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Agenda Item 1:  Antitrust Admonition
The ERCOT Antitrust Admonition and Disclaimer were read by the Chair, Jim Lee.
Agenda Item 2:  Introductions/Agenda Review
Jim reviewed the agenda and made introductions.
Agenda Item 3:  Review and Approve Call Notes
The notes for the March 28, 2016 meeting were approved.
Agenda Item 5: 2015 UFE Report
· This annual report is required by Protocol 11.6.1 – ERCOT reporting requirements. The following are notes from the report by Randy Roberts.

· UFE = Gen – (Load + Losses)
Negative UFE = load/losses are overestimated

· 2015 range: -0.50% ( slightly less than 1.5%
2013 was tight because overall negative due to larger than normal Transmission Losses (2.5%)

· Only 1.5% of ERCOT load is profiled (including unmetered)
AMS deployment began in 2009; UFE has dropped significantly since 2010
· Nearly at a point where UFE is at a baseline – what to do about that next?

· UFE Monthly MWH shows seasonality.  Winter months are negative (overestimated). Summer months are positive (underestimated). TLFs impact these heavily.

Agenda 6: Annual Validation 2016 Update
· ERCOT reviewed the tables of Residential changes for 2016. There were questions regarding year to year changes on Slide 4, “Summary of Residential Changes by TDSP”.  
· Follow-up: ERCOT will review Slide 4 for accuracy.
Agenda 7: Discussions to Modify the Annual Validation Schedule (standing item)
· The official AV Task due dates are set for 2016.  However in the spirit of giving TDSPs a dry run to test the modified AV schedule, ERCOT will provide the RESIDENTIAL and BUSINESS ESIID lists to the TDSPs by June 30.

· After presentations at RMS and COPS, no additional feedback from REP community on unintended consequences of changing the AV schedule.
· Follow-up: TDSPs will treat this as a dry run and provide feedback on the accelerated schedule of AV 2016.

· Follow-up:  TDSPs to evaluate whether AV processes can go through MarkeTrak in 2017 and moving forward.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT will update the Task List slide to track TDSP completion dates to determine if the modified schedule had any benefits.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT will include in the Market Notices that the lists were distributed early.
Agenda 8:  DG Standard Report – Continuing Discussion
· The DG input form will require potential Protocol changes and definite Load Profiling Guide changes.

· If not operated in parallel, the Customer does not have to inform the TDSP of installed Storage. If operated in parallel, the Customer should inform the TDSP but does not always do so.

· CNP has observed that most customers install the entire system at one time instead of adding a Storage device later on.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT (Paul/Sai) to add definitions of Storage (kW) and Storage Capacity (kWh). 
· Follow-up:  Storage and Storage Capacity to be categorized as “If available/applicable” on the DG input form.

· Follow-up:  TDSPs to provide feedback on the level of detailed information received from the customer regarding their storage.

Agenda 9:  Review Protocol Section 9.18 - Profile Development Cost Recovery Fee for Non-ERCOT Sponsored Load Profile Segment
· Since Protocol Section 9.18 is based on PUCT Subst R 25.131, PWG is looking to ERCOT Legal for their feedback on whether removing Section 12.7 from the Load Profiling Guide puts us out of compliance with Protocol Section 9.18.

· Calvin stated that it is very unlikely that a “non-ERCOT sponsored load profile change” would be requested or approved so there is no need to retain Load Profiling Guide language to address this process or need for a cost recovery mechanism.

· If ERCOT Legal agrees that Section 12.7 can be deleted, then PWG can move forward with changing the language.  Otherwise, if ERCOT needs to keep language, is 12.7(3) sufficient?
· Follow-up:  Market Rules will ask ERCOT Legal.

Agenda 10: Compare Protocol Section 18 and Load Profiling Guide Documents
Market Rules’ comments were reviewed.
Follow-up: Bill will check if the “Weather Sensitivity Code” is defined in the Protocols or Load Profiling Guide and report to Ann Boren by 5/26.

Agenda 11:  NPRR/LPGRR Next Steps

· LPGRR: 6/14 posting; 6/29 PWG review; 7/27 PWG IA review; 8/10 COPS; 8/25 TAC

· NPRR: 6/1 posting; 6/16 PRS; 7/14 PRS IA review; 7/28 TAC; 8/9 BOD
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for June 29, 2016 at the MET Center.
Follow-Up Action Items for the June 29 meeting.
· Follow-up: ERCOT will review Slide 4 for accuracy. 
· Follow-up: TDSPs will treat this as a dry run and provide feedback on the accelerated flow of AV 2016.

· Follow-up:  TDSPs to evaluate whether AV processes can go through MarkeTrak in 2017 and moving forward.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT will update the Task List slide to track TDSP completion dates to determine if the modified schedule had any benefits.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT will include in the Market Notices that the lists were distributed early.
· Follow-up:  ERCOT (Paul/Sai) to add definitions of Storage (kw) and Storage Capacity (kwh). 
· Follow-up:  Storage and Storage Capacity to be categorized as “If available/applicable” on the DG input form.

· Follow-up:  TDSPs to provide feedback on the level of detailed information received from the Customer regarding their Storage.

· Follow-up:  Market Rules will ask ERCOT Legal if Section 12.7 can be deleted.

· Follow-up: Bill will check if the “Weather Sensitivity Code” is defined in the Protocols or Load Profiling Guide and report to Ann Boren by 5/26.
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