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I. Introduction

This report presents the results of a workshop conducted by the CPUC Energy Division on March 17, 1999.  The workshop was ordered by CPUC Decision 98-12-080 (“Decision Regarding Permanent Standards for Metering and Meter Data”), Ordering Paragraph 7.

Pursuant to D. 98-12-080, the purpose of the workshop was to determine whether there is an interest by the UDCs, ESPs and MDMAs in pursuing certain additional tasks regarding the rules adopted in D.98-12-080 for validating, editing, and estimating (VEE) interval and monthly data for direct access.  At the suggestion of the working group that proposed those rules, the following tasks were to be considered at the Workshop:
1. Clarification of the CPUC-adopted permanent VEE rules by providing examples, flow charts and definitions;

2. A review of the effectiveness of the permanent VEE rules after they have been operational; and 

3. Whether to propose a procedure for making changes to the permanent VEE rules.

The Commission was particularly interested in whether parties believed that a group should be “sanctioned through the UDC/MDMA meeting process” to perform these tasks.  Discussions at the workshop resulted in agreement among participants that the Energy Division should make the following recommendations to the Commission:

· The Commission should not order or direct market participants to undertake a project to further clarify the VEE rules.  Instead, the Commission should rely on the already-sanctioned Direct Access working groups to perform this task, should it become necessary.


· The Commission should recognize and endorse the efforts that are already underway in existing working groups to review and refine the permanent VEE rules adopted in D.98-12-080.


· The Commission should adopt a formal change management procedure for its VEE rules, by ordering parties to submit their proposed changes to the permanent VEE rules in the form of a “Petition to Modify” Decision 98-12-080.

The remainder of this report provides background on VEE issues, summarizes the workshop discussions, and discusses the reasoning behind the Energy Division’s recommendations.

As specified in D.98-12-080, Ordering Paragraph 7.b., interested parties may file comments on this report and its recommendations within 21 days of the filing date of the workshop report.

Background

This section provides background regarding the various Commission Decisions and the activities of certain Commission-mandated Direct Access implementation “working groups”, all of which culminated in the adoption of the permanent VEE rules in December, 1998 in D.98-12-080.

A. D.97-12-048:  “Interim” Metering and Data Communication Standards

Commission Decision 97-12-048 adopted “interim” standards for Metering and Data Communications in California’s new direct access market for electricity.  These standards were based on recommendations contained in the “Meter and Data Communications Standards Workshop Report” (MDCS Report), which was prepared and filed on July 25, 1997 by Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Southern California Edison Company, and San Diego Gas and Electric Company (PG&E, Edison, and SDG&E, collectively referred to as the “utility distribution companies”, or UDCs)  The UDCs prepared this report after conferring with interested parties in a public workshop held July 8, 1997.

Decision 97-12-048 addressed all the MDCS topics necessary to allow the direct access market to begin operations on April 1, 1998, and specifically adopted “interim” standards for Meter Reading and Meter Data Management Systems.  The Commission  agreed with market participants that market entities known as “meter data management agents” (MDMAs) would perform a number of functions:

“We agree that the role of the MDMAs are to perform the following functions:

· Manage the meter reading schedule

· Read and retrieve meter data

· Validate, edit and estimate meter data

· Calculate usage

· Format data 

· Store data on the MDMA server

· Manage data on the MDMA server 

· Manage data access to the MDMA server

· Meter/device management (i.e., when the meter/device was installed, what the device type is, what the service history has been, what the service parameters of the meter are, etc.)

(D.97-12-048, mimeo, p. 28)

The Decision found that the means of coordinating the activities between the UDCs and the MDMAs was best left to the UDCs, the ESPs, and the MDMAs to work out among themselves, following the general guidance provided by Commission decisions--especially since it is the UDC or the ESP who is responsible for ensuring that the MDMA services are performed in accordance with the Commission’s rules and regulations.

