Possible Solutions for AMS Indicator
Transactional Solutions 

1.  Adding indicator to meter type

a. Would be included in all registration transactions

b. If already ROR would receive an 814_20 updating
i. Possible to limit this to a going forward basis only 
c. When gaining would receive on the 814_05, 814_14 or the 814_22

d. Transactions impacted:  814_04, 814_05, 814_14, 814_22, 814_20, 814_21, 867_02 and 867_03
2. Add a REF segment that would contain a AMS Flag

a. Would be included in all registration transactions

b. If already ROR would receive an 814_20 updating

i. Possible to limit this to a going forward basis only 

c. When gaining would receive on the 814_05, 814_14 or the 814_22

d. Transactions impacted:  814_04, 814_05, 814_14, 814_22, 814_20, 867_02 867_03

· Notes for 1 and 2: 

· Would require an additional 814_20 from TDSP to ERCOT and then from ERCOT to the CR and an additional 814_21 from ERCOT to the TDSP to be sent for every ESI ID being provisioned (and an additional one per ESI ID already provisioned unless we only do this going forward). 

· Would require coordination with ERCOT and the TDSPs as to volumes of transactions that will be sent daily as well as a schedule for the duration of the changes.  

· If each transaction cost is $0.25 per this would result in a cost of $4.5 million.  (Cost was derived estimating 3 transactions per ESI ID for 6 Million ESI IDs).

· This cost is assuming having to send 814_20s for meters that were provisioned prior to SET 4.0.  Cost would be much less if 814_20s were only sent going forward from SET 4.0 Release.  

3. ERCOT uses the Load Profile Logic to populate the AMS Flag on the 814_05, 814_14 and 814_22
a. Would be populated when gaining the ESI ID
b. CRs would not receive an AMS Flag when changes are made using the 814_20

· Notes: 

· Would require coding in ERCOT systems to populate information on these transactions.  

· ERCOT can provide feedback on what the system impacts and cost would be for this solution.  

· ERCOT does not currently manipulate these transactions and just pass this information through to the CR.  

4. Make the 814_PC bi-directional and the TDSP would send the 814_PC with the AMS indicator at the same time as changing the profile code at ERCOT

· Notes: 

· Would require an 814_PC from the TDSP to the CR and an 814_PD from the CR to the TDSP when the profile is updated.   

· Currently the 814_PC is CR to TDSP only and the PD is TDSP to CR only.   Both would have to code to be able to send/receive both the PC and the PD.  

· If each transaction cost is $0.25 per this would result in a cost of $3 million. (Cost was derived estimating 2 transactions per ESI ID for 6 Million ESI IDs).

5. Instead of indicating AMS Flag indicate Non AMS Flag

a. Would be populated for ESI IDs where an AMS meter is not installed/provisioned.  

b. If already ROR would receive an 814_20 updating

i. Possible to limit this to a going forward basis only 

c. When gaining would receive on the 814_05, 814_14 or the 814_22

d. Transactions impacted:  814_04, 814_05, 814_14, 814_22, 814_20, 867_02 867_03

· Notes: 

· Would require 814_20 (TDSP to ERCOT and ERCOT to CR) and 814_21 (ERCOT to TDSP) but would be a smaller population.

·  If each transaction cost is $0.25 per this would result in a cost of $1.3 million. (Cost was derived estimating 3 transactions per ESI ID for 1.75 Million ESI IDs – estimation of ESI IDs is a rough estimate using expected deployment timelines).

· Would only be provided for metered services (Unmetered would assume Non AMS since it is unmetered).

· CR would assume AMS is this flag is not present on a metered service.  

Outstanding Question:

· The question was raised as to whether TDSPs would want to look into sending multiple changes on an 814_20.  The Implementation Guide allows this but market practice has been to send one change at a time.  

Alternative to Transaction Solutions

1. Use of Load Profile Logic 
a. CRs are able to derive if not BusIDRRQ & is IDR then it is an AMS meter
b. CRs can code system to evaluate the Profile Code to then populate an AMS y/n in their system
2. ESI ID Extract 

a. ERCOT is currently using the Load Profile to derive the indicator and is populating this information to the Texas Market Link find ESI ID Functionality, which in return populates the TDSP ESI ID Extract

b. Updated when the 814_20 changing the Load Profile is received by ERCOT

3. Use of the current AMS list of EIS IDs provided by the TDSPs

a. List is updated weekly on Friday

b. TDSPs, per PUCT requirement, post a list of ESI IDs where an AMS meter is installed.  The list indicates that it is provisioned to provide VEE’d  meter data but may not yet be provisioned for settlement at ERCOT (meaning an 814_20 changing the Load Profile has not been sent to and accepted by ERCOT).  
Note:   All 3 of these solutions are already in place and some CRs are currently using these tools to populate the AMS indicator in their systems.  
