Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 07-03-2002

Attendees:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Terry Bates – ONCOR

Betty Day – ERCOT (facilitator)

Derek Glatz – ERCOT (scribe)

Ernie Podraza – Reliant 

John Taylor – Entergy

Via Teleconference:

Krista Keeler – TNPE

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda:
· Approve minutes from June 13th meeting minutes 

· Respond to comments received for LPOG

· Initial Validation Sub-team meeting

· Usage Month Sub-team status report

· Finalize Annual Validation for 2002 Resolution plan

· Other PWG business time permitting

· Confirm next meeting

Announcements

RMS will be meeting at the Airport Hilton on Monday, July 8, 2002.  Ernie Podraza will provide the RMS with an update of PWG and PWG Sub-team activities.  Ernie will also request the RMS approve the LPOG as modified at today’s PWG meeting.

Approval of Prior Minutes

Kedra Baltrip requested that the PWG Minutes for the June 13, meeting be amended to show that Kedra Baltrip and Walt Fenoglio attended the RMS IDR workshop on June 12, 2002.  The minutes were approved as amended.

Betty Day questioned the need to formally approve meeting minutes.  Ernie stated that it would be a good idea to start performing this function.  Since the PWG will start to address issues that can be highly contentious, it would be a very wise for the PWG to adequately document the handling of such issues.  

Action Item

Update the LPOG to reflect the change in procedures for electing the Chair and the Vice Chair.  These corrections will be performed when the PWG meets to edit the LPOG to address comments returned to the PWG from other TAC subcommittees. Assigned to the PWG.
Respond to Comments Received for LPOG

Ernie Podraza stated that only one Market Participant comment was received by the June 28th due date.  This was the Comment from Cheryl Moseley, acting on behalf of the PRS, requested the PWG modify the language in the change control chapter to remove the “Board approval requirement”.  Ernie noted that the PWG had issued an action item to modify the language to reflect current PWG practices for electing PWG officers.

Derek Glatz took the lead to develop language that removes “Board approval” of LPOG change requests.  Per request from Cheryl Moseley, Derek worked with Don Tucker, the ERCOT Representative to the Meter Working Group, to keep language between the LPOG and SMOG as consistent as possible.  The language developed by Derek and Don achieved the following:

· Maintain consistency of change control process between SMOG and LPOG.

· Include recent modification to ROS change control process.

The PWG reviewed the developed language and decided to make additional edits that include:

· Editing Section 2 and 2.1.3 step 5 to state that TAC notices the Board when LPOG changes are made rather than the results of all TAC votes on LPOG changes.

· Editing Section 2.1.3 step 4 to state that LPOG changes are effective with the first date on the first date of the next month, or a date otherwise designated.  The requirement allowing the PWG to designate a date was considered to restrictive.  RMS and TAC may have a reason to select an implementation date that differs from the PWG recommendation.

· Language stricken from Section 2.1.3 step five requiring the PWG inform a Market Participant that language from a LPOGRR is being approved is reinstituted.  However this language is moved to Section 2.1.3 step 4 that is more appropriate given the changes to the change control process.

Derek Glatz reviewed the entire LPOG for any references to the “Board”.  Each reference was reviewed to determine if Board action was required, and if the Board action was appropriate.  Eleven references outside the Change Control Process detailed in Section 2 were identified.  Of the eleven references, only the requirement to have the Board approve “power factor studies” cited in Section 10 seemed burdensome to the Board.   The PWG agreed.  Language in the fourth paragraph is changed from:

Upon approval by the PWG, the request shall be sent to RMS, TAC and the ERCOT Board for approval as appropriate.
To:

Upon approval by the PWG, the request shall be sent to RMS and TAC for approval as appropriate.
Modifications to the first paragraph of Section 4.3 were made to reflect the current practice for electing PWG officers. 

This final version of the LPOG was approved by the PWG.  ERCOT was tasked to insert the revised Change Control flowchart into the current LPOG.  Ernie Podraza is tasked to present this finalized document to RMS for approval at the July 8th meeting.

Status Report of Initial Validation Sub-team

The PWG temporarily adjourned at 10 a.m. until 12:15 p.m. allowing Terry Bates to conduct the Initial Validation Sub-team teleconference meeting.