B. UDC/MDMA Meeting Process

To facilitate the development of the necessary business relationships between prospective MDMAs and the UDCs, the Commission directed in D.97-12-048 that, prior to the start of any MDMA acceptance tests, the UDCs should be required to meet with all ESPs, and the ESP’s prospective third party MDMAs, if any, who were planning to offer MDMA services in the service territory of the respective UDC.  The purpose of such a meeting was to allow the UDCs and the MDMAs to discuss the assumptions and common understandings about each other’s meter data management capabilities.  The meetings were to include discussion of a number of specific topics, including the rules for validating, estimating and editing data.

The required meetings were conducted separately by PG&E, Edison, and SDG&E in December, 1998.  One of the outcomes of those meetings was an agreement among participants to continue meeting periodically as the direct access market opened and any unanticipated “implementation” issues began to present themselves.  Thus, the initial separate UDC meetings were followed by a joint MDMA-UDC meeting in January 1998, and a subsequent joint MDMA-UDC meeting in March, 1998, as well as various meetings between individual UDCs and individual MDMAs.

C. Permanent Standards Working Group” (PSWG)

In addition to requiring the specific meeting regarding MDMA topics, D.97-12-048 also ordered market participants to continue meeting in a new “working group” to agree upon a proposal to the Commission for “permanent” meter and data communication standards, which the Commission intended to adopt before the end of 1998.  The “Permanent Standards Working Group” (PSWG) was formed at a workshop held in January 1998, and proceeded to hold monthly meetings for the first half of 1998.  On July 29, 1998, the PSWG filed its final report with the Commission.  The PSWG made recommendations regarding permanent standards for the following areas:

· Meter Equipment

· Meter Communications

· Meter Data Management and Meter Reading

· Meter Worker Qualifications, Meter Installation, Maintenance, Testing and Calibration

· Requirements for Validating, Editing, and Estimating Interval and Monthly Data in Direct Access (VEE)

Participants in the Permanent Standards Working Group formed a separate “subcommittee” to review the VEE rules that had been in place since the market opened.  The VEE Subcommittee made separate sets of recommendations for permanent VEE rules covering both interval data and monthly data.  The recommendations were provided in Sections A and B, respectively, of Appendix C-VEE of the final PSWG report.

D. D.98-12-080:  Adoption of Permanent Metering and Data Communication Standards

After reviewing the recommendations made in the PSWG Report, the Commission issued Decision 98-12-080 in December, 1998.  This Decision adopted permanent standards for metering and data communications in California’s direct access market.  Regarding the rules for VEE, the Commission adopted the materials contained at pages 1 through 16 of Section A of Appendix C-VEE of the Workshop Report and Attachment C-VEE-A, as the permanent VEE standards for interval meter data, and the materials at pp. 17 through 37 of Section B of Appendix C-VEE and Attachment C-VEE-B of the Workshop Report as the permanent VEE standards for monthly meter data.

In addition to recommending the specific, detailed standards that were ultimately adopted by the Commission, the VEE Subcommittee also made a more general recommendation, that the Commission sanction a group to perform ongoing certain ongoing tasks through the aforementioned UDC/MDMA meeting process:

1. Clarify the newly adopted permanent VEE rules by adding examples, flow charts, and definitions.


2. Review the permanent VEE rules after the market became operational.  The VEE Subcommittee suggested a review of interval rules in April, 1999 and a review of the monthly rules in June, 1999.


3. Recommend a change management procedure for the VEE rules, following certain principles outlined in the VEE Subcommittee’s section of the PSWG Report (Section VI.7.)

The Commission ordered the Energy Division to conduct a workshop to determine the level of interest in pursing these tasks.  The results of that workshop are the subject of this workshop report.

E. Developments in parallel to the PSWG Report and D.98-12-080

One additional area of background requires discussion in order to place the VEE workshop completely into context regarding marketplace developments during 1998 and 1999.  When the Commission adopted the rules and tariffs that were to govern direct access (D.97-10-087, “Opinion Regarding Direct Access Implementation Plans And Related Tariffs”), it also ordered the creation of a “working group” to review the direct access tariffs and other tariffs and rate schedules that are affected by the direct access tariffs.  The Commission envisioned that this working group would 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.  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.”  (D.97-10-087, mimeo, pp. 69-70) 

