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I
ATTENDEES: Commission Erin M. O’Connell-Diaz and participants reflected on email addresses.

II a
ISSUES DISCUSSED FROM FINAL ISSUES LIST


This was our first meeting and the group discussed the process by which the issues would be analyzed. We have identified four general topics which will form the framework for analyzing the items from the issues list. For each of these four general topics, we agreed to bifurcate all of our responses so that consideration could also be given to whether the customer class was deemed competitive or not.  The four areas to be discussed sequentially are:

1. Current Illinois law relating to the pre- and post-transition obligations of utilities. A working sub-group will be formed to itemize the current legal requirements. That itemization will be distributed before the next group meeting. (Issue #80).  The working group will begin by analyzing the state of the law in both competitive and non-competitive areas, with the group’s ultimate focus on post 2006.  The working group also plans to review best practices to see what is working in other jurisdictions.  

2. Default Provider: (Issues #80,81,84,85,86,88)

a. What does it mean.

b. Who should it be.

c. To whom should the service be provided and under what circumstance.

d. The nature and types of service:

-bundled/unbundled



-yearly vs. monthly vs. hourly

e. Uniformity of service:

-by service area



-by class

f. Role of the ICC

g. Recommendations

3. Third Parties.

a. To whom should service be provided and under what circumstances.

b. Nature and types of service:

-yearly vs. monthly vs. hourly

c. Role of ICC.

d. Recommendations

4. Other Issues.

a. PPO (Issue 89):

-Circumstance under which offered.

-How implemented.

-Recommendation.

b. Criteria to determine service competitive issues (Issue #89)

-Need for changes or modifications.

-Recommendations.


5.
Summary Recommendation: Changes in laws or regulations.

II b
OTHER ISSUES DISCUSSED


The importance of the working groups was stressed and the free flow of information between the parties was encouraged.  A “preamble” prohibiting the use of information was noted at the meeting.  Confidentiality concerns will be dealt with as they come up in the process.  Also, all parties were reminded of anti-trust issues and were told to raise any questions with the conveners.  It was noted that the conveners will be meeting weekly on Friday’s at 9:00 a.m. and will be filing reports, sharing information, working on speakers and dealing with scheduling issues.  

The general consensus was that the utility service obligation group would be a policy group and that specific issues regarding rates, competition, procurement, and energy assistance would be deferred to those specific groups. In other words, this working group would attempt to answer the policy questions surrounding utilities’ service obligations but leave the mechanics and pricing of those answers to the other working groups.  However, joint meetings on specific issues will be held with other working groups as appropriate.  It was suggested that question number 82 should be taken up by the competition working group.  There is strong interest in combining group meetings where appropriate, tele-conferencing, and having groups meet on the same day, i.e. am/pm meetings.  Anyone desiring input was encouraged to e-mail the conveners with comments and suggestions.  Constellation NewEnergy has offered the use of its web site to facilitate communication. 

III
PRESENTERS


NONE.

IV
PRESENTATION SUMMARIES


NOT APPLICABLE

V
CONCLUSIONS REACHED


NONE



ISSUE:




SCENARIO 1




SCENARIO 2

VI
COMMENTS


NONE

VII
TOPICS FOR NEXT MEETING


SEE ABOVE. 

VIII
TIME AND LOCATION OF NEXT MEETING


Tentatively set for 5/27/04 at 10:00 am in Chicago. An effort will be made to arrange our next meeting on the day another group is meeting at a staggered time.









M. Pera & K. Papadimitiu









Co-conveners

