Load Profiling Working Group Open Issues Master List

 January 13, 2003

1. LPG Section 8.7 Criteria for Requiring a Change (gray box).

a. This section shall be revisited and completed after the first annual evaluation of Load Profile Models by ERCOT.

b. Refer to issue 65.
2. LPG Section 8.7.1 Criteria for Making a Change Based on Information Other than Current Load Research Data (gray box).

a. This section shall be revisited and completed after the first annual evaluation of Load Profile Models by ERCOT.

b. Refer to issue 65.
3. LPG Section 9.2 Processes to Change Load Profile ID Assignments (gray box).

a. Relates to Susan Neel’s (Texas SET chair) meter change concern (as identified in the TxSET Monthly Usage Report) or meter change date (as identified in the TxSET 814_20, 867_03 or meter change information (814_20) /or concurrent with the meter change information or meter change. ERCOT would have to store both the meter read date and/or meter change date for valid profile date changes.  ERCOT would have to distribute a load profile across a mixed value monthly usage report (867_03) when the load profile change was concurrent with a meter change date.


a) Ernie spoke with Don Bender, Susan and Darryl Nelson.

b) Susan, Don and Ernie are to discuss at RMS on 7/8/02.

c) Discussion on 7/8/02 between Susan, Don and Ernie ended with Don is to get with the RMS sub-team made of TDSP’s to see if the TDSPs want this feature. Then Susan would write up the specifications for the ERCOT system and EDI changes.

d) John Taylor agreed to draft a suggestion from the CR’s perspective on how to handle the meter change issue.

e) John has issued his email. 

f) Don Bender met with TDSPs and they are fine with the situation.

g) TxSET has sent the issue back to RMS for a policy rule.

h) RMS is planning to perhaps have a sub team on the issue.

i) ERCOT systems need energy on the meter read date.

j) RMS at the 8/29/02 meeting decided to table this issue. The thinking is that this is does not affect but a few 100 IDRs per year. TDSPs are content to change the meter on the meter read date. No CR is the meeting spoke up to make strong arguments for the issues. However, RMS did invite any CR who wants to champion this issue and bring to the table where there is a strong financial incentive to do this then go for it. With all that is on the plate for ERCOT budget this issue does not seem important at this time.
k) CLOSED ISSUE 9/6/02.
4. LPG Section 9.2.3.1 Load Profile ID Change Related to a TDSP Tariff Change (gray box)

a. Meter change date may need to be added.

a) Texas set has the lead on this.
5. LPG Section 9.2.3.3.1 Non-IDR to IDR (NIDR to IDR) (gray box)

a. Meter change date may need to be added.

a) Texas set has the lead on this.
6. LPG Section 11.2 Initial Assignment Validation for Opt-In NOIE’s (gray box)

a. Details forthcoming

a) Rochelle Brown to review.

7. LPG Section 11.3 Validation of Changes in Load Profile ID Assignments (gray box).

a. Details forthcoming.

8. LPG Section 11.4 Annual Validation (gray box).

a. Details of the ending period and completion schedule for 2003 to be developed.

b. Annual Validation Proposal for 2002 before RMS 7/8/02 for a vote.

a) RMS did not vote but said PWG consensus is all that is needed for approval.

c. Usage month sub-team have agreed to procedures

d. Details for Decision Tree are being developed.

e. Annual Validation for 2002 Resolution has consensus at PWG and ready to implement.

f. Vote on Annual Validation for 2002 to be made 11/21/2002.

g. PWG by consensus agreed to continue work on Annual Validation until the new algorithms for usage month as described by Decision Tree v1.07 are complete. Then Annual Validation 2003 will be instituted in June 2003 using a revised Decision Tree with the 12 months ending period moved from April 2002 to April 2003.

h. Target completion is 2/1/03.

9. LPG Section 12.7 Costs for Profile Segment Changes (gray box).

a. ERCOT to provide cost the requesting party may incur.

a) ERCOT to review.

