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Workshop III on Profile ID Assignment Responsibility Change 

October 14, 2005

Attendees:

	Zach Collard
	CenterPoint
	Adrian Marquez
	ERCOT

	Lloyd Young
	AEP
	Jennifer Garcia
	ERCOT

	Pat Maher
	Cirro
	Carl Raish
	ERCOT

	Steve Bordelon
	TNMP
	Theresa Werkheiser
	ERCOT

	Karen Maulkey
	CenterPoint
	Bill Boswell
	ERCOT

	Rita Morales
	CPL/WTU
	Diana Ott
	ERCOT

	Jackie Ashbaugh
	ERCOT
	
	


Agenda
1) Antitrust Admonition
2) Review of workshop II meeting notes
3) Option 2 open discussion

4) Market questions / concerns (from emails and Workshop II whiteboard)

5) New options?  

6) Go or No-Go with further investigation
7) Review action items before adjourning
8) Confirm future meeting or conference schedule
1) Antitrust Admonition:  Read by Zach Collard
2) Review of workshop II meeting notes
a) Will primarily be reviewing Option 2 from previous meeting’s notes.
i) Once per year, ERCOT calculates profile and provide file to each TDSP.
ii)   TDSP take file and create 20s.
iii) TDSPs still responsible for initial and final validations and any updates needed for normal business.
3) Option 2 open discussion

a) Zach Collard concerned that algorithms will be changing due to survey and analysis.  
i) If TDSPs change profiles during year, it will limit the ability for ERCOT to change algorithms.  
ii) Carl Raish suggested that TDSPs could put on a default profile established by ERCOT.  
b) What else would ERCOT need?  Do we have all the data in our system? 
i) Carl Raish brought up no/low demand issue.
(1) If a there is a demand meter on the premise, then a demand reading must be send in.

(2)   End up with only three types: residential, business and non-metered.
ii) To avoid getting file of tariffs, TDSPs responsible for keeping profile up to date with tariffs.  

4) Market questions / concerns (from emails and Workshop II whiteboard)

a) How are CRs affected by cost?

i) This concern would be eliminated by option 2.

ii) ERCOT costs would go down – would take fewer resources and less time.

iii) CRs would benefit from more accurate profiles.

b) TXU ED uses profile to determine type of data to be sent to ERCOT.

i) They are also responsible for the profile ID – need to get their systems to talk to one another.  Will cost them $$$ to break this tie.

ii) If they have a demand meter, then send in the demands.  
(1) We should use any data available to make the assignment.  
(2) Solution – we would change the rule, if they have a demand meter then send it in.  
(3) This would eliminate their issue.

iii) Also have another issue related to TOU.
c) 727 extract has profile ID in it.  
i) This also eliminated by Option 2.  
ii) It would remain in the extract – this answers concern # 2.

d) NEC – basically Option 2

e) Early cost estimate of $3M now closer to $100K.

i) This probably for getting data put on the TML.  
ii) TDSPs $1M – just an estimate. Needs to be refined.

f) Change to TX SET for two transactions – eliminated.
g) Who would responsible for profile id assignment accuracy – 

i) ERCOT.  

ii) TDSP still responsible for accuracy of the default.  Who would validate ERCOT?  

iii) CRs could thru DEV issues.  

iv) Disputes would now be between ERCOT and CR – only if ERCOT assignment inaccurate profile – 

v) Rate problem still between TDSPs and CRs.

vi) ERCOT could scan for defaults and send to TDSPs more than once per year so that they could trigger a 20 to change it.

h) Will this create more disputes between TDSP and CR?  
i) Falls in line with item 7.  
ii) Not really an issue.

i) What is the audit procedure?  
i) ERCOT annually subjected to SAS70 audit by 3rd party.  
ii) Also worked on Annual Validation and how we validate posted profiles.

(1) They check what ERCOT does only – not the TDSPs.  
iii) Could have calculation process incorporated into SAS70.  
(1) TDSP would be out of the loop on this one.  
iv) CRs would perform their own audits as well.  
(1) Will that data be available?  
(2) They could do it if they have had the customer long enough.  
j) Did anyone catch the sample csv created on the board?  
i) Will need to be recreated.  
ii) ACTION:  Theresa Werkheiser will recreate.

k) Keep track if profile changes between when ERCOT runs Annual Validation and the TDSPs get their transactions in.

i) How long between when ERCOT sends data and TDSPs sends transactions back in?

ii) When will we do it?  
(1) Originally delayed until October to avoid impact in summer months.

(2) ERCOT could calculate anytime they want to.  
iii) When will ERCOT send the CSV files?  
(1) We have to pull the data out of Lodestar, run the calc and forward the csv – take about a week.  
(2) Changes to profiles could be occurring during this week – TDSPs would keep track of this.

(3) ACTION:  will need to keep settlement timeline in mind when writing LPGRR to change process.  
(4) Hope to complete AV to less than 30 days.  
(5) ERCOT could keep track of changes too, run query just prior to 20s being sent in.

l) CRs should use only 727 to file DEV issues re: profile.
i) All profile DEV issues would be filed at ERCOT 1st and TDSP could be added as monitoring party based on 727.  
ii) Would have 2 processes based on which piece the CR is disputing.  
iii) These processes would not be created by DEWG but rather by this group who would submit to ERCOT and put it out for comments.

m) If the profile is changed, the meter info in the 20 will be what the meter was at the date of change.  
i) ACTION:  Jackie Ashbaugh will check if  meter information must be included in order to change the profile.  
ii) ERCOT does accept a profile change if included in a meter update. 
iii) SET just added a new segment for REF AV so that CRs would know if it was due to AV or an attribute change at the premise.  
iv) Profile updates don’t update the meter info.

5) New options?  None discussed.
6) Go or No-Go with further investigation
a) ACTION:  Jen and Zach to flesh out entire process first – then create the LPGRR.

i) Turn around time

ii) How often to update and how to post

iii) How to stage the transactions coming into ERCOT’s system

iv) How long to the TDSPs need to implement?  (TXU especially)
v) Will require a SCR, a LPGRR and possibly a PRR.

7) Review action items before adjourning
8) Confirm future meeting or conference schedule
