Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 21-Mar-2002
Attendees:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Terry Bates – Oncor

Rochelle Brown – LCRA

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (scribe)

Jason Glore – CPS

Jackie Mikus – ERCOT (audio visual)

Darryl Nelson – TXU (facilitator)

Susan Neel – Reliant

Diana Ott – ERCOT

Ernie Podraza – Reliant

Brenda Snyder – Entergy

John Taylor – Entergy

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda:
· Scrub LPOG section by section

· Review Ernie Podraza edits to LPOG Section 9.2  “ Processes to Change Load Profile ID Assignments”

· Address Texas Set issues regarding changes to a Profile ID as noted in Susan Neel’s email to the PWG on Friday March 15th
Agenda:

Scrub LPOG section by section

Ground rules for scrubbing the LPOG were established.  The document would be reviewed section by section.  Each participating member is given an opportunity to call attention to areas of concern they identified when researching their scrub list action items.  The order of comment is:

1 Kedra Baltrip

2 John Taylor

3 Rochelle Brown

4 Brenda Snyder 

5 Darryl Nelson

6 Terry Bates

7 Derek Glatz

8 Ernie Podraza

9 Jason Glore

10 Diana Ott

Glossary Issues

Group determined that the LPOG glossary should define the terms 

· Load Profile Models

· Consensus Forum

Load Profiling Methodology Document Version 1.04

Significant discussion occurred regarding the document Load Profiling Methodology Document Version 1.04 (May 2000).  The PWG decided to remove this reference from the LPOG.  It was noted that this document served as a consolidation of PWG meeting minutes through May 2000, and was used as a reference when writing Protocols chapter 18 “Load Profiling”.  Darryl Nelson is currently the keeper of this document, but has agreed to forward a copy of the document to ERCOT, and have ERCOT take responsibility for maintaining this document.  Darryl Nelson noted that this document is rough copy.  He also suggested that no effort to transform the document into more refined copy since most of this material is either Protocols or the LPOG.  This document is best treated as a historical artifact.  

The PWG will address making this document available to the Public via ERCOT’s website at a future meeting.  John Taylor requested a copy of the document, which Darryl Nelson will forward to John Taylor.

The PWG decided to remove any reference to this document in the LPOG because it may generate more confusion of the art of load profiling for ERCOT.  

Time-of-Use Issues

The term “Time-of-Use” is not consistently applied throughout the Protocols, nor throughout the LPOG. The following lists several versions of this term:

· Time-of-Use (industry standard –e.g. AEIC Load Research Manual)

· Time-of-use (Protocols Chapter 18)

· Time-Of-Use (LPOG)

· Time of Use (Protocols Glossary)

· Time of use

The PWG decided to use the term “Time-of-Use” within the LPOG.  

New Scrub Items

Kedra Baltrip observed that bullets are not consistently applied throughout the LPOG.  Various symbols are used to label a bullet; moreover, the bullets do not consistently start an even distance from the left margin.  This work will be treated as a cosmetic item to be performed after LPOG content editing is completed. 

LPOG document scrubbing completed up through Section 7.2 “Who May Submit a Request”.  Further document scrubbing will be performed at the next PWG meeting.   The PWG debated holding another two day meeting next week, or simply holding a single “long day” session. The PWG decided to hold a single “long day” PWG session since Friday March 29th is Good Friday, which is a holiday for most PWG participants.  Holding a two day meeting next week is considered burdensome.

Address Texas Set issues regarding changes to a Profile ID

Susan Neel, the Chair of the Texas Set Working Group, addressed the PWG to raise awareness of the issues presented to the Market by having a requirement that a meter read accompany every meter type change-out.  Specifically, a Load Profile ID change is made effective with a prior meter read.

If a meter change is made mid billing cycle without a corresponding meter read being shipped to ERCOT, then the usage read submitted during routine meter reading will be rejected when submitted.  The 867_03 transaction is rejected because half the data in the transaction pertains to one type of meter while the other half corresponds to another type of meter.  ERCOT systems do not support mixed meter type 867_03 transactions.

TDSPs and CRs Systems are set up to bill off an 867_03 transaction shipped to ERCOT.  Since this transaction is paired with an 810_02 transaction (TDSP invoice for service to the CR).  Since TDSPs and CRs are not permitted to bill a customer more than 12 times per year, shipping two 867_03 transactions to ERCOT for a single billing period to address a meter type change-out will violate PUCT rules governing customer billing. This scenario is referred as “split billing” by Susan Neel.  She notes that ERCOT can support split billing but TDSPs cannot support this type of billing due to PUCT rules governing customer billing.

It was noted that ERCOT can receive two 867_03 transactions for a given ESI ID in a 30 day period, but these reads will be associated with move-ins and move-outs.  These reads are referred as “short reads”. PUCT rules allow a TDSP to generate two bills in a single billing period for such circumstances.

Because of data processing issues the following policy is in place.  Any meter type change out that occurs must be performed on a meter read date.  This policy was adopted at the RMS Metering Workshop held in June 2001.

Susan Neel stated that it would be desirable to allow TDSPs to schedule and work a meter type change out mid billing period.  The policy adopted in June 2001 works, but is financially burdensome to TDSPs who must modify their work management systems to accommodate this operating requirement.

Susan Neel was asked to explain the difficulties associated with treating a Non-IDR to IDR meter change out like a meter failure situation.  That is, make the Load Profile ID change effective with the next routinely submitted 867_03 transaction, and gross up the more granular IDR data to meet the requirements of the less granular Non-IDR metering requirement.  John Taylor stated that MV90 can easily sum IDR data to meet data aggregation requirements of less granular consumption reporting.

Susan Neel agreed that TDSPs could work this option, but Systems would have to be modified to “warehouse the 814_20 request” then ship the transaction to ERCOT when a routine meter read is generated.  She noted that Reliant ships 814_20s to ERCOT per meter change-out triggers in the Metering database.  Terry Bates was not certain, but he believes TXU has the same fundamental logic for shipping 814-20s to ERCOT.  Performing the system modifications to accomplish this task while straightforward is still involved and expensive to implement.  She also questioned whether the CR would be willing to forgo IDR data that is grossed up to accommodate ERCOT’s data processing requirements.  Ernie Podraza and John Taylor agreed that they would desire getting this data.

 Susan Neel stated that Texas Set is charged with developing an alternative to Option 5 accepted in the June 2001 RMS Metering Workshop.  She would like to have a solution implemented, which is long term, not another interim solution.  

Darryl Nelson summarized the discussion.  Currently, the following are true:

· The 867_03 transaction does not support mixed consumption reporting

· A meter type change out requires a Profile ID change

· The meter type change out must occur on a routine meter read date 

The following list summarized the possible Profile ID changes associated with a meter type change out:

· Non-TOU to TOU

· TOU to Non-TOU

· Non-Demand to Demand

· Demand to Non-Demand

· Non-IDR to IDR

No assignments were made concerning this issue.  Susan Neel will not be able to attend future PWG meetings, but she will work toward getting Texas Set representation to the PWG so that a long-term solution can be developed.  

Next Meeting

This PWG will be held Wednesday March 27, 2002, at ERCOT Met Center building, Austin, TX, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.  

