Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 23-Jan-2002
Attendees:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (scribe)

Jackie Mikus – ERCOT

Peggy Maurhoff  – TXU

Darryl Nelson – TXU (facilitator)

Ernie Podraza – Reliant

John Taylor – Entergy

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda:

· Announcements

· Election of  Vice Chair for PWG

· Explore setting a requirement regarding TDSP  timely response to CR profile id change request

· Review following sections of the LPOG

· AEP suggestion to define IDR removal criteria

· ERCOT language change in 16.2 “IDR Requirement”

· ERCOT language revision to 8.2.4.5 “Demand to NoDemand”

· Action Items from 01-15-02 and 01-16-02

Action Item #1
Timing details – D.Glatz

Action Item #4
Subordinate language – J.Mikus

Action Item #5


Action Item #6
Processing fee  -- D.Glatz & J.Mikus 

· Brainstorm ideas to “scrub” the LPOG for final draft

· ERCOT Notification Practices Follow Up   (added )

Announcements:

RMS Chairs Meetings 

Darryl informed the PWG that Don Bender, RMS Chair, has instituted a new requirement to conduct a RMS Chairs teleconference  meeting on the Wednesday in the week preceding RMS meeting.  During the RMS Chairs meeting held on 24-Jan-2002, the following topics were discussed:

· RMS delegating responsibility for selection of Chair and Vice Chair to members of respective working groups.

· Each working group filling Chair and Vice Chair positions.

· Each working group post ,at minimum, a six month calendar of working group meetings.

· Each working group only bringing items to either be voted on by RMS, or discussed by the RMS.  RMS Agenda is too full to take time to address working group status reports.  

Status of PWG Sponsored Protocol Revision Requests

The PRS meet on 28-Jan-2002.  This TAC committee accepted PRR309, “TDSP kW Demand Reporting”, with edits.  Specifically, “single kW demand value for each ESI ID” was modified to read “single demand value for each NIDR ESI ID”.  Reliant offered the change because Reliant only sends kVA demand data to ERCOT.

PRR310, “Estimating Usage Applied to Profiles”, was approved without edit.  Both PRRs will be submitted to TAC for review and approval.  

Lloyd requested clarification regarding PRR309 with respect to the requirement for each TDSP to comply with intent of this PRR.  This issue was discussed when the PRR was submitted, Derek recollected that the PWG expected TDSPs should be compliant six months after submittal of the PRR.  Derek will review prior PWG meeting minutes to locate support this statement. 

PUCT Pushing ERCOT to Implement DLC Capability 

Darryl stated that the Terry Eaton of the PUCT is pushing ERCOT to make DLC capability available to the Market for summer 2002.  As planned, this system functionality will be available around December 2002.  ERCOT expects to start the system build process in June 2002.  Since Reliant and  Austin Energy were the only TDSPs having DLC capability, it was decided to prioritize this capability below other competing work.

PWG Response to DSM Taskforce

The PWG offered some language suggestions to the DSM Taskforce to clarify PWG and ERCOT responsibility for implementation of DLC system capability. The PWG suggested changing the text on page 18 of the DSM Progress Report from: 

· The ERCOT Profiling WG needs to complete the implementation of systems to recognize a unique DLC load shape and ensure that IDRs do not need to be installed on all participating homes (so that sampling is acceptable)

to

· ERCOT needs to complete the implementation of systems to recognize unique DLC load shapes. ERCOT must take steps to involve the DSM Taskforce, Profiling WG, and other relevant TAC committees in the system build process when ERCOT does begin construction of this functionality in June 2002.
Darryl Nelson will Resign as PWG Chair in April 

Darryl announced his intentions to withdraw from the PWG after the LPOGs are complete and approved by RMS.  It is his desire to have the LPOG approved by RMS by 31-Mar-2002.

Profile Id Validation Issues

ERCOT raised the concern that the PWG has only specified criteria regarding the data which should be used for initial validation (consumption and demand data from March 2000 through February 2001).  ERCOT will have to perform annual validation this May. Absent any other guidance,  ERCOT will use the initial validation criteria to validate profile assignments.  ERCOT is recommending the PWG provide criteria for annual validation.  Some issues regarding this issue include:

· resolving the  “deadband” issue for ongoing annual validation.

· selection of the 12 consecutive months to obtain consumption and demand data for calculating load factor and winter ratio components of the Profile Id.

· developing criteria to handle situations where a new ESI Id will have 12 consecutive months of consumption and demand data before next annual validation.  In particular, does the account remain on the default profile until revised criteria are set, or should some other criteria apply.

Election of  Vice Chair for PWG

Darryl stated that the requirements for the Vice Chair would require facilitating PWG meeting, and making presentations to RMS when the Chair cannot fulfill these obligations.  Darryl received no email notifications per his email on 25-Jan-2002 to the PWG exploder list.  Ernie Podraza and John Taylor self nominated themselves. Ernie Podraza was selected to be Vice Chair.

Darryl requested the PWG meet once a week through the end of March to allow sufficient time to complete development of the LPOG, and monthly thereafter. Below is the schedule for the PWG through August 2002.

06-Feb-2002 (Wed)*

12-Feb-2002 (Tue)

20-Feb-2002 (Wed)

27-Feb-2002 (Wed)

06-Mar-2002 (Wed) 

12-Mar-2002 (Tue)

20-Mar-2002 (Wed)

27-Mar-2002 (Wed)

10-Apr-2002 (Wed)

08-May-2002 (Wed) 

05-Jun-2002 (Wed)

10-Jul-2002 (Wed)

07-Aug-2002 (wed)

All meeting will be held in Room 209 at the ERCOT Met Center except the February 6th meeting which will be held in Room 253 at the ERCOT Met Center.

