



PWG:  Final Conference Call Meeting Notes
July 19, 2006

Attendees:
Ernie Podraza:  Reliant Energy
Carl Raish:  ERCOT
Lloyd Young:  AEP

Steve Rod: TXU Energy
Brad Boles: Cirro Energy
Diana Ott: ERCOT

Ron Hernandez: ERCOT

Adrian Marquez: ERCOT

Bill Boswell: ERCOT
Chuck Moore: Direct Energy

Dave Olsen: Direct Energy

Kathy Scott: CNP

Ann Boren: ERCOT

Malcolm Smith: Energy Data Source 

Scott Schultz: TXU Energy

Ken Blank: TXU Energy

1. Ernie reviewed the Antitrust Admonition.
2. The issue of classifying the Oil and Gas Profile Request as an ERCOT Sponsored profile:
a.   Sec. 12.2 of Load Profiling Guides- States that any Market Participant, ERCOT, or the PWG can submit a new profile request.  Therefore, as the Oil-n-Gas Profile Request was not submitted by ERCOT, it should not be considered an ERCOT sponsored request. Malcolm agreed.  Energy Data Source is the sponsor of the request.
b. Discussion took place on the interpretation of the terms “universal profile segment applicability”  and “list based segments”.  One issue that arose is as  the Oil and Gas is a Market Participant sponsored profile request that the method for reimbursement of the CR sponsoring a new profile needs to be addressed.  Please review PUCT rule Load Profiling and Load Research Rulemaking §25.131(e)(3). The PUCT rule states that a process for reimbursement must be implemented so that other REPs can compensate the original requestor.  Malcolm stated that the sponsor of the Oil and Gas Profile would not be seeking reimbursement.  Some attendees felt that an adequate reimbursement process had not yet been developed and as the PUCT rulemaking requires that this  process be in place, regardless that the sponsor of the Oil and Gas profile was not seeking reimbursement, that this would need to be addressed before the new profile could get approved.  The new profile BUSOGFLT will be available to all CRs provided the CRs submit the required documents.
c. Reimbursement – Protocols section 9.7.7 is referenced in Section 12.7 of the Load Profiling Guides, this is incorrect. The Protocol Section should be 9.9. Please refer to Section 9.9 Profile Development Cost Recovery Fee for a Non-ERCOT Sponsored Load Profile Segment.  This language states that ERCOT manages the calculation and that REPs shall pay each other. Some attendees feel that ERCOT should manage the calculation, monitor the payment flow, and maintain the list of CRs available to use the new profile. ERCOT will provide a list of the CRs and the ESIIDs that are able to use the new profile to the TDSPs. 
d. No Texas SET changes will be needed. However, systems that maintain a list of available profile codes will need to be updated. 
ERCOT will verify if the decision tree needs to be updated.
e. Questions were asked as to how a CR who has opted out of using the new profile shall handle an ESIID he has acquired that is on the new profile.  Should the profile code be changed back to the default profile? Should ERCOT calculate the load factor to place it in an appropriate BUSLF profile? If a CR acquires a profile that it is not permitted to use the CR must change the profile to the next most appropriate profile.  When reimbursement is not an issue then the CR cannot initiate a change to another profile if the CR is not allowed to do so. 
** The decision tree will need to be updated to address the types of changes allowed to and from a reimbursable profile.

f. ERCOT process to manage: 

i. List of ESIIDs permitted to be on new profile and list of CRs permitted to use the new profile. At this time it was decided that these lists would be communicated to the TDSPs the same way that we communicate Annual Validation lists. 
ii. ERCOT Role in reimbursement: If the market feels that ERCOT should manage the cash flow between CRs then an LPGRR will need to be written up that outlines these responsibilities.

g. TDSP process to manage:

i. For all profile change requests initiated by a CR to a new profile, a TDSP will have to verify that first, a CR is allowed to use the new profile .

ii. Secondly, that the ESIID is on the list of ESIIDs that can be assigned the new profile. The lists will provided to the TDSPs by ERCOT.
h. ERCOT and Market Participants’ System Changes: The BUSOGFLT profile will need to be added to tables containing list of legitimate profile assignments. A TDSP representative asked “Do the TDSPs need to monitor that the CRs are authorized to use the profile?” Response: PUCT language states that the TDSPs are supposed to monitor this. ERCOT can run verifications at regular intervals to verify that only authorized CRs are using the new profile.
i. Recommendation to COPS:

i. Can this be change to an “ERCOT sponsored” profile? If so, this would save some time because we wouldn’t have to address the reimbursement issues.

Ernie Podraza will take a stab at writing this up as an ERCOT sponsored profile and then send it Brad, Malcolm, and Carl.
Chuck Moore said he will send out the link to PUCT Ruling Load Profiling and Load Research Rulemaking §25.131(e)(3) to the PWG exploder.


