PWG Meeting Notes – September 18, 2025
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· Admonition:  Sam advised the attendees of the Antitrust Admonition

· Introductions:  Sam confirmed the meeting participants and reviewed the agenda.

· Review of the August 13th Meeting Notes:

Sam reviewed the slides from PWG’s September 9th RMS report.  TNMP transitioned their BUSIDRRQ to BUSLRG profiles.  The remaining BUSIDRRQ profiles will be transitioned as advanced meters are installed.  The 2025 Annual Validation Process is complete ahead of the September 30th deadline.  Discussion was had on the BUS LO to MED Load Factor (LF) threshold and if there was a way of reducing the number of profile changes.  A suggestion was to change the 0.40 LF threshold to a band of between 0.38 – 0.42 where a profile would not change if it fell within that range.  The conversion of the Profile Decision Tree to Word from Excel continued with a year end target for introducing a LPGRR for RMS review.  Discussion was also had on a new working group name for the combined Texas SET and Profiling Working Groups, both of which will sunset 12/31/2025.

· Creation of a new Load Profile to identify Battery Storage:  
This was tabled to the October PWG meeting when ERCOT would be available to speak to the subject and questions could be asked and answered.

· Suggestions on Reducing Annual Validation Changes:
Kathy Scott suggested tabling this to the October PWG Meeting when ERCOT would be available to speak opine to the subject matter.  benefits and challenges of changing profiles that fall outside of a LF band (0.38 – 0.42) rather than deviating above or below a single LF (0.40).	Comment by Pak, Sam: Removing this last part as I don’t think Kathy is referring to LF bandwidths.  I believe Kathy is wanting to suggest reducing the process frequency of Annual Validation (eg every other year for BUS or 5yrs vs 3yrs for RES). 

· Review Load Profile BUS LO/MED Historical Data:

This was tabled to the October PWG Meeting.  ERCOT was not available.  In Oct, ERCOT will be providing data (counts) on profiled BUS LO/MED with annual load factors across 38%-42% which may provide insights into those on the 40% LF threshold bubble.    as it goes hand in hand with the prior bullet point and ERCOT was not in attendance to provide feedback.

· Review Draft LPGRR Conversion of the Profile Decision Tree from Excel to Word Format:

Sam suggested that some sections of the Load Profile Decision Tree remain in Excel Format due to the definitions and calculations not being easily followed in Word Format.  This was specifically related to the Segment Assignment and Usage Methodology Tabs.  Rob Bevill found in Chapter 9, Section 14 of the Nodal Protocols a format (in Word) that could be used for the tabs that Sam had mentioned.  Sam is going to get with ERCOT offline to review how those Excel tabs would look in Word format.  The final tabs remaining to review/convert from Excel to Word should be relatively straight forward and completed at the October PWG Meeting.	Comment by Pak, Sam: LPGRR Conversion review will likely carryover into early next yr.

· Other Business:
Bill Snyder asked, “When should customers on a BUSIDRRQ profile that have an advanced meter installed have their profile changed to BUSLRG?”.  Sam opined that Oncor would change profiles immediately and not wait until the next Annual Validation cycle.  It was agreed that this would be beneficial to the customer.  
Kyle Patrick suggested that the leadership of Texas SET and PWG meet next month to map out 2026 and determine the leadership structure of the combined working group.

The next PWG meeting is scheduled for October 16, 2025, via Webex.
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