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Kathy Scott, CenterPoint

Jim Lee, Direct Energy

Agenda Item 1:  Antitrust Admonition
The ERCOT Antitrust Admonition and Disclaimer were read by Ed Echols.  
Agenda Item 2:  COPS Meeting and PWG Agenda Review
Ed reviewed the agenda for today’s call.  The COPS report will include slides from Agenda Items 5 and 7.  Bill will send Item 7 slides to Ed.
Agenda Item 3:  Approve 3/26/2014 Meeting Notes
The meeting notes for the March 26, 2014 call were approved with one addition to Item 8. 
Agenda Item 4:  BUSIDRRQ vs AMS Metering – Continuing Discussion
The discussion continued regarding the Protocol Requirement where once the 700 kW threshold is reached, if the ESIID changes to a profile type of BUSIDRRQ, the TDUs mustsend monthly data with an 867_03 (IDR) format with the appropriate interval data for the period included in the start and stop dates.. 
Randy reviewed Options 1A and 1B as follows:
· Option 1A: Stop converting AMS meters that reach the threshold (leave as-is).
· Option 1B: (dependent upon adoption of Option 1A.) : Provide competitive TDSPs the option of: 
· 1) keep premises assigned to BUSIDRRQ, or 

· 2) transition existing BUSIDRRQ premises to AMS using one of the existing   Profile Type codes.  
(Both options may require a new method to identify premises that have reached the IDR required threshold but will not be converted to BUSIDRRQ.)
Alan suggested the BUSIDRRQ requirement is a step backward because the 867_03 is delivered monthly while the AMS LSE files are delivered daily.  Alan stated Options 1A and 1B are separate issues and advocated initially addressing Option 1A with an NPRR.

Ed responded an NPRR will not move forward at COPS without consensus at PWG.

Jim Lee stated Direct Energy wants the BUSIDRRQ and the 867_03 to continue.  The Profile Code is used as an indicator of what type of data will be received - 867_03 or LSE. 

For TDSP’s, BUSIDRRQ is rate-specific and the legacy systems use BUSIDRRQ for many processes including 4CP calculations.

The consensus was an NPRR cannot negatively impact current business processes.  Discussions will continue during the next PWG call.
Agenda Items 5: Review Oil & Gas Validation Process
Bill reviewed the Oil & Gas validation process as described in the Load Profiling Guide Decision Tree (Appendix D) and proposed an update to the Decision Tree changing the process so the weather sensitivity validation will only be applicable to NIDR ESI IDs. Two (2) options were proposed:
· 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 questioned whether Market Participants understand that the premises with an AMS meter are settled on interval data – not the flat profile.  The consensus was Option 1 and the inclusion of a sentence stating premises with an AMS meter are settled with the interval data – not the OGFLT plat profile.
Action Item: Prepare a draft LPGRR for review during the PWG call on May 30.

Agenda Items 6: Discussion on Weather Sensitivity Code
The weather sensitivity (WS) determination is performed annually in November and only on BUSIDRRQ premises.  The WS report is posted to the MIS. In settlements the meter reading would be 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.
The consensus was the weather sensitivity determination should continue and be included with the Annual Validation process.  The WS summary will be added to the Annual Validation summary.
Agenda Item 7:  Annual Review of Load Profile ID Assignment Process
Bill explained this review is to satisfy Protocol Requirement 18.4.2 (1).  A slide listed Load Profile ID assignment activities that PWG had discussed in the past year. Kathy Scott suggested that on Page 2 the heading “Recommendations for Enhancements” be changed to “Topics of Discussion”.  There was agreement on this change.
Next PWG Meeting
The next PWG call is scheduled for May 30, 2014, 10:30-Noon. The agenda and WebEx information will be posted to the meeting page on ercot.com.
As always, please submit any new agenda items to Ed Echols, Chair (Edwin.Echols@oncor.com) or Jim Lee, Vice Chair (jim.lee@directenergy.com).
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