PWG Meeting Notes 
Wednesday, August 26, 2009
Attendees

Richard Beasley, CenterPoint Energy

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Ben Carranza, CenterPoint Energy

Ed Echols, Oncor

Eric Goff, Reliant Energy 
Ron Hernandez, ERCOT

Jim Lee, Direct Energy

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Sonja Mingo, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Chris Rowley, TXU Energy

Kathy Scott, CenterPoint Energy
Phone
Jackie Ashbaugh, ERCOT

Terry Bates, Oncor

Kelly Gilbert, TNMP

Richard Moffatt, CenterPoint Energy

Diana Ott, ERCOT

Don Tucker, ERCOT

Lloyd Young, AEP

Agenda Item 1:  Meeting Open
Ernie Podraza welcomed everyone and read the ERCOT antitrust admonition and the disclaimer that materials submitted to ERCOT staff for this meeting will be considered public information.  
Agenda Item 2:  COPS Meeting Update

Ernie reported that LPGRR033 was approved at the COPS meeting and it will continue on the approval path.

Agenda Item 3:  Approval of the July 22 PWG Meeting Notes

The draft notes for the July 22 PWG meeting were approved without changes.
Agenda Item 4:  Review LPGRR034 – Profile Model Spreadsheets
Sonja Mingo discussed the Impact Analysis for LPGRR034.  Adrian Marquez stated that LPGRR034 updates the inputs in the model spreadsheets through 2020.  LPGRR034 also eliminates the BUSIDRRG and RESIDRRG model spreadsheets.  This LPGRR will go to COPS in September for approval.

Agenda Item 5:  Other Binding Documents Discussion (LRS) 

Sonja said that a group of MPs (including Liz Jones of Oncor and DeAnn Walker of CNP) is looking at how to handle LRS and similar documents.  That group will meet on September 2.

Carl Raish mentioned that the LRS documents came about through a PUCT rule directing ERCOT to perform load research, and that perhaps it is not appropriate for the handling of the LRS documents to go through the stakeholder process.  Sonja said she will make sure that the group looking at this is aware of the nature of the documents.  

When discussing the LRS documents, Ernie asked if someone wanted to look at updating the Future of Load Research presentation that Brad Boles had worked on.  Ed Echols said he would look at the presentation.

Action Item:  ERCOT to locate the presentation and let Ed know where to access it.

Action Item:  Ed Echols to look at updating the Future of Load Research presentation. 

Action Item:  Ernie to put review of the updated presentation on next month’s PWG meeting agenda.  The PWG can also review the Load Research rule and determine whether it is prudent to take action.

Agenda Item 6:  Nominations for Vice-Chair
Ernie stated that due to other duties Kyle Miller felt he would not be able to continue serving as Vice-Chairperson of the PWG.  Ernie asked what the group would like to do.  Eric Goff nominated Ed Echols for the position.  Ed then said that unlike LBJ, he would serve if nominated and elected.  Ernie then asked if there were any other nominations.  None were mentioned.  Ernie then said nominations will be open until the next PWG meeting when a poll or the like will be taken.

Action Item:  Interested parties may make nominations for Vice-Chair of the PWG up until the September 23 PWG meeting. 
Agenda Item 7:  RMWG Status Report on IDR to AMS
Calvin Opheim accessed the Retail Metering Working Group web page for the July 29 meeting and under Key Documents clicked on “Protocols 18.6 RMWG Comments 07-29-09”.  Calvin reviewed the proposed changes to Section 18.6.  The gist of the proposed language change is that an IDR is not required if an Advanced Meter is installed at the site.
Agenda Item 8:  AMS and TOU Code
The PWG discussed whether the Profile Decision Tree (PDT) needs to be modified to address dealing with a traditional IDR vs. an Advanced Meter.

Ernie suggested that ERCOT staff look at this issue to determine whether there are any loopholes in the PDT that need to be plugged.

Action Item:  ERCOT to review the Profile Decision Tree to determine whether any changes need to be made to address dealing with a traditional IDR vs. an Advanced Meter.  