10. LPG Section 15 Load Research Samples (gray box).

a. Language in the LPG may change per The PUCT Rulemaking Project 25516 "Rulemaking to Load Profiling and Load Research". http://www.puc.state.tx.us/rules/rulemake/25516/25516.cfm
a) PUCT workshop April 22, 2002.
b) PUCT requests comments May 10, 2002.
c) MPs made comments on June 7, 2002.
d) MPs made replies on June 21, 2002.

e) Ernie sent Shawnee an email requesting status.

f) Shawnee reported on 7/10/02 that a draft ruling will be issued with in two weeks.

g) To be presented to PUCT open meeting Oct. 10, 2002.

h) Per Shawnee, Sept. 6, … there should be two more opportunities to comment.  After we take the draft to the commission for publication (October) the draft they approve (whatever changes they want to make) will be out for initial and reply comments.  The due dates will be listed in the notice but will probably be sometime in November. 
i) Initial Comments due 11/25.

j) Reply comments due 12/9.

k) PUCT open hearing on 12/16.

l) Ruling for the PUCT Commissioner due in first quarter of 2003.

11. LPG Section 15.2.2 Availability of Data (gray box).

a. (Revisit after PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516)

b. Refer to issue 10.
12. LPG Section 15.2.4 Creation of New Samples (gray box).

a. (Revisit after PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516)

b. Refer to issue 10.
13. LPG Section 16.1.2 Establishing New TOU Schedules (gray box).

a. What happens with opt-in entities’ TOU schedules?

a) Jason Glore's responses (received). 

b) Rochelle Brown to review.

c) Rochelle to survey NOIE and members to get consensus and Email to all NOIEs.

14. LPG Section 16.2.3 TSDP Programs (gray box)

a. What happens with opt-in entities’?

a) Rochelle Brown to review.

15. LPG Section 16.5 Access to Data (gray box).

a. Should the CR have access to the individual ESI ID data after the DLC program is terminated or after the customer is no longer in the sample?

a) (Revisit after PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516).

1. Refer to issue 10.

b) Adrian looking into DLC implementation at ERCOT.

16. LPG Section 16.5.1 Access to the Sponsored Load Profiles (gray box).

a. Should DLC profiles be made public?

a) (Revisit after PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516).

1. Refer to issue 10.

b) Adrian looking into DLC implementation at ERCOT.

17. LPG Section 16.5.2 Access to Data for Individual ESI IDs in the DLC Sample (gray box).

a. Should the CR have access to the individual ESI ID data after the DLC program is terminated or after the customer is no longer in the sample?

a) (Revisit after PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516).

1. Refer to issue 10.

b) Adrian looking into DLC implementation at ERCOT.

18. LPG Section 17.2 IDR Requirement (gray box).

a. Original wording said 60 days to install meter.

a) Final version of LPG says, “The TDSP has until the second regularly scheduled meter read date after receipt of the CR’s request to install the IDR.”

b) Review at PWG meeting, this maybe complete.

c) Working copy of gray box document has 16.2 instead of 17.2 as the section, to be corrected.

19. Protocol revision to remove IDR meters.

a. Can load be so small so as to reverse the decision, “once an IDR an IDR?  Can you remove the IDR if the threshold is minimal?
b. If ESI ID is less than some minimum (10 Kw), can the IDR meter be removed?

a) Proposed by Lloyd Young – AEP, open for discussion.

20. Follow up with PRR309 virtual meter change effective October 1, 2002.

a. TDSPs are to have system functionality complete.

21. Expand on the estimation process for gaps in over and under reads.

a. Review 867’s issues (meter type and profile type consistent).

22. Valid ID profile list in decision tree.

a. Ernie reviewed; there are 728 incorrect profile id combinations.

b. New Decision Tree to be reviewed at PWG 8/28/02.

c. Version 1.06 is published with corrections.

d. CLOSED ISSUE 11/19/02.
23. Potential Load Profile Segment change requests soon after July 31, 2002.

a. Non-metered temporary service/construction pole, formerly TXU E-Tap (Teague Industries).

b. Oil Field loads (Permian Basin:  Jim Uhelski, Pat Ennis).

a) Refer to issue 63.

c. Residential low summer usage (STEC?).

24. PWG add more information on the ERCOT website and links.

a. Links to Chair and Vice Chair

b. Link Key Documents

a) Load Profiling Materials

b) Profile Decision Tree

c) LPG

d) Meeting minutes


e) IDR and Non-IDR Data completion report is available.

25. Protocols Revision Request made for LPG Section 18.4.4.2

a. Once the process for Annual Validation of Load Profile ID Assignment has been determined.  This subsection has the following phrase, Each TDSP must ...update the ERCOT registration system within ten (10) Business Days.""  The 10 days is inappropriate.

b. PRR 362 is submitted and going to TAC 12/5/2002.

c. Sent back waiting on LPGRR to accompany the PRR, PRS wants to review both at once. LPGRR assigned to ERCOT staff.

