PWG: Meeting Notes - DRAFT
Wednesday, October 22, 2008
Attendees
Kalyani Sahoo, Reliant Energy

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Sonja Mingo, ERCOT

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Blake Gross, AEP

Chris Rowley, TXU Energy

Steven Bargas, Tenaska

Kyle Miller, Centerpoint

Diana Ott, ERCOT

Jackie Ashbaugh, ERCOT

Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Mary Zientara, Reliant

Phone
Lloyd Young, AEP
Jane Eyanson, AEP
Hsiu-Hsiang Li, Green Mountain Energy
Texas Set 
Bob Laningham, ONCOR

Agenda Item 1:  Meeting Open
Ernie Podraza welcomed everyone, read the antitrust admonition, and reviewed the agenda.

Agenda Item 3:  Approval of the September 24 PWG Meeting Notes

The notes for the September 24 PWG meeting were approved after a modification to the spelling of one Market Participants name.
Agenda Item 4:  LPGRR032 – Profile Decision Tree Changes for Advanced Meters
Adrian reviewed the LPGRR032 and informed the PWG that 3 zip codes needed to be filed as comments so they can be added to the Decision Tree. At the next PWG meeting we will pole for a recommendation 
4a: Discuss profile meter type “AMS” rather than “IDR”
Ernie stated there are approximately 11,000 meters that TDSPs calculate 4 CP for billing. Jackie reviewed a slide presentation updating PWG with the business requirements that the market has defined.  Texas Set called in for a joint discussion.  The two groups helped to make a list of pros and cons for each different attribute/indicator solution.  Time ran short before completing the discussion. Jackie will summarize the information and the topic will be discussed further at the October 27, 2008 Retail Market Interface AMIT meeting. 
PRR and LPGRR to removed DLC and lagged dynamic language 
The general thought is to remove the language concerning DLF and lagged dynamic profiling. The language has been in the guides and gray boxed for quite sometime because it has never made it above the project funding line.  

Action Item - Sonja will draft the LPGRR and bring it to the November meeting.
Agenda Item 5:  UFE per Hurricane IKE follow up
Ernie stated UFE has been running negative.  Adjustments were made to the backcasted profiles based on outages reported by TDSPs.  The question was asked if language should be written to document the process used.  After a lengthy discussion the general thought is even if we had written language on what to do, if the PUCT directed ERCOT to do something else the language would be overruled.  A point was made concerning advanced meters and how they would not address situations where the meter is not communicating or blown away, and that it is necessary for the settlement process to handle a large amount of missing data.  
Load profiling received a request to look at the hurricane effects on the ERCOT budget, Carl reviewed a presentation that was put together to address the question.

Agenda Item 6:  Load Research 
Carl reviewed the LRS presentation posted for the meeting. 

Discussion about what TDSPs should do with sample points that have an advanced meter installed. All agreed it is not the purest load research practice to allow the advanced meters to be used for sample points, but since there will be so many being deployed, trying to replace the advanced meter sample point with a non advanced meter sample point would be hard to handle from the TDSPs work load.  Alan stated even the population will be changing dramatically from the collection period timeframe and when we build the models and apply the profiles.  Carl reminded the group that only 2 TDSPs have filed rate plans.  
Agenda Item 8: Annual Validation 
a. Update and timeline – Diana reviewed the powerpoint posted on the website
b. 15 – Minute interim solution affects on 2009 AV – Since advanced meters will not be in place by the time AV2009 rolls around, AV will proceed as normal

c. Discuss moving AV to Mar/Apr to avoid Hurricane Season – After the group discussed the pros and cons around moving the AV process, a suggestion was to have a waiver if there is an extreme event.  Possibility of language already in Protocols allowing this if there was a need.  Brad pointed out that we have had TDSPs in past years late in sending in their transactions with no legitimate reason.  It would seem like the market would be open to the delay and if the transactions were sent in late the CR would be made whole by true-up

Action Item: Kyle to draft a LPGRR for a waiver to be allowed if one is needed.  

Agenda Item 9:  2009 PWG Goals 

Ernie will out together the goals and send them out to the group to review and reply back with a yes or no.
Next PWG Meetings 

The next few PWG meetings are scheduled for: 

Friday, November 21, 2008

Thursday, December 18, 2008
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