This working group, the “Rule 22 Tariff Review Group”, began meeting every month beginning in January 1998, in public meetings facilitated by the Commission’s Energy Division.  After exploring several organizational approaches, the group appears to have settled upon a three-tiered approach to the task assigned to it by the Commission:  first, specific implementation issues related to either the UDC tariffs or day-to-day operational matters are referred to one of several subject-area “subgroups” made up of subject matter experts from the UDCs, ESPs, MDMAs, MSPs and other marketplace representatives.
  Second, the efforts of these subgroups are coordinated at monthly meetings of an Operations Coordinating Committee (OCC), where the subgroup leaders describe to each other their proposed changes to market rules and practices, and ensure that technical changes in one area do not conflict with practices in other areas.  Third, the original Rule 22 Tariff Review Group meets the day after the OCC meeting, so that “decision-makers” from each participating market entity have the opportunity to be briefed on any agreed-upon changes to the direct access tariff or other operational practices among market participants.  As described in the “Mission Statement” adopted by the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group, “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.”  Overall, this organizational approach appears to have minimized the perhaps-inevitable conflicts between market participants, while allowing a great deal of progress to be made in standardizing market rules and other operational practices in order to achieve the basic goal expressed by the Commission in D.97-10-087:  “ensuring that direct access succeeds”.

The nature of this working group process explains how the review of the VEE rules, which the Commission expected to be addressed under the auspices of the PSWG process (i.e., the recommendations addressed by D.98-10-080), has in fact “migrated” to the Direct Access Tariff Review Group (governed by D.97-10-087).  As will be demonstrated in the next section, the issues that the Commission wished to be addressed in the March, 1999 VEE workshop ordered by D.98-12-080 have in fact already been largely resolved by one of the subgroups that has been operating under the Tariff Review process created by D.97-10-087.

One of the Rule 22/OCC subgroups, “Billing Business Rules” (BBR) was formed in August, 1998 to address “unresolved billing policies and issues”.  As the subgroup addressed these issues, participants decided that the group would benefit from additional participation by the MDMA segment of the market.  Once the MDMAs began attending the BBR meetings, they decided to create their own additional subcommittee within the BBR, to focus solely upon MDMA and VEE issues (or, “MAVI” issues).  This MAVI committee was created in January 1999.  Thus, the MAVI committee had already been meeting for several months by the time the Energy Division conducted the VEE workshop ordered by D.98-12-080.

Topics Addressed at the March 17th Workshop

As noted above, in D.98-12-080 the Commission found that a workshop should be held to determine the interest among market participants in working on some additional VEE issues:

1. Clarify the newly adopted permanent VEE rules;

2. Review the effectiveness of the permanent VEE rules after the market has been operational; and 

3. Put in place a change management procedure for the permanent VEE rules, should participants believe one is necessary.

As described in Section II above, the MAVI committee of the Billing Business Rules (BBR) subcommittee had, of necessity, been formally addressing these tasks since the beginning of 1999.  The Energy Division also observes that the participants who eventually began meeting together as the MAVI Committee had never really stopped working on these matters after the Commission first addressed VEE issues in its interim standards decision, D.97-12-048.  Long before the formation of the MAVI committee, the subject matter experts in the VEE area had been meeting periodically in either the PSWG meetings, or in the periodic meetings held between MDMAs and UDCs ordered by D.97-12-048.  Consequently, the Energy Division’s March 17th Workshop basically served as a forum to allow these market participants and subject matter experts to provide the Commission with a comprehensive update on their activities and progress since the PSWG report was issued last July.

At the workshop, participants discussed whether they saw a need to take on the three VEE-related tasks listed in D.98-12-080.  The remainder of this section summarizes this discussion, as well as other updated information about the VEE rules received at the March, 1999 workshop.
  Then, the final section of this report provides the Energy Division’s recommendations to the Commission regarding which additional VEE-related tasks should be undertaken by market participants.

