Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 16-Jan-2002
Attendees:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Betty Day – ERCOT

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (Scribe/Facilitator)

Darryl Nelson – TXU (Facilitator)

Ernie Podraza – Reliant 

Walt Shumate – Consultant

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda:

· Announcements

· Review Mimi Goldberg’s rewrite of LPOG section 8 


8.2.2      -- Load Profiling Id Changes from Competitive Retailers

8.2.4      -- Load Profile Id Changes Resulting from Meter Changes

8.2.4.2   -- Non-IDR to IDR (NIDR to IDR) 

8.2.4.3 -- NOTOU to TOU

8.2.4.4 -- Demand to NoDemand

· Review first draft of Metering section authored by John, Lloyd, and Brenda

Announcements:

Darryl Nelson will not be available for the morning session.  Derek will act as moderator in the morning.

Mimi Goldberg is out of the office and will most likely not be available for comment today.

Deadband Issue Revised:

ERCOT requested clarification from Darryl Nelson regarding expectations of the PWG.  For both the deadband analysis, and the cut of months to use for profile id validation provide:

· A brief summary of analyses

· Any recommendations derived from the analyses

· An assessment of the quality of the analyses

· An assessment determining if a new studies should be performed

LPOG Final Scrub:

Darryl requested that the PWG will hold a “brainstorming session” shortly to address the issue of how best to scrub the LPOG.  Concerns are consistency with the protocols, internal consistency of the LPOG document, and language cosmetics.  For example, the use of the acronym TDSP may be inconsistently handled in each section.  Case in point, the metering section being reviewed today spells out Transmission and Distribution Service Provider (TDSP) before using the acronym later in the section.  This is not the case for Section 8.  Other considerations include assessing the need to keep repeated language in different sections of the Guides.

Review Mimi Goldberg’s rewrite of LPOG section 8 

Review is completed.

Section 8.2.2 review and analysis performed yesterday (15-jan-2002) while the PWG addressed AEP’s issues regarding communication procedures between CRs and TDSPs regarding profile Id disputes.

No changes to section 8.2.3 performed.  Lloyd stated that this section should be gray boxed until review of the “cut of months used for validation” issue is resolved.

Mimi’s Revisions to section 8.2.4 Load Profile Id Changes Resulting from Meter Changes accepted.

PWG added a paragraph to section 8.2.4 stipulating CRs may request TDSPs deploy advance metering not required under the tariffs of the TDSP, but the CR will be responsible for any costs that the TDSP is authorized to recover per the tariffs. This paragraph addresses Mimi’s question in Section 8.2.4.2 Non-IDR to IDR.

Section 8.2.4.3 NOTOU to TOU is edited significantly.

Mimi’s revisions to the first paragraph are accepted.  PWG dismissed Mimi’s inquiry regarding CRs using any TOU schedule since TOU schedules are TDSP specific at this time. Reference the Load Profiling Decision Tree.

Mimi’s suggested text is edited to remove specific reference to the PUCT.  A more general term “appropriate regulatory review” is substituted.  The PWG believes this term more accurately describes the process for obtaining approval of new TOU schedules for Investor Owned Utilities as well as Public Power Utilities.

Section 8.2.4.5 Demand to NoDemand is edited significantly.

First paragraph rewritten to explicitly state that kW data must only be provided to ERCOT for an ESIID when the ESIID has a load factor profile type assignment.

All revision text referencing IDR meters and metering is removed. Language removed by Mimi is restored.  Language supplied by Mimi is used to amplify upon text originally developed by the PWG.   Derek will provide alternative language for this section at the next meeting of the PWG.

Section 8.2.3.5 will be reviewed again at the next PWG meeting.

Review first draft of Metering section authored by John, Lloyd, and Brenda

First review is completed.

Introduction, Demand Meter Changes, and Load Research Samples have been reviewed.  IDR Requirement review deferred. Derek noted that ERCOT’s IDR Requirement report is only made available to CRs via the MIS.  The CR is expected to make an IDR install request to the TDSP within 30 days. The TDSP is obligated to install the IDR meter with 60 days of the request. The Market Oversight Division of the PUCT monitors compliance.   This reporting process will be further researched by ERCOT.

The next PWG meeting will be held on Wednesday January 23, 2002 at the Met Center in Austin.  Please note that the meeting planned for Tuesday January 22, 2002 has been canceled.

