Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 04-18-02

Attendees:

Darryl Nelson – TXU (facilitator)

Diana Ott – ERCOT (scribe)

John Taylor – Entergy

Ernie Podraza – Reliant

Rochelle Brown – LCRA

Jason Glore – CPS

Terry Bates - ONCOR

Via Teleconference:

Lloyd Young – AEP

Krista Keeler- TNPE

James Tanneberger-TNPE
Agenda:

     1) Discuss alternative possibilities for Annual Validation of Load

Profile ID Assignment for 2002

     2) Continue to incorporate all scrubbing items into the "official"

LPOG.

General Discussion:

One additional question that may be asked at the PUCT workshop for project 25516 is “As a matter of policy, should the Commission require ERCOT to develop load profiles that facilitate demand responses to electricity prices?”

Darryl mentions that the load control and Time of Use is already addressed in the LPOG. 

Krista Keeler would like to see the e-mail from Shawnee. (Question is above)

Diana Ott with ERCOT conveyed that preliminary analysis of the April 2002 iteration of Initial Profile ID Validation indicate there is very minimal to no change from the Jan. 2002 iteration.  However, ERCOT’s analysis is not yet complete.  As requested, ERCOT sent an electronic mail to the Load Profiling Working Group that provided more granularity of the errors for the January iteration of Initial Profile ID Validation presented at the LPWG meeting on April 10,2002. 

Terry Bates (ONCOR) stated his TDSP is waiting until all the 20,000 samples are corrected and then all changes will be submitted at one time.

Lloyd Young (AEP) stated his TDSP has sent their 814_20 transactions in already to correct their discrepancies.

Ernie Podraza (Reliant CR) expressed concern of the financial impact to settlements by not submitting 814_20 transactions, and this process started in June of 2001.  Time limitations within organizations are no excuse. 

Diana Ott (ERCOT) expresses the importance of communicating directly with the Load Profile Group contact Ron Hernandez with any issues regarding corrections related to initial validation.  ERCOT reiterated to LPWG the need to notify ERCOTs Load Profiling Department prior to sending in 814_20 pertaining to Initial Profile ID Validation.    Members of this group expressed that there needs to be a greater sense of urgency to complete the Initial Validation.

Darryl Nelson suggested that this issue should be elevated to RMS.

John Taylor (Entergy) announced there will be a filing possibly next week in regards to the issue.  John stated that he wants to mention that IDR data needed to be transmitted in a more timely fashion.  Darryl stated this is not a LPWG issue, this is a metering issue, and perhaps needed to be addressed at the RMS. 

Action Item: Each person should go back and discuss internally within your organization if this need to go to RMS? If so, how do we want to present it?  How do we want to elevate this?  Do we make a recommendation to RMS that all errors will be corrected by a certain date? How do we get it done?

Darryl Nelson (TXU) stated he wanted to make a correction to the meeting minutes that were sent out for the PWG meeting held on 4-10-2002. The correction made is as follows: The Annual Validation document presented by Darryl Nelson at the meeting was NOT the position of TXU but only a suggestion from Darryl Nelson as the chair of the LPWG. 

Agenda item #1:  Discuss alternative possibilities for Annual Validation of Load Profile ID Assignment for 2002.  

Darryl Nelson lead the discussion on Annual Validation and different options were brainstormed.  Ernie Pedroza captured the results on the white board.  A non-binding vote for each person was taken and results are captured in the attachment named “VoteAnnualValidation4_18_2002.xls”. 

Agenda item #2:  Continue to incorporate all scrubbing items into the "official" LPOG.

Terry Bates requested some clarification on wording in section 16.2.11.1 in the first sentence.  The first sentence was reworded to add clarification.

Lloyd questioned section 16.2.8, second sentence to be reworded for clarity.  This was reworded by the PWG for clarification. Section 16.2.11.4 Second sentence reworded for clarity per Lloyd’s request

Terry Bates question the PWG if lagged dynamic needs to be defined? PWG decided to gray box the word Lagged Dynamic Profiling Methodology.

Lloyd request clarification to section 16.4.5, PWG reworded the first paragraph.

The PWG stopped scrubbing at the beginning of section 18. 

Additional Discussion Items: 

Krista Keeler with TNPE asked where she should look for additional information on Load Profiling.  PWG suggested protocols, ERCOT training materials/workshops and the Decision Tree.  It was suggested to review the gray box sections of LPOG.  Krista requested Ernie to e-mail her where this information can be found.

