

Customer Issue:  Insufficient UDC/ESP billing and reporting information
Gary Matteson, representing the University of California and California State University (UC/CSU), made a presentation concerning errors and other problems with bills received by UC and certain other large customers which have switched to Direct Access.  The presentation, and discussion that followed, concerned the relationship between “start-up” billing problems, how these problems, in part, led to the current structure of Rule 22 Working Group, the Operations Coordinating Committee (OCC)--and its subgroups—and how these efforts are actually showing up in the bills now received by customers.  In short, from the perspective of customers present, these efforts have made progress but not to the point of meeting immediate customer needs.  Rule 22 participants and the customer representatives formed a new group, described as the “Customer Management Committee”, to meet and specifically address these issues.  That meeting was held February 23, and Gary Matteson will provide an update at the March 3rd Rule 22 meeting.
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Attachment B

Process for Completing Data Quality and Integrity Report

At the Rule 22 meeting on Feb. 4, 1999, parties discussed and agreed to the following process for finishing and filing the DQIWG Report. 

week of Feb. 8

Post Draft #4 to DQI and Tariff exploders

Thurs. Mar. 4

DQIWG meeting:  9 AM to 5 PM at PG&E, 123 Mission St., Rm. 671 

week of Mar. 8 

File Report

Readers of Draft #4 will see that the Executive Summary, which contains all of the Report’s recommendations in brief form, has been organized to reflect the multiplicity of views on each item. In this draft I have tried to incorporate all the comments I received on Draft #3 as of the end of January. I have also tried to revise the main body of the report (particularly Chapter 3) to be consistent with the present organization of the Executive Summary. 

At the March 4 meeting the objective will be to agree on the final revisions to Draft #4, to allow filing of the Report as soon as possible after the meeting. Any issues parties wish to discuss after that should be addressed in their individual comment filings, which will be due 30 days after the Report is filed. 

At the meeting we will focus initially on the Executive Summary. For each item, we will decide on how many and how to word the alternatives we need to present in order to accommodate all participants’ positions. Then we will identify which participating entities want to be aligned with each alternative in the filed version of the Report. 

All parties who care about Data Quality and Integrity issues and the work of the DQIWG should attend the meeting on March 4.  

Prior to the March 4 meeting, please do the following:

(1)  Read the present draft carefully, particularly the Executive Summary, to determine what you do and do not wish to support.

(2)  If you have new alternatives you want included in the Report, or any major concerns you want to raise, circulate your views via the exploders no later than Thursday Feb. 25. The CPUC (Energy Div. and ALJ) has said they want this Report to be finished and filed promptly, so please do not bring new issues or big surprises to the March 4 meeting without advance notice. 

(3)  Notify me lkristov@energy.state.ca.us and Dan Barber dpb2@pge.com if you intend to come on March 4. 

Lorenzo Kristov, CEC

Attachment C
Rule 22 Direct Access Tariff Group Meeting 

February 4, 1999
Strawman Outline for Report to CPUC
Purpose:
1. To formally inform the Commission that the group has decided to operate in a manner that is different from the order in D.97-10-087.


2. To allow parties to file comments on the Rule 22 process

Possible Topics

1. Describe evolution of the structure of this working group

a) Operations Coordinating Committee and Subgroups

b) Seek approval of plan to develop an “Operations Manual” to augment tariff

2. Identify tasks completed to date

3. Identify tasks that remain to be completed, along with the structure of the marketplace that will result when all tasks are completed

4. Present timeline for remaining tasks

5. Present “Mission Statement” to Commission for approval

6. Describe cost recovery issues and concerns, seek Commission guidance

7. Discuss the “sunset date” in D.97-10-087 (December 31, 1999)

What Will the CPUC Do with this Report?

1. May open a new proceeding

2. Will likely address the distinction between (1) changing the Tariff and (2) changing the Operations Manual

3. May provide guidance on cost recovery

4. May address sunset date

5. Will either approve of current approach and structure, or ask the Group to take a different approach

a) Minor changes:  for procedural reasons

Major changes:  in response to parties’ comments?

Attachment D

Rule 22 Direct Access Tariff Working Group

Mission Statement

(approved at February 4th 1999 Rule 22 Meeting)

The purpose of the Rule 22 Direct Access tariff working group is to bring participants in the California retail electric market together to:

(1) agree on interpretation of sections of the UDCs’ direct access tariffs (as approved by the CPUC in D.97-10-087 and subsequent decisions);

(2) discuss and seek solutions to issues encountered in the “real world” application of the direct access tariffs;

(3) agree on changes which need to be made to the tariff and on language for a single direct access operation manual; and

(4) agree on operational changes, which the UDCs and/or other market participants need to make.

The three UDCs (PG&E, SCE and SDG&E) will agree to implement changes to their individual direct access operation guidelines that are agreed upon by the working group.  All other parties will agree to change their processes to implement those same changes.  Such changes will be implemented by the UDCs and other parties when the participants at a Rule 22 meeting agree that the change is necessary to facilitate the direct access market and believe that the benefits warrant the costs to be incurred.

