Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 05-29-2002

Attendees:

Terry Bates – ONCOR

Betty Day – ERCOT

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (scribe)

Krista Keeler – TNPE

Darryl Nelson – TXU (facilitator)

Diana Ott – ERCOT (audio visual)

Ernie Podraza -- Reliant

John Taylor – Entergy

Via Teleconference:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Alan Graves – ERCOT

Agenda:
· Review LPOG revisions requested as part of “Global” review 

· Review Mimi Goldberg’s review of the LPOG

· Initial Validation Sub-team status report

· Usage Month Sub-team status report

Announcements:
Darryl Nelson announced that effective May 29, 2002, he is resigning his position as Chair of the PWG.  Ernie Podraza, as Vice-Chair, will assume all responsibilities of the Chair position until such time as the PWG elects a Chair.

Darryl Nelson reminded the PWG that June 7, 2002 is the due date for submitting replies to the PUCT regarding Rulemaking Project 25516 “Rulemaking to Load Profiling and Load Research”. 

Betty Day reported that ERCOT has created the new position, Vice President of Retail Markets.  This position is created to improve performance at addressing Retail Market issues.  ERCOT has hired Monte Jones of the Feld Group to perform these duties over the next six months.  ERCOT plans to take a greater leadership role at TAC meetings.  
Darryl Nelson presented the BUSIDRRQ Options Analysis developed by the PWG on May 22, 2002 to the RMS at 3:00 p.m. today.  Brenda Crocket recommended that the RMS for a workshop to study the PWG in finer detail.  This Workshop will occur sometime during the Week of June 11th.

Global Review of LPOG

Only two PWG participants submitted language change requests per the request sent to the PWG Exploder list on Friday May 17, 2002.  ERCOT submitted 39 Language change requests while Reliant submitted 28 language change requests.  In addition the PWG received back Mimi Goldberg’s comments on the full LPOG.  ERCOT prepared a hard copy extract that was released to the attendees participating in the meeting.

After reviewing the nature of the changes, the PWG determined that ERCOT’s language requests would handle first, Reliant’s next, and Mimi Goldberg last.

Issues List – ERCOT  

Section 1.3 Document Relationship

PWG agreed to amend the graphic to remove LPOG relationship to QSE Operating Procedures, ERCOT prepared procedures, and TDSP Prepared procedures.

Section 3 Purpose of Load Profiling

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 4.2 PWP Responsibilities

The PWG agreed to recommended changes.  An additional bullet is added defining PWG responsibility for reviewing the Profile Decision Tree.

Section 5.2 Guidelines

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 6.2 Annual Review of Load Profiling Methodology

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  PWG agreed that changes in methodology would likely not occur annually.

Section 7.4 Information Required with Request for Change Profiling Methodology

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 8.1 Routine and Non-Routine Evaluations

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 8.1.2 Non-Routine Evaluation of Model Performance.

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 8.2.4.5 Deadweight Loss

Significant discussion.  The PWG could not decide if “Actual” refers to an individual ESI ID profile or an aggregated profile.  This issue is tabled until Mimi Goldberg provides a recommendation.

Section 8.4.1 Routine Evaluation of Weather Zones

Significant discussion.  Recommendation rejected.  Language modified to reflect the concern that steps are only a recommended procedure that may be followed to perform evaluations of weather zones.

Section 8.6.2.3.3 Adjustment Factors

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 8.9.2 Requesting Model Adjustment Factors

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 9.1.1 Initial Assignment of Load Profile Ids

Initial Assignment of Load Profile Ids

Section 9.1.3 Validation of Load Profile ID Assignment

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 9.1.4 kVA Metered Loads

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 9.2 Processes to Change Load Profile ID Assignments

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 9.2.3.3.1 Non-IDR to IDR (NIDR to IDR)

PWG agreed to make recommended changes. In addition language added to exclude IDR meters installed at the CR request not for settlement purposes.

Section 9.2.3.3.2 NOTOU to TOU

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 9.2.4.1 Dispute of Existing Load Profile ID

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 11 Validation of Load Profile ID

PWG did not make recommended change.  Instead the PWG modified the sentence to reflect sentiment that validations will occur with changes to profile segmentation occur.

Section 11.1.3 Validation of Meter Data Type Code

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  In addition this section was moved to the newly created Section 11.5 “Other Validations” and renumbered 11.5.1.

Section 11.1.4 Validation of Weather Sensitivity Code

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  In addition this section was moved to the newly created Section 11.5 “Other Validations” and renumbered 11.5.2.  

Betty Day added additional language to this section, which reflects the current process for validating this segment of the Load Profile ID.

Section 11.1.5 Validation of TOU Schedule Code

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  In addition this section was moved to the newly created Section 11.5 “Other Validations” and renumbered 11.5.3.

ERCOT stated that these validations are not performed during either Initial or Annual Validation.   

Section 11.4 Annual Validation

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.

Section 12.1.1 Creation of New Profile

PWG agreed to language in principle.  The phrase “will be an impact” is changed to may be an impact”. 

Section 12.5.2 List Based Segments

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 12.6.1.2.1 List-Based Segments

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 13.2.2 Eligible Areas for Weather Zones

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16 Supplemental Load Profiling 

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  In addition, reference to Section 16.1.3 “Chunking Profiling Methodology Description” added to this language.

Section 16.1.2 Establishing New TOU Schedules

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16.4.2 Assessment of the Chunking Method using ERCOT Load Research Data

PWG agreed to make the recommended changes.  John Taylor of Entergy objected to making these changes.

Section 16.2.2 Requirement for Load Profiles for DLC

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16.2.4 Responsibilities of the Competitive Retailer

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16.2.6.2 Validation

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16.2.10 Procedures for Initial Settlement

No changes.  ERCOT raised concern that implementing this change may result in impacts to TDSP systems.

Section 16.3 Other Supplemental Load Profiles

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 16.5 Access to Data

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  
Section 15.2.3 Criteria of Standards

The PWG agreed to changes in language for the first paragraph of this section.  The PWG agreed to remove the language in the third paragraph.  At issue is the treatment of the language in the second paragraph.  

ERCOT agreed to retain all the language in the second paragraph after the PWG agreed to modify the language of the first paragraph to only require samples be designed to 90/10 standard at the profile segment level.  John Taylor insisted that the 90/10 standard apply at the Profile segment by weather zone level. 

The PWG decided to park further discussion on this issue until tomorrow.  John Taylor would request guidance from Entergy Management.

Issues List – Reliant

Many Reliant issues concerned punctuation and spelling.  All Reliant recommendations were accepted.  The excerpted list below addresses modifications to language to improve clarity of the LPOG.

Section 7.3 Timeline for Processing a Request

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 8.1.1 Routine Evaluation of Model Performance

PWG agreed to modify all references to “appropriate TAC subcommittee” to read “Profiling Working Group”.  Language clarifying that the PWG reports to RMS was not accepted.

Section 9.1 Assignment of Load Profile IDs

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  
Section 9.2.3.3.1 Non-IDR to IDR

Additional language was not accepted by the PWG.

Section 9.2.3.3.4 Demand to NoDemand

Additional language was not accepted by the PWG.

Section 11 Validation of Load Profile ID

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Section 11.4 Annual Validation 

Language change discussed.  ERCOT raised objection to including reference to the billing month.  This item is parked for review until tomorrow.

Section 15 Load Research Samples

Additional gray boxed language not accepted by PWG.

Section 17.4 Load Research Samples

PWG agreed to make recommended changes.  

Next Meeting

This PWG will be held on Wednesday May 30, 2002 (9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.) at ERCOT Met Center building Austin, TX. Room 225.  