Explore setting a requirement regarding TDSP  timely response to CR profile id change request

Section 8.2.2 of the LPOG describe the process that a CR must follow when the CR and the TDSP cannot come to agreement on the assignment of a profile id to a specific ESI ID.  Lloyd voiced concern that a TDSP could defer taking any action on a CR’s request and effectively deny a CR’s request to change the profile assignment. The PWG is being asked to recommend TDSPs make response time to a CR’s request consistent across TDSPs.   After debate it was decided that the PWG should not modify LPOG language to stipulate consistent response times to CR requests to a TDSP.  This decision is accepted because the Protocols section 1.1 “Summary of the ERCOT Protocols Document paragraph  3 specifically state that the Protocols “are not intended to govern the direct relationships between or among Market Participants”.   

AEP suggestion to define IDR removal criteria

AEP has proposed  defining criteria for allowing TDSPs the authority to remove IDR. The group reviewed the proposal, and agreed that it has a great deal of merit. Since this request would require a Protocol revision,  the PWG decided to table any discussion on this issue until the LPOG have been approved by RMS. 

ERCOT language change in 16.2 “IDR Requirement”

Derek developed language to make section 16.2 consistent with actual ERCOT practices regarding the IDR Requirement reporting, and language found in LPOG section 8.2.4.2 “Non-IDT to IDR (NIDR to IDR)”.  In addition, language specifying a number of days to submit a disputes regarding IDR requirement was changed to simply refer to  Protocols section 9.5 “Settlement  and Billing Dispute Process”.  This language was accepted with editing.

ERCOT language revision to 8.2.4.5 “Demand to NoDemand”

Derek offered alternative language for section 8.2.4.5 which follows  Mimi Goldberg’s outline:

· no meter change is performed if either the CR or the TDSP require demand  data to properly bill their customers

· a TDSP must notice  a CR when it intends to remove a demand meter

· the TDSP must retain the demand meter if the CR requires demand data 

· a TDSP can either perform a physical meter change out or a virtual meter change out

· Regardless of the type of meter change out the follow must apply:

· Profile Id change coincides with last demand meter read

· ERCOT receives no demand data after Profile Id changed  

Language was adopted with minor editing. This language replaces the language currently in the LPOG for section 8.2.4.5 “Demand to NoDemand”.

Action Item #1 (Timing details)

ERCOT reviewed the entire LPOG and determined that timing details for two specific instances fail to comply with Protocols. In LPOG section 8.2.2 on page 41, the TDSP is given 5 business days to submit a disputed profile id change request in which ERCOT decides in favor of the CR.  The Protocols section 18.4.4.1 “Validation Tests” in paragraph 6 and 7 give the TDSP only three days to effect the change.  After discussion which questioned the pertinence of this Protocol section to the LPOG section, it was decided to change the LPOG wording to reflect 3 business days. 

In the LPOG section 6.3 “Timing”,  ERCOT is obligated to respond to submitted methodology change requests 60 days after the requestor submits the proposal to the PWG.  Protocols section 18.2.9 “Adjustments and Changes to Load Profile Development” require ERCOT to respond to the request 60 days after receipt and posting of request to the MIS.  The PWG considers methodology changes significant so language in the LPOG was modified to instruct ERCOT not to post the methodology change request to the MIS until the methodology change request has been presented to the PWG.

The remaining instances in the ERCOT report distributed by Derek to the PWG Exploder list on 29-Jan-2002  will be reviewed at a later date.  These instances do not conflict with Protocols; however they merit review based upon comments received from the RMS on LPOG documents submitted for review. This action item is complete.

Action Item #4 (Subordinate language)

ERCOT Legal reviewed the interim subordination language accepted by the PWG on   23-Jan-2002 in conjunction with the RMS directive. The following revision identified in bold italics is recommended:

"Specific practices described in these Guides for the ERCOT System are consistent with the North American Electric Reliability Council Operating Policies and the ERCOT Protocols.  In the event of any conflict between these Guides and state law, PUCT rules, or the ERCOT Protocols, such conflict shall be resolved in favor of the applicable law, rules, or Protocols.”
This language is accepted without edit.  This action item is complete.

Jackie requested the PWG provide guidance on language defining the purpose of the LPOG.  Below is Ernie’s recommendation which the group is instructed to review for the next meeting.

“The purpose of this LPOG is to augment the language in the Protocols that affect Load Profiling.”

ERCOT Notification Practices Follow Up   (added )
ERCOT  was asked if the Client Services Organization routinely includes others on its market notification broadcasts other than the designated primary contacts for each Market Participant.  Client Services does not routinely broadcast market notifications to exploder lists. Only individuals on the Primary Contact list are normally notified.  This practice assures that Client Service Representatives can maintain a high level of follow through to make sure that market notices do reach MPs. Working Groups can request inclusion on specific market notifications where inclusion would be treated as an informational broadcast not requiring follow up by Client Services.  

Action Item #6

Work is in progress. This item is still open.

LPOG Scrub List

The following items have been included on the checklist of items to scrub the LPOG:

· remove any references to kW when demand appears in the document

· remove any unnecessary timings

· remove any language which dictates relationship between CRs and TDSP

The next PWG meeting will be held on Wednesday, February 6, 2002 at the ERCOT MET Center Room 253, Austin, TX,  9:00 am – 3:30 pm.  

