Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 05-30-2002

Attendees:

Terry Bates – ONCOR

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (scribe)

Krista Keeler – TNPE

Diana Ott – ERCOT (audio visual)

Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)

Brenda Snyder – Entergy

John Taylor – Entergy

Via Teleconference:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Betty Day – ERCOT

Mimi Goldberg – Consultant

Alan Graves – ERCOT

Agenda:
· Review “parked” issues from May 29th  

· Review Mimi Goldberg’s review of the LPOG

Global Review of LPOG

Issues List – Mimi Goldberg Comments

Section 6.3.2 Methodology Performance

PWG agreed with Mimi’s observation.   Language in this section modified to state methodology evaluations will be based on results of evaluations of profiling model performance.

Section 8.2.4 Factors Considered in Comparisons

PWG added language which clarifies that “Target” profile reference in Appendix C are “proposed” profiles in body of LPOG.  Similarly, “Default” profiles in Appendix C refer to “existing” profiles in LPOG.

Section 11.1.3 Validation of Meter Data Type Code

Specific reference to Lodestar changed to ERCOT systems.  This change is made throughout the document.

Section 12.1.2 Redefinition of Existing Profiles

PWG disagreed with Mimi’s recommendation to replace “parameters” with another term.  It is assumed that the context of usage does not imply coefficients in a model.

Section 16.2.6.2 Validation

Language is added to define the term Demand response program.

Section 16.2.9 Processing Load Research Data

Language modified to remove reference to getting RIDR data shipped to ERCOT monthly.  Language is changed to state that RIDR data shall be available to ERCOT in time to perform “final” settlements.

Section 17.3 Demand Meter Changes

Mimi’s comments surfaced a need to clarify communication requirements between the TDSP and the CR.  After much discussion the PWG came to consensus that the TDSP will notify a CR when a demand meter is being removed from service per TDSP tariff requirements. The CR can request the TDSP retain the meter in the field.  The noticing process between the TDSP and the CR is governed by the rules established by the TDSP to manage this communication process.

Section 11.4 Annual Validation

After debating the need to refer to “billing month” as a reference point for submitting ESI IDs to ERCOT Systems, the PWG decided that TDSPs shall submit 814_20s after October 1st to make Load Profile ID changes.

Section 15.2.3 “Criteria of Standards”

After significant debate, the PWG was able to obtain consensus around the need for ERCOT to design samples, which maintain 90/10 accuracy levels for each profile segment.  Additional language is added which states that it is the desire of the PWG that ERCOT design samples at the profile segment and weather zone level with 90/10 accuracy standards.

Next Meeting

This PWG will be held on Wednesday June 5, 2002 (9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.) at ERCOT Met Center building Austin, TX. Room 209.  

