PWG: Meeting Notes

Thursday, February 28, 2008
Attendees:
Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Giriraj Sharma, ERCOT

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT
Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Bob Laningham, ONCOR

Kyle Miller, CenterPoint Energy
Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Jennifer Frederick, Direct Energy

Steve Wiese, Solar Alliance

Rob Bevill, Green Mountain Energy

Steven Bargas, Tenaska Power Services

Leo Green, TXU Energy

Brad Trieboh, First Choice Power

Eric Goff, Constellation
Phone:
Lloyd Young, AEP
Lee Starr, BTU

Eric Bratcher, First Choice  

Jason Keyes, Interstate Renewable Energy Council

Chris Rowlin, TXU

Blake Gross, AEP

Darryl Nelson, ONCOR

MEETING OPEN

Ernie welcomed everyone to the PWG meeting and then read the antitrust admonition.

Agenda item 2. COPS 1/8 mtg. review, PWG agenda review 

Ernie reviewed the agenda for today’s meeting.  Kyle felt that no effort should be made to put Demand Response before the implementation of advanced metering.  Lee Starr agreed with Kyle and reiterated the point.  Christine Wright of the PUCT will be at the next TAC meeting to give them an update.

Ernie - PWG will prepare a slide to provide an update on the status of Demand Response and that we will be on a holding pattern until we are directed to start working on a long term solution.
Agenda Item 3. Review  Approval of Jan. 23 PWG meeting and Feb. 18 conf. call notes
The PWG meeting notes for Jan. 23 were approved without any modifications and will be posted by ERCOT Staff.  Meeting notes for the Feb. 18 conference call were approved without any modifications and will be posted by ERCOT Staff.
Agenda Item 4. Review of LPGRR029, Modification of Time-Of-Use Schedule Approval Process (Brad's revised draft language for TDSP implementation timeline)

Item rescheduled to be discussed later in today’s meeting.
Agenda Item 5. Review draft PRR, TOU Revisions
Item rescheduled to be discussed later in today’s meeting.
Agenda Item 6. Renewable Generation Short Term Solution

Agenda Item 6a Update on 867 ignore loop implementation

Kyle – Brought up the discussion concerning the ambiguity of the term “kWh in”.  Calvin Opheim stated that Don Tucker suggested the use of the term of “kWh Gen” to remove any ambiguity.  Carl asked then what term would be used for the load side.  Adrian suggested using “kWh Load” in an effort to remain consistent with the “gen” terminology.  Bob Laningham suggested remaining consistent with terminology that is used in other segments of the market would best to minimize any confusion.  PWG decided to use “kWh Load” and “kWh Gen” so that we are not in disagreement with either of the conventions used by the PUC or other ERCOT segments. 
Carl stated that if this “ignore loop” will only be read when the ESIID has a DRG profile then it shouldn’t be a problem if it needs to be used for other purposes.  Rob Bevill, TxSET chair, stated that he anticipates that that this field will be dedicated to be used for DRG kWh – kWh GEN.  The TxSET group has not yet decided whether or not this field will require a zero when it is not used or whether it can it simply remain blank.
Agenda item 6b – Adrian Presented – DRG Option 5 settlement approach    

Carl stated that everyone needs to keep in mind that the goal here is come up with a profile for these PV customers which will be an average and that it will be not be accurate for the individual DRG customer due to the diversity of the customers in this group.  Ernie – reminded people that our goal here is to come up with a short term solution that can be implemented by 1/1/2009.  We will not be able to create a perfect solution in the short window of time available to meet the 1/1/2009 implementation goal. 
Calvin brought up the question as to whether or not the CRs would want a new line item on their settlement reports to show the kWh gen as opposed to rolling it into the load totals.  Eric Goff stated he would like an additional line item if it is not going to add any additional complication to the project.  
Question came up as to how would you settle a customer that has both PV and wind generation.  The PWG agreed that it would be easiest and preferable to keep this simple and that if a premise has any PV generation at all then it should be settled with the PV profile.

Carl suggested that one possibility of addressing the PV settlement shape magnitude issues is to settle the kWh Load with TOU metering.

We should not have a new DRG ‘load’ profiles for BUSIDRRQ, NMFLAT, NMLIGHT.  It was decided that we should build the functionality to settle BUSOGFLT with DRG but that BUSOGFLT will not have new DRG ‘load’ profiles.  The ‘load’ settlement profile will not change. We will simply add a new profile assignment such as “BUSOGFPV” that will add the ability to settle the ‘kWh gen’.  We will need to create new PV load profiles for BUSHILF, BUSMEDLF, BUSLOLF, BUSNODEM, RESHIWR, and RESLOWR.  We would need one for each weather zone as well.  
Action Item – Adrian and Bob Laningham will work on the draft of the decision tree modifications/updates.
A discussion took place as to the timing of submitting the PRR and the LPGRR.  The PRR is the umbrella and needs to go first but then the LPGRR has to go so that we can meet our 150 day requirement.  Ernie said that we need to have the profile decision tree, model spreadsheet, etc. all buttoned down as quickly as possible so that we can push the LPGRR forward.
Action Item – ERCOT will begin updating the Profile Decision Tree, Profile Model spreadsheets, and Metrix project files.  
The PWG worked on updating the PRR for DRG.  The PRR was completed and Ernie will submit the document.  
Next PWG is scheduled for Tuesday, March 4 at the ERCOT Austin MetCenter Room 168 so that we can work on the LPGRR for DRG and the Retail Market Guide and the Decision Tree language if available.  
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