Reports were provided by Reliant, Oncor, TNMP, and AEP on the status of 814_20s submitted to ERCOT to meet the June 15, 2002 deadline to get Load Profiling ID changes submitted to ERCOT.   At this time, AEP still had a few transactions outstanding for submittal to ERCOT.  All transactions submitted to ERCOT were not accepted.  TDSP reporting for this meeting was not complete.  It was agreed that TDSPs would provide updated reporting to Ernie Podraza by Friday July 6, 2002 as a material for a PWG status report to the RMS. 

Ron Hernandez provided a status report showing the latest results of the validation process.  The June 28th report shows improvement in most instances; however, the error rates in most categories remain high.  In fact, error rates for some TDSPs in some categories degraded indicating a worsening situation.  After considerable debate it was determined not to report the ERCOT findings to RMS at the July 8th meeting.  Instead TDSPs will have until Thursday July 11, 2002 to research further any differences in profile assignment to explain the findings in the ERCOT reports.  Several factors were cited as possible explanations for the differences:

· Data differences between ERCOT and TDSP systems

· Application of tenant data to algorithm rather than premise data

· Profile changes submitted to ERCOT by the TDSP did not get posted into the ERCOT system for any number of reasons

· ESIIDs are coded as “inactive” within ERCOT’s systems precluding any modifications to the profile type for the account.

Lloyd Young requested clarification regarding whether tenant level or premise level data should be used to compute load factor values for Business ESIIDs.  The PWG confirmed that load factor should be calculated using premise level data.  Adrian Marquez of ERCOT informed the group that early versions of the Decision Tree were unclear on this point; however, the changes made to this document in June 2001 clear state that premise level data must be used to calculate load factors.

Please review the Initial Validation meeting minutes for further details.  The Initial Validation Sub-Team next meets July 10, 2002 from 10-11 a.m. via teleconference.  Please contact Terry Bates, terry.bates@oncorgroup.com, for further details regarding this Sub-team.

Status Report of the Usage Month Sub-Team

John Taylor reported that the Usage Sub-Team had agreed to the Oncor solution, calendarized usage month calculation.  Both consumption and demand values will be computed as weighted averages data contributing to the calculation.  All calculations will be rounded to two decimal places.  Any month with sixteen or more days of billing data will be considered valid usage months.  John Taylor will submit a note to the PWG by July 8, 2002 formally requesting PWG acceptance of the usage month calculation developed by the Usage Month Sub-Team.  Please review the attached meeting minutes or contact John Taylor, jtayl13@entergy.com, for further details. 

Outstanding PWG Issues

Don Bender accepted the PWG issue regarding the need to notify prior CRs when retroactive changes are applied to ESIIDs.  This issue was handed over to Texas Set for further consideration.  Ernie Podraza has on outstanding item to contact Johnnie Robertson of TXU to completely hand this project off to the Texas Set Working Group.

Ernie Podraza asked if conditions exist which would cause data in CR systems to not agree with data in ERCOT’s systems.  Betty Day replied that it is possible for such a situation to occur. This phenomenon occurs because:

· Lodestar data validations may cause TDSP submitted data to be rejected before it is posted to ERCOT’s systems.  CRs would have been previously notified that the data was accepted during ANSI compliance data validation.

· “Point to point” data transfers may result in some Market Participants not receiving expected data.

RMS Meeting on July 8, 2002

Ernie Podraza presented his draft PWG status report to the RMS.  Points presented for consideration:

· Initial Validation Process Update

· 700K transaction submitted to ERCOT

· Validation work ongoing

· Finalized results of ERCOT validation will be presented to the RMS on July 11, 2002

· Request RMS approval of the Annual Validation for 2002 concept

· Request RMS approval of LPOG with modifications

· PRS request to remove Board from approval process

· Specification for electing Chair and Vice Chair

Next Meeting

This PWG will be held on Wednesday July 10, 2002 (9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.) at ERCOT Met Center building Austin, TX. Room 209.  
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RMS planned meeting for July 17, 2002 was moved to July 10, 2002 then further moved to July 8, 2002.  A special meeting of the PWG was convened to address any LPOG changes that are required per feedback received by Ernie Podraza by June 2, 2002.

