Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 08-28-2002

Attendees:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU (scribe)

Terry Bates -Oncor

Steven Bordelon – TNMP

Chuck Dodd – Comverge

Eddie Johnson – Brazos Electric Co-op

Adrian Marquez – ERCOT

Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)

Malcolm Smith – Energy Data Source

John Taylor – Entergy

Lloyd Young -AEP

Agenda:
· Approve minutes from August 28th meetings

· Discuss Annual Validation for 2002

· Report on TAC Vote for Load Profiling Guides (LPG)

· Discuss PUCT Docket 25516, Load Profiling and Load Research Rulemaking

· Discuss PUCT CR Mass Customer List Workshop

· Update on PRR 352 Proxy Day Determination Extension

· Discuss TAC Governance Task Force

· Discuss IDR Data Loading into Loadstar

· Discuss Unlike Meter Changes on a Non-Meter Read Day

· Report on ERCOT Budget for 2003

· Report to the Status of DLC Implementation

· Discuss Competitive Metering Update

· Discuss LPG Revisions

· Update on New ERCOT Issues

· Discuss New Issues from Market Participants

· Review the PWG Open Issues Master List

· Confirm Next Meeting

Approval of Prior Minutes

The minutes were approved with a spelling correction.
Discuss Annual Validation for 2002 (Part I)

Review the Decision Tree for Changes for Usage Month Algorithm
Adrian Marquez presented the published “Usage Month” worksheet of the Profile Decision Tree version 1.05. The PWG provided various comments regarding the wording that are hoped to add clarification. Such comments include:

· Add definition of start and stop day

· Better define the usage period start and stop times

· Better incorporate the terminology on the examples into the “Usage Month” worksheet

· Refer to the examples in the “Usage Month” worksheet

Status Report of Initial Validation Sub-team

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

The minutes for the Initial Validation Sub-Team will appear in a separate document prepared and distributed by Terry Bates. 
During the sub-team meeting, Ron Hernandez of ERCOT announced that Resettlement might be postponed to September 4, 2002.

Discuss Annual Validation for 2002 (Part II)

Action Item

Adrian Marquez will make the necessary corrections to the “Usage Month” worksheet and submit to the PWG exploder for review and comment.

Review and Vote on Invalidation Profile ID assignments

Adrian Marquez submitted to the PWG exploder list the proposal to invalidate 808 profile ID assignments. He received no comment and there was no dissenting comment from those in attendance. The PWG approved to invalidate these Profile ID assignments. These Profile ID assignments are summarized and examples are provided below:

· [image: image1.wmf]Eight-hundred eight (808) Profile IDs have been removed from the Valid Profile IDs tab.  The following table shows some 

of the Profile IDs that have been removed.  Due to space considerations not all 808 Profile IDs are shown below, 

however, the list can be used as a guide to identify the removed Profile IDs not listed below.  Though COAST is the only 

weather zone listed below, the same combinations with EAST, FWEST, NORTH, NCENT, SOUTH, SCENT, and WEST 

have also been removed from the Valid Profile ID list.  Additionally, TOUØ1 is the only TOU Schedule Code included in 

the list below.  The same combinations with the other 11 TOU Schedule Codes (TOUØ2 through TOU12) have been 

removed from the Valid Profile ID list as well.  All 808 Profile IDs that have been removed are listed in the Removed 

Profile IDs tab.
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The first ten are invlid because the profile segment code is that of a deemed profile. Therefore, the meter type should not be “IDR_”.

· The 11th example is invalid because an “IDRRQ_” cannot be settled on a time-of-use rate.

· The last two are invalid because an “IDRRQ_” profile segment code cannot have a “NIDR_” meter data type code.

Adrian Marquez reported that this “invalidation” would affect about 2,000 ESI IDs throughout ERCOT.

Action Item

Adrian will provide a list the respective TDSPs regarding which ESI IDs are affected in their territory.

Review Implementation Progress (ERCOT and TDSPs)

Both ERCOT and the TDSPs reported that most of the current effort has been to complete initial validation of profile ID assignments. Therefore, there is no progress to report. Furthermore, Terry Bates stated that Oncor’s programmers are seeking to receive direction from ERCOT with respect to the format required to implement before they begin.

Action Item

John Taylor will contact Theresa DeBose of Center Point with respect to the SAS code she agreed to provide to all TDSPs for the usage month algorithm. John will then distribute the code accordingly, if it is completed.

Lloyd Young presented a question on the language regarding weather sensitivity “Use of Components” worksheet on the Profile Decision. In particular, the following language implies that ERCOT makes the changes regarding the assignment of the weather sensitivity instead of the TDSP via the appropriate Texas SET transaction:

“ERCOT will determine which ESI IDs with IDRs are weather sensitive and will make appropriate changes to the Profile ID in the ERCOT database.”

Action Item

Adrian Marquez will clarify the procedure for making changes to the weather sensitivity assignment and provide comments/suggested changes to the language.

Report on TAC Vote for Load Profiling Guides (LPG)
Ernie Podraza reported that TAC approved the Load Profiling Guides with a change to the name of the document, i.e. Load Profiling Operating Guides (LPOG) to the Load Profiling Guides (LPG). This change was made to reduce/eliminate possibly confusion with other ERCOT operating guides. Diana Ott of ERCOT made the necessary changes throughout the document.

Discuss PUCT Docket 25516, Load Profiling and Load Research Rulemaking

Comments were due back to the PUCT on August 21, 2002 and are now posted on the web. Ernie Podraza reported that Shawnee of PUCT (or her substitute) will provide an update at the Retail Market Sub-committee (RMS) meeting on Thursday, August 29, 2002. The final version of the rulemaking will be sent to an open meeting for review and comment.

