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Agenda Item 1:  Antitrust Admonition
The ERCOT Antitrust Admonition and Disclaimer were read by Ed Echols, PWG Chair.  
Agenda Item 2:  COPS Meeting and PWG Agenda Review
Ed reviewed the agenda for today’s call and the slides presented to COPS   No new assignments were received from COPS.
Agenda Item 3:  Approve 12/9/2013 Meeting Notes
The meeting notes for the December 9, 2013 call were approved. 
Agenda Item 4:  BUSIDRRQ vs AMS Metering Data Flow
Ed introduced the topic by posing the question: What can we do with AMS data to realize more efficient use of AMS data for settlements as opposed to using 867_03’s? 
Diana stated all existing TNMP processes using 867_03’s.
The following options with their pros and cons were discussed:
· Add another Profile Type. ERCOT would use the new profile to go directly to the LSE data in settlements.

· Add a new Meter Data Type.

· BUSIDRRQ could use whatever is received by the initial settlement. The data could be in two places – LSE files and 867_03’s.

Ed asked the PWG to be thinking about the options discussed today and any additional ideas.  Send your ideas to Ed.  Sheri will summarize the options discussed during today’s call.  Ed will discuss the topic with RMS to get a wider audience.

Agenda Items 5: Review Language to Allow TDSP to Manage the Initial Profile Assignment Process
This topic was not discussed.

Agenda Items 6: Review Oil& Gas Validation Process
Calvin explained the Oil & Gas validation process as described in the Load Profiling Guide Decision Tree (Appendix D). Calvin proposed an update to the Decision Tree changing the process where the validation will only be applicable to NIDR ESI IDs. There are two options:
· ERCOT will only validate NIDR ESI IDs to ensure that they are not weather sensitive (and therefore are a flat load) however CR’s could submit ESI IDs with AMS meters to have an OGFLT assignment. ERCOT would not perform any validation for weather sensitivity on AMS ESI IDs.
· Allows only NIDR ESI IDs to be assigned the Oil & Gas profile.
Ed stated if the AMS interval data is missing then proxy days will be used.  Calvin stated the net effect is weather sensitivity validation will be performed for NIDR ESI IDs. 

ERCOT will draft language for the Decision Tree.

Agenda Items 7: Weather Sensitivity Determination

Randy explained that the weather sensitivity (WS) determination is performed only on BUSIDRRQ premises.  In settlements the meter reading is estimated as follows: 

· If the premise is WS then the three (3) most similar proxy days are determined using the maximum temperature within 5 degrees and the time within 2 hours.  
· If the premise is not WS then the most recent day-of-the-week is used.
Ed and Randy agreed that resources can be spent improving the estimation or getting the interval data sooner.

Next PWG Meeting
The next PWG call is scheduled for February 28, 2014. The agenda and WebEx information will be posted to the meeting page on ercot.com.
If someone would like to propose an item for consideration by the PWG, please submit these items to Ed Echols (Edwin.Echols@oncor.com).
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