PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes 09-11-2003

Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Terry Bates – Oncor




Avis Bonner - CenterPoint

Brad Boles – Cirro Energy 



Theresa DeBose - CenterPoint
Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto - PUCT 


Ed Echols – TXU

Darrell Klimitchek – STEC 



Ron Hernandez - ERCOT


Adrian Marquez
- ERCOT



Diana Ott - ERCOT



Jovana Pantovic- ERCOT (scribe)


Paul Wattles – Good Company


Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)


Lloyd Young – AEP

Carl Raish – ERCOT

Grant Rouchon – First Choice Power

John Taylor - Entergy
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda

1) 9 AM – Approval of August 19 & 20, 2003 minutes.
2)   Competitive Metering Compliance Issues PUCT project 26359.

a) PRR draft for Protocol Section 18

b) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis

c) Protocols 18.7.2.3, Post Market Evaluation

2) PWG Example for Protocols for Point-To-Point Transactions.

3) Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles.

4) PRR/LPGRR drafts for profile change requests and lagged dynamic profiles.
5) PRR/LPGRR/Decision Tree drafts for not migrating to default profile id. 
6) Standard Historical Usage Update/ERCOT profile ID responsibilities.
7) 10 AM Wednesday – Annual Validation of Profile ID (Ernie).

a) Review annual validation implementation progress (ERCOT & TDSPs).

b) Profile id assignment issues (Adrian). 

c) Distinguishing initial validation transactions to Tex Set (RMS 7/18/02)

8) Update reports:

a) Profile Change Requests.

i)   Oil and Gas Properties

ii)   Coral Energy Gas/Convenience 24-hour Stores.

b) ERCOT Load Research and Model Performance Status.

c) PRR352 IDR Extension of Proxy Day Determination.

d) PRR 451 Ancillary Services LRS Calculation.

e) PRR draft Replacing IDR with NIDR meter.

f) DLC Implementation Update Reports (PIP 106) 

i) PRR385 Section and LPGRR2003-001 complete.

ii) PRR Section 6, (DSWG reviewing and shall submit to PRS).

g) PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web back to April 16, 2003.

h) Profile Cost Recovery Fee due Oct. 16, 2003 per PUCT 25516. 

i) 7/17/03 RMS approved PRR442 and LPGRR2003-003.

ii) Urgent status approved at 07/24/03 PRS and 8/6/03 TAC meetings.

iii) 09/04/03 TAC approved, Board 09/16/03.

i) PR-30022 UFE Analysis Metering / Protocols 11.5

9) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
10) Review the PWG Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 
11) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Next PWG meetings are 9/30 and 10/01; Next RMS meeting are 9/26 and 10/16.

09-11-2003 MEETING
1) Approval of August 19 & 20, 2003 meeting minutes.
Approved with no changes.

2) Competitive Metering Compliance Issues PUCT Project 26359


a)  PRR draft for Protocol Section 18

Carl sent this out prior to the meeting for comments.  The group decided to assess the verbiage that had been changed word by word.  Some of the changes that ERCOT had made or deleted were revised and added back into the document.  

There was some discussion about TOU schedules and what happens to the profile segment if an ESI ID is placed on a TOU schedule. Ed explained that the profile segment remains the same when an ESI ID switches to a time of use schedule.

A great deal of discussion ensued about a paragraph that ERCOT wanted to remove that some others in the working group felt should remain.  It was about ERCOT’s prerogative to select a third party agent, in cooperation with a Rep, to install the required number of sample IDRs.  The group could not reach consensus on this until finally a revised version of the paragraph was agreed upon and added. 

b) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs -- Impact Analysis

ERCOT examined all of the ESI IDs that have IDR as the meter data type, where demand is less than or equal to 1000 kW.   If thresholds were lowered, we would compare that IDR data to what they would have been if they were settled on NIDR load profiles.  With the threshold lowering, UFE is likely to be lower.  

The approach that ERCOT plans to take in this analysis is two-pronged.  Carl explained that ERCOT would perform a ‘step-down-analysis’ on threshold levels and compare the impact on UFE values with the progressive lowering of thresholds.  Also, ERCOT would examine the impact from the bottom up, of removing IDRs of the smallest customers and switching them to the NIDR profile.

c) Protocols 18.7.2.3, Post Market Evaluation





     Shawnee explained that costs would be an important facet of the analysis on Future Requirements.  There was an impact study created years ago by the first members of the PWG.  The veterans of the group agreed to dig through their archive files to uncover documentation on the 1000 kW limit.  

