Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 01-08-2003

Meeting Attendees

In-person:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU (scribe)

Terry Bates – Oncor

Steven Bordelon – TNMP

Chuck Dodd – Comverge

Terri Eaton – Green Mountain Power

Ed Echols – TXU

Jason Glore – CPS

Ron Hernandez – ERCOT

Adrian Marquez – ERCOT

Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)

Carl Raish – ERCOT

Brenda Snyder – Entergy (TDSP)

Denise Stokes – Competitive Assets

John Taylor – Entergy Solutions

Via Teleconference:

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda:
· Approve minutes from December 3 – 4, and 10, 2002 Meetings

· Annual Elections of Chair and Vice Chair for the PWG

· 2002 Annual Validation of Profile ID (10:00 a.m.)

· Update Reports

· PUCT Project 25516

· PUCT Project 26359

· PRR 367

· PRR 368

· PRR 362

· IDR data loading into Lodestar

· DLC Implementation (11:00 a.m.)

· 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 meeting minutes for the December 3rd – 4th were approved with the addition of Jason Glore’s name to the meeting attendee list for the December 3rd meeting. The meeting minutes for the December 10th meeting were approved without corrections.

Annual Elections of Chair and Vice Chair for the PWG

Election of the chair and vice chair of the PWG were held. The nominations for Chair were as follows:


Kedra Baltrip


Ernie Podraza


John Taylor

The majority vote for Chair was for Ernie Podraza

The nominations for Vice Chair were as follows:


Kedra Baltrip


Terry Bates


Ernie Podraza


Brenda Snyder


John Taylor

Ernie Podraza was ineligible for Vice Chair because he was elected chair. The majority vote for Vice Chair was for Terry Bates.

The chair and vice chair for the PWG for 2003 are Ernie Podraza and Terry Bates, respectively.

Update Reports

Ernie Podraza reviewed several market activities that may have an impact on the work and direction of the Profiling Working Group. These are as follows:

PUCT Project 25516 – Rulemaking on Load Research

Final rule expected in the first quarter of 2003.

PUCT Project 26359 – Rulemaking on Competitive Metering

PUCT staff has separated the project into two projects. One project will focus on competitive meter ownership and the other will capture all other issues regarding competitive metering.

PRR 367 – IDR Installation & Use

PRR 367 is scheduled to be presented at TAC on January 9, 2003.

PRR 368 – Section 18 References

PRR 368 is scheduled to be presented at TAC on January 9, 2003.

PRR 362 – Correction Procedure to Profile ID Type

Deferred by PRS until language regarding the timeline has been added to the LPG. It is suggested that the PWG incorporate appropriate language in the LPG but “gray-box” it until PRR 362 becomes effective.

IDR Data Loading into Lodestar

This report is now on ERCOT’s public website. The address is http://www.ercot.com/Participants/PublicMarketInfo/ESIIDStat.htm
Ernie Podraza also mentioned that Derek Mauzy of Reliant drafted a motion (SCR 727) to stop resettlement because of Market Sync issues. The motion was accepted by RMS and seeks to have resettlement deferred until April and go back until January 2002. TAC will vote on the motion on January 9, 2003.

Kedra Baltrip presented to the PWG that PRR 224 was not implemented correctly in Protocols. Adrian Marquez will work with PRS to get the correct language in the Protocols.

2002 Annual Validation

Additional Attendees (via teleconference) for Annual Validation Only

Theresa DeBose – CenterPoint

Avis Bonner – CenterPoint

Diana Ott – ERCOT

Lindsey Turns – ERCOT

Profile Decision Tree

Adrian Marquez and Terry Bates drafted language to add clarity to the profile decision tree regarding the IDR installation requirement. Adrian also reviewed the Profile Decision Tree to address Lloyd Young’s concern regarding default profile ID assignment. Adrian concluded that the current version is clear enough and is waiting to hear from Lloyd for additional comments.

Future versions of the Profile Decision Tree may include a FAQ (frequently asked questions) worksheet. This may also address Lloyd’s concerns.

Version 1.08 is expected to be published in a month from now. It will include language to address Terry’s concern, load factor and winter ratio calculations on the example usage month worksheets, and additional clarity on the definitions worksheet.

Annual Validation

Diana Ott reported that AEP had 100% of the residential customer sample assigned properly. With the submission of a new business file it is expected that 100% of the business customer sample will be assigned properly also.

Diana also reported that Oncor should be at 100% for the residential and business sample with the submission of an additional file.

Ron Hernandez agreed to send CenterPoint a revised SAS code for the usage month algorithm. Theresa DeBose expects to route files to ERCOT no later than January 17, 2003. Currently, CenterPoint is 50% complete.

TNMP reported that they should be completed with the validation by February 1, 2003.

Ernie Podraza suggested that ERCOT conduct a profile ID assignment “migration” study to determine how many profile IDs have been changed based on the implementation of the usage month algorithm for these samples. Ron Hernandez agreed to provide the information.

John Taylor reported a favorable response to disputes with profile ID assignments.

Theresa DeBose asked if a CR is disputing the profile ID assignment based on new 12-month data, what data should be used for the profile ID assignment?

This prompted much discussion and resolved into 5 issues:

1. Once an ESI ID has 12 months of data, can the CR dispute the profile ID assignment based on the current 12 months of data?

2. If a CR disputes with the profile ID assignment based on the initial validation, using 12 months of data ending per the initial validation period, can the CR dispute the profile ID assignment and have it changed retroactively?

3. What data should be used for periodic [monthly] audits of profile ID assignments?

a. Use most current data?

b. CR and TDSP make changes?

4. Are profile ID assignments based on 12-month rolling data?

5. Are disputed and resolved profile ID assignments applied retroactively?

Kedra Baltrip volunteered to research the LPG regarding these issues and provide comments at the next PWG meeting. Adrian Marquez will work with Kedra.

DLC Implementation

Carl Raish reviewed the baseline calculations he and Ernie Podraza developed. The calculation was approved. Ed Echols presented some wording changes included a change, which included additional equations that are used to determine an average profile. These changes were also approved.

There was also much discussion regarding the 90% threshold for RIDR data. All, excluding Green Mountain’s abstention, agreed to keep the 90% threshold and let market experience determine if it needs to be modified.

All issues in the “Open Issues” of the “Summary of DLC Issues” document were agreed upon.

Next Meeting

The next PWG will be held on Thursday, January 16, 2003 (9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.) at the ERCOT Met Center, Room 209. The following meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, February 5, 2003.