F. Task #1:  Whether to clarify the CPUC-adopted permanent Validation, Editing and Estimation (VEE) rules by providing examples, flow charts and definitions

Participants at the workshop generally expressed the opinion that no entity currently has the time, or available staff resources, to undertake a project specifically dedicated to clarifying the VEE rules by preparing the documentation described above.  Instead, the MAVI committee makes the following recommendation:

“The consensus is that if any market participant feels there is a misunderstanding in a specific rule, that participant will need to post the issue to the Rule 22 exploder [an e-mail subscription list that allows messages and documents to be circulated or “exploded” to parties who subscribe to the list].  The MDMA team will take the issue under advisement and provide specific definitions and/or examples as necessary.”  (see Attachment 3, MAVI Update, p. 11)

No parties attending the March 17th workshop opposed this approach.  Participants stressed that fair rules and processes need to be worked out among existing market participants, and that such an effort would work to the benefit of future market entrants as well.  Finally, participants also noted that fairness would be enhanced if a process is developed that allows all agreed-upon standards to be made available quickly and uniformly to all interested parties, whether they are currently in the market or not.

The Energy Division agrees that the approach discussed at the workshop, and subsequently described in the MAVI Update, is a suitable and fair means of identifying and providing any clarifications to the VEE rules that may be necessary.  In addition to the three UDCs acting as MDMAs, there are currently seven companies in California that have passed the tests necessary to act as MDMAs in the California market.
  As a group, these entities seem capable of undertaking any work necessary to clarify the VEE rules for potential new entrants to this segment of the market.  It has been the experience of the Energy Division that firms considering whether to become California MDMAs have been able to obtain answers to their questions either by viewing documents on the Direct Access and UDC websites, or by attending the monthly meetings of the OCC and Rule 22 Tariff Review Group.  Thus, no additional documentation illustrating the VEE rules appears necessary at this time.

Task #2:  Whether to review the VEE rules for effectiveness after the market has been operational.

Workshop participants agreed that it is not necessary for the Commission to sanction a new group to review the VEE rules.  Instead, the existing MAVI Committee should be given this task.  In fact, this group has already proposed that it become a new subgroup of the OCC/Rule 22 Tariff Review Group, reporting directly to the OCC each month, rather than continuing as a subcommittee of the existing “Billing Business Rules” subgroup.
  The Energy Division agrees that this new approach makes sense.  Therefore, the most effective way for the Commission to assist in this area may be simply to endorse the organizational approach to these issues that has been proposed by market participants—as described in this workshop report and in the MAVI Update—as well as to approve the specific recommendations for changes to the permanent rules, once they are submitted to the Commission as discussed in the following section.  Parties also suggested that the MDMA market would benefit if any changes to the permanent rules took effect no sooner than April, 2000, in order to allow time for any necessary computer system enhancements.  Adoption by market participants prior to this date would be at the discretion of individual entities.

As for specific changes to the permanent VEE rules, based on discussion among participants at the workshop, it appears that while a great deal of work has already been conducted to review the VEE rules for effectiveness, a great deal of work still remains to be done by market participants.  The “MAVI Update”, prepared May 14, 1999, and included as Attachment 3 to this Workshop Report, is the most up-to-date documentation of the progress of marketplace participants in this area.  It is important to note that at the time of the March 1999 Workshop, it was the Energy Division’s understanding that almost all of the efforts of the MDMA market participants had been focused on reviewing the effectiveness of the VEE rules for interval data—not the rules for monthly data.  Participants at the workshop stated that this was because, at this time, the non-UDC MDMAs mainly serve accounts that require interval meters, not monthly meters.  So the MAVI Update appears to primarily address issues concerning the VEE rules for interval data.  However, since the March workshop, the Energy Division has learned that the non-UDC MDMAs have begun to express an interest in serving accounts that fall under the monthly VEE rules.  These rules apparently have not received a great deal of review to date, so the Commission may expect in the future to receive proposals to adjust these rules, once the MAVI Committee has had time to review them in depth.

1. Effectiveness of VEE Rules for Interval Data

The VEE Subcommittee of the PSWG suggested that the permanent VEE rules for interval data be reviewed in April, 1999.  The May, 1999 MAVI Update that has recently been circulated by the MAVI Committee appears to meet this need in that it appears to focus on a review of the VEE rules for interval data.  The agreements reached by that group regarding necessary changes to the VEE rules are listed on page 13 of that document.  However, the Energy Division believes that the requested changes need to be reformatted in order to more clearly specify the text adopted by D.98-12-080 that should be changed.  The Energy Division recommends a specific “change management” procedure for parties to follow later in this report.

