  Meter Working Group Meeting Agenda for February 14, 2002

1. SMOGRR 2002-1 review 

a. Where is it acceptable to utilize two-element metering, 3 PT 2 CT connection, on the ERCOT Transmission grid for EPS metering Facilities? 

While the Meter Working Group agrees in principle that the discussed metering arrangement is accurate metering for loads if specific criteria are met, the following items require further discussion.

1. Does this option only apply to existing sites (grandfathering)?

2. The term negligible current requires definition.

3. Concerns over the ground connection.

4. Three-element metering probably better.
5. Concerns over no clearly published paper that defines this metering arrangement.
6. Does length of line, multiple transformers or metering of generation affect the decision to utilize this metering. 
7. The change needs to include the items that require verification for the metering to be accurate. (See December 11, 2001 meeting minutes.)
8. Are harmonics an accuracy issue for this metering design on the Transmission grid?
Reliant will reword the existing SMOGRR and send to “epsmetering@ercot.com” by Thursday February 21, 2002.  ERCOT will forward this rewording to the MWG for comments.  Comments will be due back from the MWG to “epsmetering@ercot.com” by Wednesday February 27, 2002.  ERCOT will consolidate the comments and send to the MWG by close of business Friday March 1, 2002. 
The revised SMOGRR with comments will be discussed @ the next scheduled MWG meeting.  A Tentative meeting date is for the first week in March.
2. SMOGRR 2002-2 review

a. Grandfathering the current transformers at existing generation sites instead of replacing the current transformers.

While the Meter Working Group agrees in principle with the SMOGRR, agreement has not been obtained on the wording. 
Oncor will reword the existing SMOGRR and send to “epsmetering@ercot.com” by Thursday February 21, 2002.  ERCOT will forward this rewording to the MWG for comments.  Comments will be due back from the MWG to “epsmetering@ercot.com” by Wednesday February 27, 2002.  ERCOT will consolidate the comments and send to the MWG by close of business Friday March 1, 2002. 

The revised SMOGRR with comments will be discussed @ the next scheduled MWG meeting.  A Tentative meeting date is for the first week in March.

3. Is there a standard certification process that can be established to verify the accuracy of a current transformer below the stated accuracy of the manufacturer? 

a. Update from TXU to the MWG on the status of this investigation.  
A field certification process to certify the accuracy of a current transformer below the stated accuracy of the manufacturer appears to be cost prohibitive and have technical issues. 
4. Discussion on the intent of SMOG section 6.1 in regards to determining the burden of the secondary connections to instrument transformers.

a. The question is as follows, Is the intent of this section to require that test equipment used to take voltage and current measurements for the purpose of determining the connected burden in the secondary circuits of instrument transformers required to be certified to values of precision and accuracy which are better than or equal to the equipment under test? 

While the accuracy of the equipment must be known, the intent of this section is not to require equipment used in determining the connected burden in the secondary circuits of instrument transformers to be certified to values of precision and accuracy that are better than or equal to the equipment under test.      
5. Design Proposal Status update

ERCOT gave a brief update on the current status of design proposals, discussing the fact that revised proposals for permanent metering that are pending re-submittal by the TDSP and those with expired exemptions need to be reconciled.
6. Due to a work conflict, Eddy was not able to attend the meeting to lead the discussion he wanted to have on Point of Interconnect to the ERCOT Grid.  This item is tabled for a future meeting.
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