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	Comments


TXU believes the issue addressed in this PRR is not yet ready for decision by the PRS.  There are many implications that need to be explored.

Issues that need to be addressed in advance of taking further action on the entitled PRR

1. How does the market distinguish those sites that had IDR’s installed by choice but now the desire is to replace those with non-IDR meters? 

2. Is there a need to qualify the sites so that individual customer savings are balanced against market cost for settling the ESIID on profiles that will be less accurate than IDR settlement? 

a. Replacement of IDRs with Non-IDRs reduces accuracy of settlements (interval data v. load profiles) thus imposing costs on all entities for additional UFE.

a. Obtain the number of ESIIDs with an IDR at or below 200 kW? 100 kW?  50 kW?

b. Obtain the number of ESIIDs without an IDR at or below 200 kW? 100 kW?  50 kW?

3. Determine if the intent is for the removal to be automatic or if the affected market participants initiate the removal.  Is the replacement of IDR with Non-IDR mandatory once below 200 kW?

a. If yes, then why limit the ability of the market to install the most accurate metering available, especially with the cost of IDRs coming down?

b. If no, then movement from IDR to load profile would only occur when advantageous to the customer.  This would tend to invalidate existing profiles.

4.  By replacing IDRs with Non-IDRs, customers will save money from the associated costs of the IDR and interval data collection. 

5. Who will administer? (ERCOT currently monitors and reports monthly to the market a list of Non-IDR ESIIDs that have reached the 1000 kW threshold and must have an IDR installed.)

6. Is 200 kW the proper threshold?  Cost/benefit analysis could be performed to determine the appropriate demand level for a lower threshold.  (Profiling WG performed cost/benefit for the discussion on setting the 1000 kW threshold in Mar-Apr 2000.)

7. What effect, if any, will the competitive metering rulemaking, Project. 26359, have on this PRR?

8. Details should be addressed at the Profiling WG and language added to the Load Profiling Guides, Section 17.2 “IDR Requirement.”

9. Determine impact on current load profiles, e.g. models and load research 

Recommended Action

Remand the PRR to the Profile Working Group (PWG) to address questions and issues around IDR removal - examples of which are outlined above.  After which, the PWG would resubmit redline language to follow the PWG’s recommended protocol change.  The request would: 

1. clarify if the market wishes to have protocol language allowing removal of IDRs; for what reasons and whether it is automatic or upon request

2. clarify what threshold should be reached before an IDR can be considered for removal

3. identify what market participants can request removal

4. identify participants that can reject a removal request.