2. Effectiveness of VEE Rules for Monthly Data

The VEE Subcommittee of the PSWG suggested that the permanent VEE rules for monthly data be reviewed in June, 1999.  As noted above, it is the understanding of the Energy Division that the MAVI Committee has begun its review of the monthly rules, but that many issues remain to be resolved.  As progress is made on the monthly issues, the Energy Division believes that any recommended changes should be submitted to the Commission using the “change management” procedure described later in this report.

G. Task #3:  Whether to create a change management procedure for the permanent VEE standards

In the course of their meetings during the PSWG process, the VEE Subcommittee developed a set of principles that guided their recommendations.  The PSWG Workshop Report noted that the same principles should also be incorporated into any “change management” procedure that the Commission adopts regarding the permanent VEE rules.

1. The rules should promote fairness in the marketplace.


2. The goal of the rules is to provide quality data.


3. Solutions must fit the magnitude of the problem.  When evaluating solutions, the costs must be considered against the frequency of occurrence and the quality of the data.


4. Modifications to the rules should typically be required when they result in a significant improvement in the data quality.


5. When modifications to the rules are made, reasonable implementation plans should be defined allowing time for all parties to comply.


6. Variations for different technologies should be allowed where appropriate.


Workshop participants agreed that any ongoing review of the VEE rules that occurs within the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group should be consistent with the principles listed above, and should also somehow culminate in a formal change management procedure, whereby the Commission formally decides on any proposed changes to the permanent VEE rules adopted in D.98-12-080.  The Energy Division agrees, and recommends such a procedure in the next section.

Finally, participants at the Workshop agreed that both the currently approved rules and any future changes should be available from a single location, either on the CPUC website, the “Direct Access Implementation Workshops” website that is maintained by the Commission’s Office of Ratepayer Advocates, or in a centrally maintained statewide “Direct Access Operations Manual”.  The Energy Division’s recommendation regarding the best location for these rules is provided in the next section.

Energy Division Recommendations

In D.98-12-080, the Commission assigned the following VEE-related tasks to the Energy Division:

· Determine whether there is an interest by the UDCs, ESPs and MDMAs in pursuing certain additional tasks in the area of VEE rules.

· If there is no interest in pursuing these tasks, the Energy Division shall prepare a workshop report notifying the Commission of this, and its recommendations on whether the above-described tasks should nevertheless still be pursued, and if so, in what manner.

· If the workshop participants are interested in addressing these additional tasks, a workshop report shall be prepared with the Energy Division’s proposed recommendations. 

Based on the discussion above, the Energy Division offers the following conclusions and recommendations:

Market participants have already identified the VEE issues that they are, and are not, interested in pursuing.  The present level of interest in various VEE issues is essentially driven by marketplace necessity, as seems appropriate at this point in the development of California’s direct access market.

For those tasks in which there is some interest, market participants have already begun the detailed work necessary to address the issues, and the Energy Division supports the approach that is being taken.  By necessity, the Commission’s permanent VEE rules are being reviewed for their effectiveness as the market operates from day to day, and any problems have been raised in the existing working groups that are addressing overall “implementation” issues in the restructured California market.  While the working group process has proved challenging at times, no party has yet proposed an alternative approach that promises greater success in fairly resolving implementation issues to the satisfaction of all parties.

For those tasks in which the marketplace has not expressed an interest (primarily the project of clarifying the rules by adding examples, flow charts, and definitions), the Energy Division recommends that these tasks should not be pursued further at this time.  Participants in the Rule 22 Tariff Review Working Group have expressed a willingness to provide specific definitions and/or examples to interested parties on an “as necessary” basis.

Clarification Of The CPUC-Adopted Permanent Validation, Editing And Estimation (VEE) Rules

The Commission should rely on the existing Direct Access Tariff Review Working Group process to provide a means for market participants to seek any necessary clarification of the CPUC-adopted permanent validation, editing and estimation (VEE) rules.  The Energy Division, in its role as facilitator of this group, intends to ensure that the needs of current and prospective MDMAs are addressed through this process.

