PWG Meeting Notes – DRAFT
Wednesday, April 28, 2010
Attendees
Richard R. Beasley, CenterPoint Energy

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Gricelda Calzada, AEP Texas

Shawnee Claiborne-Pinto, PUCT

Ed Echols, Oncor

Eric Goff, Reliant Energy

Jim Lee, Direct Energy
Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Sonja Mingo, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Rachel Patterson, Gexa Energy

Chris Rowley, TXU Energy

Melissa Trevino, Occidental
WebEx and/or Phone
Jim Galvin, Luminant

Kelly Gilbert, TNMP

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Don Tucker, ERCOT

Christine Wright, PUCT

Lloyd Young, AEP

Agenda Item 1:  Antitrust Admonition
Ed Echols opened the meeting and read the ERCOT antitrust admonition and the disclaimer about submitted materials.  
Agenda Item 2:  COPS and SEWG Meetings
Ed said there was not much to report, other than COPS and SEWG have been discussing UFE.

Agenda Item 3:  Approval of March 24 PWG Meeting Notes
After correcting one word, the notes from the March 24 PWG meeting were approved. 
Agenda Item 4:  LPGRR and PRR Language Discussion per NPRR208
Adrian Marquez said that a draft LPGRR related to NPRR208, Registration and Settlement of Distributed Generation (DG) Less Than One MW, has been delayed because NPRR208 is tabled for one month by TAC.  

Calvin Opheim mentioned that one party was questioning how exported energy was being applied for ESI IDs that have ‘WD’ in the profile segment assignment.  Ed suggested that those who are interested could look at the notes for TAC’s most recent meeting and listen in at the next TAC meeting.

Agenda Item 5:  LPGRR038, Revisions for Nodal Market Implementation
Sonja Mingo mentioned how LPGRR038 reflects ERCOT trying to sync-up all the guides for Nodal implementation.  Sonja said that she and Adrian have reviewed LPGRR038 (which is Sections 1 through 12 of the Load Profiling Guide) and made changes using the ‘track changes’ feature.  Sonja said that the plan is to file the proposed changes as comments to LPGRR038.  Adrian stated that not all of the changes were related to Nodal sync-up; some of the changes entail removing references to NERC rules, system reliability, and other items that do not pertain to Load Profiling.  Changes were also made to improve clarity and to delete outdated references.  Eric Goff said that while he agreed with the concepts Adrian stated for improving the document, he proposed changing the title of the LPGRR to better reflect the proposed changes.  

The group reviewed the document relatively quickly to get a feel for what changes are being proposed, and made some additional changes.  The group can review the posted document between now and the next PWG meeting, where it will be discussed.
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ERCOT to search for additional changes needed in document as discussed in the meeting, e.g., ‘DRG’ to ‘DG’. 
Agenda Item 6:  Draft for Annual Validation Suspension by TDSP Update
Ed reviewed the draft NPRR concerning changes to annual validation for Advanced Meters.  The group removed the requirement that ESI IDs will go through AV until 365 days have passed since the Advanced Meter was installed.  


Ed will tweak the remaining language to provide clarity. 
Agenda Item 7:  UFE Discussions with SEWG
Jim Lee stated that at last Monday’s SWEG meeting Jim Galvin gave an updated UFE cost impact presentation.  At the PWG, Jim Lee started stepping through Galvin’s presentation, but Jim Galvin joined the meeting and finished going through the presentation.
Agenda Item 8:  UFE Allocation Factors, Pro and Con Discussion
Jim Lee started out by reviewing the three options listed in the pro and con document posted on the website for this PWG meeting.  They are:
1)
Change the allocation factor vs. no change,

2)
Change Distribution NIDR metered premises from 1.0 to 0.5 allocation factor, and

3)
Change Transmission IDR, Distribution IDR and NIDR metered premises to have equal allocation factors.
There was much discussion covering arguments on either side.  Among other opinion, arguments were made that Advanced Meters will lower UFE on an interval by interval basis, but will do little to nothing to lower net UFE for the year.  Calvin said he sees the fundamental question as ‘How should UFE be allocated– on an interval by interval basis or holistically?’    The PWG reviewed and discussed eight of 11 pages (excluding references) of the pros and cons document.  The PWG will continue the review at its next meeting.

Agenda Item 9a:  Load Research – New Models Timeline
Bill Boswell said he will present a comparison of Load Research Sampling (LRS) Round 2 sample means to the current load profiles at the next PWG meeting.

Bill also stated that the data collection period for the LRS Round 2 sample is over, and that TDSPs can cease submitting LRS data to ERCOT.   

Agenda Item 9b:  UFE Report per Protocol Requirement
Adrian presented a report on UFE analysis for 2009 to meet the requirement in Protocols Section 11.6.2.  
Miscellaneous

Adrian brought up that it was time for the PWG to consider updating the usage time periods for Annual Validation listed in the Profile Decision Tree.  Adrian stepped through the proposed changes on the Segment Assignment tab.  There were no objections to the proposed changes.


Ernie or Ed to present the proposed Profile Decision Tree changes to COPS (and then TAC) for approval. 
Next Meeting
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, May 26, 2010.  Ernie will send out a notice when details are known. 
As always, if someone would like to submit an item to be put on the PWG agenda, it is preferable that topics be submitted to Ernie (Ernest.Podraza@directenergy.com) at least two weeks prior to the meeting.

PWG Meeting Notes DRAFT – 04/28/2010 
1