26. Susan Neel asked the question at RMS on Initial Validation of LP ID assignments. "Why can't ERCOT update their systems directly instead of having TDSPs submit 814_20s?"

27. The PWG has long questioned the reasoning behind the PUCT's action to add the phrase "if approved by the PUCT" in Protocols Section 18.7.1.4(2) "Availability of TOU Schedules."

a. Bryan Scott contacted Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto with this issue, but Darryl does not know the results.  

b. Ernie has sent a request for feedback to Shawnee.

c. Shawnee reported on 7/10/02 that some retail participants thought the PUCT was needed so TDSPs would treat them fairly and secondly the TDSP tariffs for TOU are regulated.

d. The last sentence of this protocol section implies this rule ends when metering becomes competitive.

28. RMS Workshop on IDR default profile

a. Wednesday, June 12, 2002.

b. Betty has follow up analysis.

c. Ernie sent email to Don Bender requesting status.

d. Betty to chair second workshop.

e. Regina Jones of Dynegy is replacing Brenda Crockett.

f. Second Workshop was on July 15, 2002.

g. Regina prepared the PRR for the changes to protocol.

h. ERCOT has issued the retail notice of the adjustment factor of .758 to the BUSIDRRQ profile.

i. In October the group needs to review the situation again.

j. Minutes of the July 15, 2002 workshop need to be approved by the workshop attendees.

k. Will revisit the IDR issue in October per meeting action items.

l. PRR 352 Proxy Day Determination Extension.

a) PWG approved 7/24/02.

b) RMS approved 8/1/02.

c) Submitted to PRS 8/7/02.

d) PRS recommended on 9/4/02.

e) Approved TAC on 9/5/02.

f) Approved Board 9/17/02.

g) Low on the ERCOT budget priority list.
29. Status of LPG. 

a. Sent to Don Bender of RMS, 5/31/02 at 3:04 PM. 

b. Response due 5/28 to Ernie Podraza.

c. Reworked at PWG meeting 7/3/02.

d. Betty and Derek made final edits.

e. Up for approval at RMS 7/8/02.

f. Was approved and will be sent to TAC for email vote, due July 30, 2002.

g. Approved by TAC at the 8/8/02 meeting.

h. CLOSED ISSUE 8/8/02.
30. Review the status of Initial Validation of Profile ID sub team by Terry Bates.

a. Sub-team numbers as of 7/5/02 5 PM submitted to RMS.

b. Sub-team to call in at 10 AM 7/10/02 at PWG meeting.

c. Addition meeting for July 15 is planned.

d. Four criteria for completion were adopted on July 15, 2002.

e. Meet July 18 by phone.

f. Meeting during PWG July 24, 2002.

g. Meetings continue.

h. Four criteria for completion approved by PWG.

i. TNMP and CNP still outstanding on 8/22/02.

j. Resettlement start target date is 8/30/02.

k. Officially all issues closed as of the PWG meeting 11/13/2002.

l. CLOSED ISSUE 11/13/2002.

31. Report on RMS meeting on 7/8/02.

a. Ernie Presentation.

b. Susan Neel and meter change data issue.

c. Other issues of note.

d. Update by Ernie at the PWG on 7/24/02.

e. CLOSED ISSUE 7/24/02.
32. RMS issue submittal on notification of CRs of prior record.

a. Submitted to RMS.

b. Ernie to call Johnny Robinson has not returned the call.

c. Given to TxSET.

33. Review the usage month sub team status by John Taylor.

a. Completed and reported at PWG meeting 7/3/02.

b. Decision Tree being developed.

c. Theresa DeBose, from Reliant to share SAS code.

d. Include Adrian definitions in Decision Tree on “deactivated”, etc.

e. To be reviewed and perhaps approved on July 15, 2002 PWG meeting. 

f. Approved at the July 15, 2002.

g. Closed for 2002 Annual Validation.

h. CLOSED ISSUE 7/24/02.
34. Update the Annual Validation for 2002 Resolution for submittal to RMS. 

a. Vote at RMS report.

b. Usage month developed.

c. Decision Tree being revised.

d. RMS said PWG consensus is enough for approval, so move forward on this project.

e. Theresa DeBose, from Reliant shared SAS code for usage month.

f. Refer to issue 8.

g. Decision Tree 1.06 is published with new decision tree method.

h. Vote on three action items to be at PWG meeting 11/21/2002.

i. PWG on 12/10/02 reached a consensus before the RMS meeting on 12/18/02.