1. Review The VEE Rules For Effectiveness After The Market Has Been Operational.

The Energy Division believes that the ongoing review by market participants of the existing VEE rules, as has been described in this report, is a very effective approach and should be endorsed by the Commission.  The most helpful action the Commission could take in this area is to direct that any future proposals for changes to the CPUC-approved VEE rules should be formally submitted to the Commission, as is described below.

2. Change Management Process

A specific change management process for the VEE rules needs to be defined by the Commission.

The Energy Division recommends that the most efficient “change management process” is the general model that has already been developed by the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group.  That working group has agreed to follow the steps below when participants decide that a CPUC-adopted Direct Access rule should be changed:

1. The party or parties seeking the change must prepare a document with a “strikeout” version of the existing rule that shows the recommended alternative language.


2. The proposal is circulated within the working group, and posted electronically on the working group’s website.


3. Parties are provided time to comment on the suggested changes.


4. Once final agreement is reached within the group on what changes should be proposed, the proposed changes are formally submitted to the Commission.


5. Since the VEE rules were adopted as part of a Commission Decision (D.98-12-080, Ordering Paragraph 1), the Energy Division believes that the party or parties sponsoring the proposed change should file a Petition to Modify D.98-12-080.

The Energy Division notes that, up to this point, this process has not yet had to be followed to its conclusion with the filing of a Petition to Modify D.97-10-087, the Commission Decision that adopted the Rules governing Direct Access.  This is because most of the agreed-upon changes that have emerged from the Tariff Review group have more to do with changes in technical operations or business practices, and thus do not require a change in tariff language.  However, in the case of the VEE rules, since the CPUC-adopted rules are very specific and must be adhered to precisely by every UDC and non-UDC MDMA in the California market, it will be important that any changes that are believed to be necessary are formally proposed to the Commission, presumably in the form of a Petition to Modify D.98-12-080.  This will provide adequate notice of the proposed changes--and opportunity to comment--to all affected parties.  Several participants at the March workshop felt it would be helpful if the Commission limited the submittal of such Petitions to one or two “windows” each year (for example, Petitions could only be filed in June and December each year).  Such a timeframe would provide useful scheduling guidance to the working group members as they continue their review of the VEE rules.

If the process recommended above is acceptable to the Commission, the Energy Division recommends that the change proposals contained in the MAVI Update should be formalized following the process described above, then submitted to the Commission as a Petition to Modify D.98-12-080.

3. Central Location for the VEE Rules

The MAVI Committee requested that the VEE rules and other pertinent MDMA documentation be located in a Commission-designated location, so that they are accessible to all market participants.  The Energy Division agrees that such a practice will ensure that all market participants have equal access to essential market information.

Several options have been suggested as the preferred location of market rules:

1. As part of a single “statewide” Direct Access Operational Manual that defines the procedures and processes for retail transactions between UDCs, ESPs, MSPs, and MDMAs.  Such a manual would replace the three unique Direct Access manuals or handbooks currently maintained by PG&E, Edison, and SDG&E.

2. On the Commission’s Website (www.cpuc.ca.gov)

3. On the “Direct Access Implementation Workshops” website maintained by the Commission’s Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA) 

(http://162.15.5.2:80/wk-group/dai/)

In keeping with the general approach of the participants in the direct access market, the Energy Division recommends that the Commission endorse the third option listed above, that the VEE rules be located on the “Direct Access Implementation Workshops” website maintained by ORA.  The first option, development of a single statewide Direct Access Operational Manual, has fallen out of favor with the Rule 22 Tariff Review Group in recent months, as the magnitude of the effort necessary to create such a document became apparent to market participants.  The second option, the Commission’s own website, may be appropriate in the future once the rules are no longer under active review by the Direct Access Working Groups, but at this point it seems more logical to direct parties seeking the rules to the ORA website, where all other Direct Access implementation documents are located.  In this way, both the rules themselves, and documents relating to the ongoing process of the review of these rules, will be available at a single location.

