



PWG:  Final Meeting Notes
July 24, 2006

Attendees:
Ernie Podraza:  Reliant Energy
Carl Raish:  ERCOT

Ed Echols:  TXU ED

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

Ann Boren: ERCOT

Phone: Steve Bordelon: TNMP


Karen Malkey: CNP


Malcolm Smith: Energy Data Source 

1. Ernie reviewed the AntiTrust Admonition.
2. PWG Meeting Notes for June 28, 2006 conference call were approved.  One modification to June 28 notes: Need to add a company name (Direct Energy) to Chuck Moore listing on the attendee list.  
3. ERCOT provided an update on the implementation of TOU schedule 13 available for the TXU Electric service area.  The TOU schedule has been added to the table of available TOU schedules and has been tested that included 814_20 and 867_03 transactions. The testing indicated that TOU13 is available for use and operational. Discussion took place on the timing of submitting the recommendation to COPS for approval.The PWG has a consensus to accept the new TOU13 into the Decision Tree as approved by the PUCT in Docket 32695. 
4. Update on Annual Validation 2006: A list of residential ESI IDs that are expected to change was made available to the CRs on July 14.  The transaction can start flowing once the meter reads for August 15 have been loaded. BUS ESI IDs can start flowing on Oct. 1. PGRR007 was approved by the PWG. 

5. Bill provided an update on the LRS project.  An important announcement was that ERCOT was going to be transitioning from the use of FTP replacement protocol to utilizing S-FTP protocol for sending and receiving data. 
6. Load Profile Transition Analysis: the impact on a how particular ESI ID is settled varies depending on the meter read date, the day of the transition, and the magnitude of the difference between the old profile model vs. the new profile model. Once new models are implemented the differences in shape between the old and new models will also impact the settlement process for each ESI ID.  The daily allocation for a profile will also change when new profiles are implemented. 
7. Oil and Gas Profile: Ernie Podraza put to together a recommendation for discussion that we would be presenting to COPS. There are still many concerns about the use and definitions of the terms “universally applicable load profile” and “list based profile”.  The concerns revolve primarily around the issue of reimbursement to a market participant for a non-ERCOT sponsored profile.  Representatives from the TDSPs were also concerned about the timing of changing a profile form the oil and gas profile if that customer switches to CR that is not permitted to use the oil and gas profile.  There was not a consensus on the recommendation as it was presented.  There would be need to be some modifications to the presentation as well as noting that there was not a consensus at the PWG meeting. As there was not a consensus on the recommendation this issue was tabled till the next meeting.  Malcom Smith said he would initiate and facilitate the discussions and attempt to address any concerns that MPs may have.  
8. Continuation of the Load Profile Transition Analysis presentation: The cost of implementing Option 1 at ERCOT would be the lowest of the three options.  ERCOT does not yet know what the costs would be for implementing Options 2 or 3 but does acknowledge that there would be significant systems changes that could be expensive.

	Option
	ERCOT Sys Costs
	Settlement Shock
	Shadow Settlement Costs

	1
	No costs
	?? HIGH UFE??
	Some costs but least expensive

	2
	High Cost - Most expensive
	?? Lower UFE impact
	Most

	3
	High Cost
	?? Lower UFE Impact
	High

	
	
	
	


9. There  Load Research Project – 

a. Milestone Timeline Review -  Numerous questions arose about the percentage of data available for analysis. Some TDSPs felt that they were sending in 100% of the data that they have.
b. Accuracy requirements will be taken up at the next meeting.

10. Update on Docket 32695 on TOU Schedule Changes : No action needed at this time.

11. Settlement transition with new profiles:  7 ideas have been discussed in various email exchanges.   Limit new profile changes to coefficient changes and not change the structure of the profiles.  Goal to have resettlement testing and analysis performed and ready to be presented by 8/30 PWG meeting.
Future meeting dates: Sept 27th, Wed. Oct. 25, Thurs. Nov. 16th, Wed. Dec. 20th