ERCOT is currently working on an analysis of the IDR thresholds that will also help in this process.


Veteran PWG members will bring any old documentation about the IDR thresholds to the next meeting on 09/30.


ERCOT will bring an analysis of the IDR thresholds for the next meeting.

3) PWG Example of Protocols for Point-to-Point Transactions.

There are many point-to-point transactions that are not covered under the Protocols.  TAC has asked for some examples of these to be written up for their review. 

Lloyd brought up the usefulness of FasTrak and how it helps in Point-to-Point transactions.  He stated that it is a mechanism for handling Point-to-Point transactions.  John disagreed saying that FasTrak was of no use when a disagreement between the TDSP and CR existed.  Both are correct.  Ultimately, FasTrak is a mechanism for submitting a discrepancy however it is not a mechanism for dispute resolution between the CR and TDSP if they are at odds.

Ernie created an example that the members tweaked a little before all agreed that it was ready to be submitted to RMS.

 
Ernie will submit the Point-to-Point example to RMS.  

4) Default profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles.

Carl went through his write-up and analysis of the NIDR to IDR profiles.  He reported that of the 35 ESI IDs that were estimated by the Default Profile, their historical reads were vastly different.  In fact, most defaults were between 5.1 and 5.9 times the historical reads.   

A revision to the PRR 352 was made in Section 11.3.3.3.  The group agreed that scaling was essential.  A vote was taken on whether there should be a cap of 90 days or six months for how long a profile can stay in default.  The consensus was a 90-day cap.


Ernie will submit the PRR for this to RMS under ‘urgent’ status.

5) PRR/LPGRR drafts for profile change requests and lagged dynamic profiles.

Discussion postponed.

6) PRR/LPGRR/Decision Tree drafts for not migrating to default Profile ID.

Discussion postponed.

7) Standard Historical Usage Update/ERCOT profile ID responsibilities.

Discussion postponed.
8) 10 AM Wednesday – Annual Validation of Profile ID 
ERCOT made a list of ESI IDs available to CRs that are anticipated to have a change in Profile ID assignment due to annual validation, excluding those served by CenterPoint.  Diana is still working with CenterPoint and their data.  The first list they provided to the market did not have de-energized ESI IDs for CNP.   Theresa is working with a daily operations team to gather the de-energized ones.  Theresa said they would have the coding issues resolved by the end of next week.  CNP will not be ready to submit their 814_20s until the third week of October.  

Lloyd asked how many 814_20s could be sent at once.  Ron explained that there is no limit on how many you can send at once.  ERCOT just may not be able to process them all on the same day.   Lloyd also wanted to know how legitimate changes that occurred between June and October would be handled.  His concern was that the annual validation 814_20s could possibly over-write these more current changes.   Ernie created a Texas Set Change Request Form with a recommendation to have a mechanism in place to decipher 814_20s that came from annual validation.    

9) Update Reports

a)
Profile Change Requests
i)   Oil and Gas Properties

ERCOT has completed the sample design process and has given Malcolm Smith their analysis.  

ii)   Coral Energy Gas/Convenience 24-hour Stores

ERCOT has just received data from Coral Energy and will begin analysis.

b) ERCOT Load Research and Model Performance Status

ERCOT will be coordinating with the TDSPs to see what we should be doing to design a pilot sample in order to gather data for a larger study.


c) PRR352 IDR Extension of Proxy Day Determination.

Will be implemented in approximately three months.

d) PRR 451 Ancillary Services LRS Calculation.   Complete.
e) PRR draft Replacing IDR with NIDR meter.  No update.
f) DLC Implementation Update Reports (PIP 106).  The PRR is being revised for a change to Section 6.
i) PRR385 Section and LPGRR2003-001 complete.

ii) PRR Section 6, (DSWG reviewing and shall submit to PRS).

g) PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web back to April 16, 2003. 
















ERCOT will set up a link between the PWG Meeting Minutes web-page and the Load Profiling Materials web-page.
h) Profile Cost Recovery Fee due Oct. 16, 2003 per PUCT 25516. 

i) 7/17/03 RMS approved PRR442 and LPGRR2003-003.

ii) Urgent status approved at 07/24/03 PRS and 8/6/03 TAC meetings.

iii) 09/04/03 TAC approved, Board 09/16/03.

i) PR-30022 UFE Analysis Metering / Protocols 11.5.  Waiting for TAC to put ERCOT on agenda to present the UFE report.  
The next PWG meetings are scheduled for 09/30-10/01 and 10/22.  



