Although the idea of a statewide Operations Manual is no longer under active consideration, a single document does exist that gathers together all of the Commission-approved Metering and Meter Data Standards, including the permanent VEE rules.  In an effort to comply with Ordering Paragraph 1 of D.98-12-080, the UDCs worked together and developed a “uniform handbook of meter, meter reading, and meter installation standards for direct access metering services” provided by the UDCs, ESPs, MSPs and MDMAs, gathering together in a single volume the standards adopted by the Commission in D.98-12-080.  The UDCs entitled this handbook the “Direct Access Standards for Metering and Meter Data in California” (DASMMD).  Each UDC filed an Advice Letter with the Commission to incorporate by reference the DASMMD into its direct access tariffs.

Each utility appears to have a link to the DASMMD on its own website.  The need for easy accessibility from a central location could be met if the ORA Direct Access website also included such a link to the DASMMD document on each UDC website.  In this way, future changes to the VEE rules via Commission orders would be implemented when each UDC filed an Advice Letter to change the DASMDD.  The ORA website could make note of (1) pending working group proposals to change the VEE rules, (2) pending Commission Decisions on Petitions to Modify D.98-12-080, and (3) pending Advice Letters that make Commission-approved changes to the VEE rules contained in the DASMDD.  This will enable parties to know which permanent VEE rules they must currently adhere to, while at the same time informing them of both proposed changes and pending changes.  On the whole, this approach should afford parties adequate notice to anticipate, influence, and plan for future whatever changes to their systems or business practices would be necessary to accommodate future changes in the Commission’s permanent VEE rules.
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Attachment 1

Workshop Notice and Workshop Agenda
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the Commission’s Proposed Policies Governing Restructuring California’s Electric Services Industry and Reforming Regulation.


Rulemaking 94-04-031

(Filed April 20, 1994)

Order Instituting Investigation on the Commission’s Proposed Policies Governing Restructuring California’s Electric Services Industry and Reforming Regulation.


Investigation 94-04-032

(Filed April 20, 1994)

NOTICE OF WORKSHOP

TO DISCUSS VALIDATING, EDITING AND ESTIMATING RULES

FOR DIRECT ACCESS METER DATA

Pursuant to D.98-12-080, Ordering Paragraph 7, the Energy Division has scheduled a workshop to determine whether there is an interest in pursuing the additional tasks mentioned in that decision’s discussion of the validating, editing and estimating rules (VEE).

D.98-12-080 (page 89) endorsed the recommendation of the “VEE Subgroup” of the Permanent Standards Working Group, that the Commission should sanction a group to perform ongoing work through the UDC/MDMA meeting process to:

· Clarify the rules by adding examples, flow charts, and definitions.

· Review the interval and monthly VEE rules after the market has been operational. 

· Put in place a change management procedure following the principles outlined in Section VI.7 of the PSWG Report.

The purpose of this workshop is to determine whether there is still an interest among the UDCs, ESPs, and MDMAs in pursuing these additional tasks, and, if so, in what manner.

The workshop will be held on March 17, 1999 at Pacific Gas & Electric Company, located at 123 Mission Street, Room 671, in San Francisco.  The workshop will be conducted from 9 a.m. to 12 p.m., and 1 p.m. to 5 p.m., if necessary.  Any member of the public may attend this workshop.  These facilities are wheelchair-accessible.  Questions regarding the workshop should be addressed to Steve Roscow of the Energy Division (phone:  415-703-1189; e-mail:  scr@cpuc.ca.gov).  The workshop agenda may be obtained from the following website no later than Friday, March 12, 1999: http://162.15.5.2/wk-group/dai/tariff/
Following the workshop, the Energy Division will prepare, file and serve a workshop report with its recommendations no later than 60 days after the conclusion of the workshop.  Interested parties may file comments within 21 days of the filing date of the workshop report.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have by mail this day served a true copy of the original attached Energy Division “Notice Of Workshop To Discuss Validating, Editing And Estimating Rules For Direct Access Meter Data” on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.



Dated March 8, 1999, at San Francisco, California.



Stephen C. Roscow

N O T I C E
Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address to insure that they continue to receive documents.  You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which your name appears.

The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, workshops, etc.) in locations that are accessible to people with disabilities.  To verify that a particular location is accessible, call:  Calendar Clerk (415) 703-1203.

