
	ERCOT Retail Client Services 

	Event Description:  RMWG 
	Date:  September 18, 2009
	Completed by:  Dwight Page

	Attendees:  Terry Bates (ONCOR), Don Tucker (ERCOT), Calvin Opheim (ERCOT), Dwight Page (ERCOT), Kathy Scott (CENTERPOINT), Christine Wright (PUCT), Jim Lee (DIRECT), Mike McCabe (Reliant), Kevin Kulhanek (CENTERPOINT), Richard Beasley (CENTERPOINT),
Phone:  Lloyd Young (AEP), Dwayne Tervooren (AEP), Ernie Godoy (AEP), Dale Tinnin (CENTERPOINT), Sonja Mingo (ERCOT)

	Summary of Event:

	

	· Antitrust – Terry Bates
· Introductions – Terry Bates
· Reviewed Retail Metering Working Group Progress Report to RMS for 09/09 so that the group was reminded of the history of what has been discussed to date by the RMWG . 
· One of the goals of today’s meeting is to provide PWG with the RMWG Protocol revision recommendations for changing IDR meters to AMS.
· Five scenarios were detailed on the whiteboard to assist the discussion:  see key documents for an illustration (IDR vs AMS Scenarios and Illustrations)
1. IDR meter above 700 kW

2. New account with estimated load above 700 kW

3. AMS below 700 kW & demand moves above 700 kW

4. IDR meter above 700 kW falls below mandatory installation requirements

5. IDR meter below 700 kW and wants AMS

· Reviewed email sent to the RMWG distribution list in June that showed counts, by TDSP, of IDR meters that did not exceed 700 kW during the last 12 months.  The timeframe used for this analysis was 5/25/2008 to 5/24/2009. 

· AEP – 403

· Centerpoint – 1,481

· ONCOR – 2,452

· TNMP – 58

· Discuss the Process for Changing IDR to AMS – see key documents for specific wording changes
· Updated definition for IDR removal threshold in PRR.
· Updated definition for IDR mandatory installation in PRR. 
· Edited acronym meaning for EPS to be ERCOT Polled Settlement Meter in PRR.

· Made minor edits to 10.9, 10.9.1, 10.9.2, and 10.9.3, most of which was provided by Market Rules for PRR.
· Made edit in 18.6.2 that would include AMS meters in the IDR Required Report generated by ERCOT.  The current language requires “profiled Premises” to be included in the report.  This change was made to support the reporting of AMS meters that exceed 700kW based on the recommendation for scenario 3.
· No additional edits for 18.6.1

· Also adjusted edits to 18.6.6 by rejecting the prior changes that:

1. removed the requirement for the customers request or authorization on the removal of an IDR meter and 
2. removed the requirement that an IDR meter remain installed for 12 months if the customer had requested the installation. 
· Created and sent document on proposed PRR for review by PWG– see key documents
1. Scenario 1 (ESI IDs above the mandatory threshold that have an IDR meter installed)

a. leave as an IDR meter
2. Scenario 2 (New ESI IDs with estimated load above 700kW)

a. an IDR meter to be installed
3. Scenario 3 (ESI IDs currently below the mandatory installation threshold that have an advanced meter currently installed where the demand moves above the threshold) 

a. to be treated in the market as an IDR meter for Profile Type and meter data submittal 
b. TDSP choice on whether to actually replace the advanced meter with an IDR meter
4. Scenario 4 (ESI IDs currently above the threshold with an IDR meter where the demand moves below the threshold) 

a. may change to an advanced meter if below the threshold for 12 consecutive months, customer has not requested the installation of an IDR meter in the last 12 months and customer chooses

5. Scenario 5 (ESI IDs currently below the threshold with an IDR meter) 

a. may change to an advanced meter if below the threshold for 12 consecutive months, customer has not requested the installation of an IDR meter in the last 12 months and customer chooses 
· RMGRR to supplement this PRR will be discussed at the next meeting.

· Other Business - None

· Adjournment  --  Terry Bates





