DSWG Meeting minutes – July 1, 2004
	Name
	Company

	Mark Patterson
	ERCOT

	Eliezer Maldonado
	DOW

	Audrey Parker
	Good Company

	Michael Walker
	Exxon Mobil Prod.

	Terry Bates
	TXU Electric Delivery

	Carl Raish
	ERCOT

	Rick Keetch
	Reliant

	Steve Madden (Chair)
	Oxy

	Jay Zarnikau
	Frontier Associates

	Ed Echols 
	TXU Energy

	Bill Boswell
	ERCOT

	Danielle Jaussaud
	PUCT-MOD

	Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto
	PUCT

	Nieves Lopez
	PUCT

	Steve Krein
	ERCOT

	Robert J. King
	Good Company Associates

	
	

	
	


The meeting began with a brief review of the previous meeting minutes which were approved.   The meeting proceeded to the agenda item discussion Direct Load Control (DLC) lead by Jay Zarnikau.

1. DLC Presentation (was a cut and paste from Jay’s word document sent the DSWG distribution list the week prior to the meeting)
a. The presentation identified possible impediments to DLC programs getting started.  One of those identified was the cost of IDR metering.  Related to that was the issue of how to show the results of a control event without requiring IDR metering on all ESIIDs in a program.
b. A discussion arose about how the settlement process works for a load’s ESIID that are being represented by one QSE while the resource identifier is being represented by another QSE.  
c. Lagged dynamic profiling was discussed as it related to current protocol language on how to produce a load shape from a sample population of IDRs to represent the shape of all ESIIDs in a DLC program.  A point was made that there was a project within the ERCOT systems implementation budget for this but that no DLC programs had come to the table and the project would be discussed in the Profile Working Group (PWG) meeting for possibly lowering the priority of the project. 
d. Problems under the TNT market participation in program with less than 1 MW impact won’t show up in ERCOT’s systems.    
e. Jay presented some possible solutions to current problems with DLC.  The group took a straw vote on the proposals that warrant further discussion.  The list of alternatives from Jay’s presentation was narrowed to 2 items of 7 for future DSWG meeting discussion.
A suggestion was made that a joint meeting with PWG, QSE managers, and ERCOT metering group to provide input from various backgrounds on how to insure there is cross functional view of how changes in protocols could be crafted for demand participation including the need to continue work on how loads can participate in a nodal market design.  
1.  There seemed to be uncertainty about whether a load acting as a resource would need be have the same REP.  The suggestion to discuss in future meetings was whether the protocols needed to be clarified on this point.  Associated with the identifier was the notion that the representative interval data recorder (RIDR) process was cost prohibitive and that engineering estimates for savings may need to be explored.  RIDR process was established as a means to produce a profile to use in settlement for any specific ESIIDs subscribing to a DLC program.  
2.  Some wished to explore the concept of ERCOT administering a load participation program.  Mark Patterson will evaluate and produce a potential program.  Mark will send out notes and we will coordinate for #2.
The afternoon session was devoted to discussing the Non-Transmission Alternatives to RMR and OOM Services proposed language for a protocol revision (PRR) to be formally submitted.  
Dan Woodfin, from ERCOT, led the discussion around the proposed PRR. Some of the main reasons for the PRR are that ERCOT staff felt they did not have protocol coverage to accept load responses as alternatives nor was their protocol language that would allow that response to an RMR alternative to be settled.    Dan provided the group with a detailed evaluation and review of the pending PRR.  The PRR has not been assigned a number yet.
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2:30 with the expectation that the next DSWG meeting would be scheduled for August .