If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, e.g., sign language interpreters, those making the arrangements must call the Public Advisor at (415) 703-2074 or TDD# (415)703-2032 five working days in advance of the event. 

California Public Utilities Commission 

Energy Division Workshop

To Discuss Validating, Editing And Estimating Rules

For Direct Access Meter Data

March 17, 1999

9:00 AM -5:00 PM

Pacific Gas & Electric Company

123 Mission Street, Room 671

San Francisco, CA
Objectives of This Workshop

1. Comply with D.98-12-080:  determine whether there is still an interest among the UDCs, ESPs, and MDMAs in pursuing certain additional tasks identified by the VEE Subgroup of the Permanent Standards Working Group, and, if so, in what manner.  These tasks are:

· Clarify the rules by adding examples, flow charts, and definitions.

· Review the interval and monthly VEE rules after the market has been operational. 

· Put in place a change management procedure following the principles outlined in Section VI.7 of the PSWG Report.

AGENDA

I. Introductions


II. Review Workshop Objectives, Agenda, and Today’s Schedule


III. Discussion Topics


A. “Roundtable” discussion:  developments in the VEE world since the PSWG report was issued.

B. Assess and assign the three tasks identified in D.98-12-080

C. Identify, assess and assign any additional tasks of concern to parties.

IV. Next Steps


A. Workshop Report prepared, filed and served by Energy Division by May 17, 1999

B. Interested parties may file comments on the Report within 21 days (June 7, 1999)

Attachment 2

Workshop Attendees
California Public Utilities Commission 

Energy Division 

Workshop To Discuss Validating, Editing And Estimating Rules

For Direct Access Meter Data
March 17, 1999

ATTENDEE LIST

NAME
Organization

Lorenzo Kristov
California Energy Commission

Steve Roscow
CPUC/Energy Division

James McGrath
Edison

Paul Nelson
Edison

Jack Horne
Edison

Dan Ciruli
Energy Interactive

Charity Hughes
Enron

Nancy Hetrick 
Enron

Steve Wu
eT communication

William J. Buckley
Itron

David DuBois
New Energy Ventures

Jim Price
ORA

Joe Hughes
Paragon Consulting 

Duncan Cano
PG&E

Mike Lehman
PG&E

Kirsten Stacey
PG&E

Thien-??? Phan
PG&E

Gene Alward
PG&E

George C. Roberts 
Schlumberger

John VanderLinde
SDG&E

Gregory Lizak
Star Data Services

Attachment 3

MAVI Update
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have this day served a true copy of the original attached: 

REPORT ON

VEE WORKSHOP ORDERED BY D.98-12-080

· To Determine Whether There Is An Interest In Pursuing Certain Tasks Regarding The Permanent Rules Adopted For Validating, Editing, And Estimating Interval And Monthly Data For Direct Access

· By mailing a “Notice of Availability” to the Service List in this proceeding

Dated May 25, 1999 at San Francisco, California. 


/s/

Stephen C. Roscow 







� Presently, subgroups are actively addressing the following areas: DASR Consistency/Account Maintenance, Meter Specific Services, Billing Business Rules, Meter Usage Data, and “Service Delivery Point Identifier” Implementation.


� The Workshop Notice and the Workshop Agenda are included in Attachment 1 to this report.  The list of attendees at the workshop is provided in Attachment 2.


� On May 14, 1999 the MAVI Committee circulated a document entitled “MAVI Update, MDMA and VEE Issues” (hereinafter, the “MAVI Update”).  In this document, the MAVI Committee provides a detailed summary of its work to date, along with the specific areas where it has agreed to recommend changes to the permanent VEE rules.  These recommendations are highlighted in the appropriate areas of this workshop report.  The May 14, 1999 MAVI Update is included in its entirety as Attachment 3 to this Workshop Report.


� The current list of companies is available on the Commission’s website: � HYPERLINK http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/electric_restructuring/msp_registration/agents.htm ��http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/electric_restructuring/msp_registration/agents.htm�


� See Attachment 3, MAVI Update, p. 2.


� See MAVI Update, pp. 6 and 13.
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