j. CLOSED ISSUE 12/10/02.
35. Status report of PUCT project 25516 update. 
a. PUCT workshop April 22, 2002.

b. PUCT requests comments May 10, 2002.

c. MPs made comments on June 7, 2002.

d. MPs made replies on June 21, 2002.

e. Ernie sent Shawnee an email requesting status.

f. Betty Day to supply some feedback to the staff.

g. Shawnee said a draft rule would be issued in a couple of weeks.

h. Good Company is requesting lowering the IDR threshold down to 100 Kw.

i. Draft ruling issued 8/7/2002.
j. Comments are due August 21, 2002.

k. Open Meeting Consideration for Rule Publication 9/12/02.

l. October 25, 2002 Proposed Rule published in Texas Register

m. November 25, 2002
Initial Comments Due

n. December 9, 2002 Reply Comments Due

o. December 16, 2002
 Public Hearing
p. Refer to issues 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, and 17.
36. Status report of PRR330 and true-up resettlement. 

a. PRS approved. 

b. TAC approved 6/6/02. 

c. Board approved 6/18/02.

d. Recommended July 1 effective date.

e. PWG needs to come to a consensus on when initial validation and profile id changes are complete enough to give a recommendation to begin resettlements.

f. John Taylor has issue as to where the Board minutes are clear as to how the 90% per TDSP got added to protocols.

g. PWG did reach consensus on initial validation was complete enough.

h. Resettlements did begin.

i. CLOSED issue 11/19/2002.

37. Review DLC implementation status.

a. PRR 311 - To transition residential and commercial direct load control programs into BULs 

b. Review of Betty's response to Jay Zarnikau's questions. 

c. PIP106.

d. Adrian's to report

e. Discuss how Ernie should approach Shawnee. 

f. DLC Workshop scheduled for September 19, 2002. 

g. Reference California PUC R.02-06-001.

h. DLC Workshop on 9/19/2002 was completed.

i. PWG came to consensus to keep the lag dynamic methodology for the DLC sample as in protocols.

j. PWG working on answering ERCOT questions.

k. PWG completed on 1/8/03 all DLC issues requested by ERCOT to date.

l. PWG is working on writing necessary PRRs and LPGRRs.

38. Meter read date vs. meter change date issue.

a. Meter type changes on a non-meter read date.

a) 6/6/02 Ernie sent email to Susan Neel, Darryl Nelson and Don Bender.

b) Discussion at RMS on 7/8/02 with Ernie, Susan and Don.

c) See above notes.

d) John Taylor has written an email on 7/16/02 stating that the TDSP can make changes to procedures in their systems without changes to TxSET.

e) RMS to start a sub team on the issue.

f) RMS tabled the matter as not high on the radar. If a market participant wants to champion this issue then they need to show cost benefit for the change.

g) CLOSED ISSUE 9/6/02.
39. Issue when no CR of Record and meter stays energized.

40. Routine PRR review for PWG issues.

a. Ernie to visit with Kevin Gresham.

b. Per Kevin, he suggests we keep and eye on the PRR list and exploder.

c. CLOSED ISSUE 11/19/2002.

41. Review past meeting minutes for old business issues.

42. Estimation process for short or long meter readings.

43. ERCOT validation process for IDR vs. BusNoDem or BusLF profile ID assignments.

44. TDSP Performance incentives and penalties. 

a. Meter metrics.

b. PUCT workshop 24462 “PUC Proceeding to Establish Performance Measures Relating to the Competitive Retail Electric Market” – Bridget Headrick

c. First workshop held on July 10, 2002.

d. No further actions for PWG needed.

e. CLOSED ISSUE 1/13/2003.
45. TAC Task Force on ERCOT Governance.

a. Ernie to participate as Chair of PWG
b. Ernie has written suggestions for PWG review at 7/24 meeting.
c. RMS plans to submit suggestions at TAC meeting 9/5/2002. 
d. Don Bender presentation 9/26/2002, has 6 groups, 2 votes per group and participatory voting (all vote in a group to allocate the 2 votes in the group).
e. TAC disbanded the task force.
f. Carination: there was a new by law approved to restructure the ERCOT Board per the PUCT. This is a different initiative that the TAC internal task force.
g. CLOSED ISSUE 11/19/2002.
46. UFE performance with new usage factor estimator.

a. Betty reported that in week prior to the July 3 PWG meeting there were 2900 ESI Ids missing at initial validation and 1800 were still missing on final validation. Since the IDR default profile affects UFE, it is hard to tell what usage factor is doing.