Action Item:  Ernie to put the above action item on the agenda for the September 23 PWG meeting.

Lloyd Young asked about the IDR Requirement Report.  Calvin said that the report will take into account whether a site is already being settled with 15-minute data.  

Chris Rowley brought up that there is a conflict with the current proposed wording for Protocols Section 18.6 (i.e., “Mandatory IDR installation is not required for Premises that have an Advanced Meter installed”) and one of Oncor’s tariffs.  Calvin said that he would bring up these issues at the August 27 RMWG meeting.  Terry Bates said he felt it is a customer/retailer decision whether the meter can be an IDR or an Advanced Meter.  

Terry mentioned that legislation discusses an IDR being required by the ISO, so he said it may not be so easy to change related wording in the Protocols and the LPG.  Terry mentioned that if the rules were written with an Etch A Sketch® then we may just want to turn it upside down and shake it.  However, Terry made no mention of Rock ‘Em Sock ‘Em Robots®, Hungry Hungry Hippos®, or Hippity Hop®.

Chris stated that the problem for this agenda item is that in the profile ID, a meter data type of “IDR” does not support TOU.  

Jackie Ashbaugh said ERCOT is not set up to support TOU with advanced metering.  For the Interim Solution TDSPs can still submit NIDR data (including TOU data) to ERCOT where it will be passed to REPs, but the NIDR data will not be used for settlement.    

Ernie asked whether the PWG was in agreement that a pairing of meter data type “IDR” and a TOU schedule code other than “NOTOU” (e.g., TOU02) should be added to the Profile Decision Tree via an LPGRR.  No one objected.  

Chris asked Ed if Oncor can refrain from changing the profile ID for a TOU site that has an Advanced Meter.  Ed said to do so would require a manual process.  

Action Item:  ERCOT to work with Chris Rowley to determine the new profile IDs required to pair meter data type of IDR with the available schedules.

Agenda Item 9:  UFE Settlement Impact Presentation fro SWEG Site
Ernie said there was an interesting presentation at COPS.  On the SEWG webpage for the July 20 meeting there is an “Ike” link.  

Agenda Item 10:  UFE if no Hurricane Ike adjustment
Calvin reviewed the presentation with the PWG.  There was no discussion.

Agenda Item 11:  UFE 2008 Final Report 

Bill Boswell reviewed many of the slides in the UFE Final Report.  

Agenda Item 12:  UFE Allocation Factors in Lieu of AMS Meter Installations 

Ernie reviewed slide 6 of the PWG update that was presented at the July 14 COPS meeting.  The consensus at the COPS meeting was that there was not enough information available to justify changing the allocation factors.  Ernie said that given this, the PWG will consider the goal to review the UFE allocations factors complete.

Agenda Item 13:  Distribution Loss Factors in relation to UFE (loss studies)
There was minimal discussion on this topic.  
Agenda Item 14:  Load Research Project Update 

Bill Boswell gave the update on LRS.

Agenda Item 15:  Annual Validation Update and Need for 2010 AV? 

Diana Ott gave an update on the Annual Validation process and said everything is still on schedule.  

Regarding the question on the need for Annual Validation in 2010, Calvin tossed out the idea that maybe when AMS saturation reaches, say 40 or 50%, then Annual Validation does not need to be performed for that TDSP.  Ernie suggested only doing AV for ESI IDs that do not have “IDR” as the meter data type.  Ed questioned whether it is worth doing AV on sites that would be “IDR” by the time changes related to AV would be made.  

Eric Goff offered the idea that if a TDSP’s deployment schedule shows a 50% AMS saturation rate by the end of the calendar year in which AV would take place, then it would not have to do AV.      

ACTION ITEM:  Ed Echols to work with ERCOT staff to draft LPGRR language to that (Eric’s comment) effect.

Is there anything in Section 18 of the Protocols that dictates Annual Validation must be performed?  

ACTION ITEM:  Ernie to put the above question on the agenda for the September PWG meeting.

Next PWG Meeting 

The next PWG meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, September 23, 2009.
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