Discuss PUCT CR Mass Customer List (MCL) Workshop

Terry Bates and John Taylor attended the workshop on Thursday, August 22, 2002. John Taylor mentioned that the workshop began with a brief discussion of adding the profile type and the demand as additional fields on the MCL. This discussion was followed by a presentation by Connie Corona of a draft rulemaking, which would remove the requirement of CRs to produce a MCL.

Update on PRR 352 – Proxy Day Determination Extension

Ernie Podraza reported that PRR 352 was on the meeting agenda for the Tuesday, August 27, 2002 PRS meeting. There has not been any meeting minutes posted therefore; there was no update on the status of the request.

Discuss TAC Governance Task Force

Ernie Podraza reported that the TAC Governance Task Force is comprised of the Subcommittee Chairs of TAC. The progress of the Task Force will be discussed during the Thursday, August 29, 2002 RMS meeting. Ernie stated that this task force may propose that agendas and meeting material are posted one week prior to the meeting. Ernie asked that the PWG follow the proposal until directed otherwise.

Lloyd Young suggested that we consider having our agenda and meeting materials published on ERCOT’s website one week before the meeting.

Discuss IDR Data Loading into Loadstar

John Taylor attended a meeting on Thursday, August 15, 2002 that was chaired by James Cohea. John reported that there is consideration for the restrictions in ERCOT system to be loosened for validation procedures. Some that proposal that have been discussed are removing the restriction of the Move-In/Move-Out cut off read at midnight and removing all validations.

Steven Bordelon participated in a follow-up conference call on Monday, August 26, 2002. Steven reported that AEP and TNMP stated that they would have difficulty in meeting the midnight cut-off for the IDR probe meters. AEP may have identified a work around and might have it developed by October. If so, AEP agreed to share the process/procedure with TNMP.

During Lunch Break

Diana Ott of ERCOT called into the meeting and reported that she posted the LPG and the LPGRR Form on ERCOT’s website. They are posted as Load Profiling key documents and Load Profiling materials.

Discuss Unlike Meter Changes on a Non-Meter Read Day

Texas SET does not get involved until the policy is approved. This approval process will probably take place in a sub-team.

Terry Bates presented an option under consideration for meter changes on non-meter read day for non-IDR meters to IDR meters. This option will aggregate the meter read of the newly installed IDR meter from the time of installation to the appropriate midnight of the meter read date. Then the appropriate Texas SET transaction would be submitted on the meter read date and makes the IDR requirement for data effective.

There were no dissenting comments to this option.

Report on ERCOT Budget for 2003

Ernie Podraza identified 4 items on the ERCOT 2003 Budget that may be of interest to the PWG.

1. PR-20123 DLC (2002 funds moved to 2003 budget) ~ $1.5 million

2. PR-30008 Load Profiling Software ~ $0.5 million (purchased by ERCOT)

3. PR-30014 Load Research Samples ($3 million pending PUCT 25516 (High-Low priority))

4. PR-30027 Shadow Settlement Extracts (Get a snapshot of one settlement day from ERCOT versus current aggregate total)

Report to the Status Direct Load Control (DLC) Implementation

There was much discussion regarding DLC. The following summarizes some of the discussion:

· DLC can be a BUL resource. This establishes that IDR is not needed for all DLC estimates.

· AIMLLM is a variable that represents the Profile ID assignment if the ESI ID was not associated with a DLC program. Therefore, the PWG may need to develop rules regarding how to assign the AIMLLM.

· ERCOT (Adrian Marquez) would like to have a better idea of the scope of DLC. In particular questions like “Who plans to have a DLC program?” and “When do they plan to have the DLC in place?” should be answered. Ernie suggested that a survey be sent to the profiling exploder to better answer these type questions.

· Fall of 2002 is when DLC programs can be implemented. According to the Demand Side Working Group, which Terry Bates participates in, there are some ERCOT system limitations that may not allow DLC programs to be implemented until later.

· Ernie Podraza asked ERCOT to provide some direction regarding PWG’s involvement with DLC implementation.

· During the preliminary stages of examining ERCOT systems to handle DLC programs, Adrian Marquez reported that it has been decided to exclude the implementation of DLC programs in ERCOT production systems. Adrian asked of the TDSPS, how difficult it would be to send data by other means outside of Texas SET 816 for DLC?

· There are two primary questions that need to be answered:

1. How to profile DLC?

2. How to account for the difference between a DLC profile and the profile the account would have been assigned to for the BUL market?

Ernie will schedule a DLC Implementation workshop. Possible dates are September 11th, 13th, 19th, and October 1.

Discuss Competitive Metering

There is a competitive metering workshop scheduled on September 17, 2002.

Discuss LPOG Revisions

Changes to Protocol section 18.4.4.2 were discussed again because the 10-day limitation might not be practical to implement. PWG will submit a Protocol Revision Request.

Protocols section 18.4.4.2 states the following:

“Each TDSP must determine incorrect assignments, make corrections to its system, and update the ERCOT registration system within ten (10) Business Days.”

ACTION ITEM

Adrian Marquez will draft language for Protocol section 18.4.4.2.

ERCOT Update on New Issues

No new issues were discussed.

New Issues from Market Participants

Ernie Podraza requested PWG members to volunteer to take responsibility for resolving items on the pending items form. PWG members are also encouraged to forward issues for proposed inclusion the list. Also, all changes should use the “track changes” tool in Microsoft Word.

Next Meeting

The next PWG will be held on Thursday, September 12, 2002 (9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.) at the ERCOT Met Center, Room 209. There will also be a DLC Implementation Workshop scheduled during September or at the beginning of October. October 2, 2002 has been tentatively scheduled for a PWG meeting.