47. Settlement data in Lodestar vs. 867 transactions.

a. CR can receive the IDR data for billing purposes but that data may not be valid for Lodestar and loaded for settlement.

48. Develop a Calendar of events that affect PWG.

a. Embedded in the minutes.

b. Ernie keeps a spreadsheet to coordinate PWG meeting times.

c. Refer to issue 55, which is similar.

d. CLOSED ISSUE 11/19/2002.
49. Develop a contact list with phone numbers and emails of PWG members.
50. The RMS discussed at the July 8, 2002, RMS meeting, the difficulty in distinguishing initial validation transactions from normal business transactions.  Tracking the status is therefore difficult.  The PWG was asked to develop a proposed resolution and send to Texas SET for review.  

a. Refer to issue 66.

51. At the RMS meeting July 8, 2002, Bender asked that the resolution of the interpretation of assignment of profile ID on customer level versus premise level should be included in the RMS Operating Guides.
a. Review the initial draft of RMS Guides to see this issue is included.
52.  Role of facilitator?  

a. Evolving.

53. ERCOT Load Research 2003 Budget.

a. Betty to report.

b. Budget report issued by ERCOT.

c. Pending PUCT Project 25516, refer to issue 10.

54. TAC task force on Governance.

a. Ernie submitting suggestions for PWG review.

b. Due to Don Bender 5 pm 7/24/02.

c. Don has collected and published all comments by RMS participants.

d. TAC to review on 9/5/02.

e. TAC disbanded the task force.

f. CLOSED ISSUE 11/19/2002.

55. PWG Meeting schedule coordination with PUCT and other ERCOT subcommittees.

a. http://www.ercot.com/calendar/2002calendar/2002Calendar.htm
b. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/calendar.cfm
c. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/openmeet/index.cfm
d. Ernie uses these sites to build a spreadsheet calendar.

 
56. PUCT Docket Project 26359 on Competitive Metering. 

a. A workshop will be held on Tuesday, September 17, 2002 at 9:00 a.m. in the Commissioner's Hearing Room, located on the 7th floor of the William B. Travis Building, 1701 N. Congress in Austin. Ernie as Chair of the PWG will be on the workshop panel.
b. Second workshop was held.
c. Comments due 11/22/2002.

d. Reply comments due 11/27/2002.

e. PUCT staff is to separate this project into two. One for meter ownership and the other for all the other competitive metering issues.

57. Betty Day will draft a section to add to the LPG addressing how profiles will be maintained and the types of changes that may be made by the PWG (action item from July 24, 2002 PWG meeting).

58. Betty Day will research the LPG for documentation regarding the PWG’s responsibility for the Profile Decision Tree.

59. For profile ID assignments at apartments, if a premise is coded with a residential profile id, but the customer leaves and the account rolls to the landlord, does the profile ID stay residential or does it become a business profile?

a. Betty Day does not support profiles switching frequently between business and residential.

60. ERCOT 2003 Budget Items:

a. PR-20123 DLC.

b. PR-30008 Load Profile Software.

c. PR-30014 Load Research Samples.

d. PR-30027 Shadow Settlement Extracts.

61. IDR Loading in Lodestar – James Cohea Chair:

a. Workshop on 8/15/02.

b. Conference Call 8/26/02.
c. Conference calls are on going.
62. 814_20 transaction changes.

a. Lessons learned from Initial Validation.

b. Flow to the CR from TDSP as well as ERCOT.

c. Added field to flag validation records.

d. Refer to issue 66.

63. Pioneer Natural Resources to pursue flat profile.

64. Photovoltaic generation.

a. Meter runs backwards so unaccountable generation is added to the grid.

65. Annual Profile Model Evaluation.

a. Upon completion activate issues above: 1, 2. 

66. Lessons learned from Initial and Annual Validation.

a. Assigned to ERCOT Ron Hernandez.

b. Refer to issue 50.

67. PRR 368 Section 18 References

a. PRS review 11/26.

68. Load Profiling Guides Revision Request (LPGRR) numbering and managing system needed.

a. Refer to issue 25; PRR 362 is first PRR to affect the LPG.

69. PRR 367 IDR Installation & Use 

a. PRS review 11/26.

70. PRR 362 Load Profiling Guide
a. Deferred by PRS, due to no timeline in LPG.  ERCOT to submit LPGRR on this issue.  It was suggested that we gray-box related modifications in the LPG until PRR 362 becomes effective. 

