Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 03-05-2003

Attendees

Terry Bates – Oncor

Carl Raish – ERCOT 

Diana Ott – ERCOT (scribe)

Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)

Adrian Marquez – ERCOT (assistant scribe)

Jovana Pantovic – ERCOT

John Taylor -- Entergy

Via Teleconference
Lloyd Young – AEP

Kedra Baltrip – TXU

Agenda
1) 9 AM - Approval of 1/27 and 2/10, conf. calls and Feb. 5, 2003 meeting minutes.

2) Terry Bates replacement for Vice-Chair.

3) Update reports.
4) 10 AM – Annual Validation of Profile ID (Ernie).

5) South Texas Electric Coop planning to opt-in after 1.5 is in.
6) Energy Data Source profile change request for oil and gas properties.
7) ERCOT update on new issues.

8) Any new issues from Market Participants.

9) Review the PWG Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 

10) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.  

Reviewed Meeting Minutes

January 27, 2003 meeting minutes are still outstanding

February 5, 2003 minutes were reviewed and approved

February 10, 2003 minutes were reviewed and approved


Announcement of Terry Bates as chair of COMETWG and will need to be replaced as Vice-Chair.  Ernie suggested nominations for Vice-Chair replacement and everybody come back to the next meeting ready to vote.  Carl Raish nominated Kedra Baltrip and Ernie Podraza nominated John Taylor.

Ernie will issue a request for additional nominations to the exploder for vote at the next meeting.

Updates

a. Ernie announced SCR727 status, and mentioned that some of the clean up effort from this may be routed to FasTrak in order to not duplicate effort for the same ESIID.

b. PUCT 25516 ERCOT will have 6 months to come up with a proposal on how to recover cost. Carl Raish stated that he would hope to get Market Participant involvement in drafting the procedure and work.

Action item -- ERCOT to draft up initial language for cost recovery methodology.  

Ernie mentioned he would like an update on accuracy of the profile models, and reiterated the PUCT’s statement that it is imperative that the profiles be as accurate as possible.  Some questioned what “as accurate as possible” truly means.  Carl asked for clarity on participation from MUNIs, if they were not involved in the market how would their data assist in developing models for competition.  Carl does not object to providing data to them, but he does not see the benefit of their data unless they opt-in.  

Annual Validation   

Additional attendees via conference call:  Avis Bonner, Theresa DeBose, and Lindsey Turns.

Diana stated that annual validation of new usage month algorithm for Oncor, TNMP, AEP TX North and AEP TX Central is complete.  Diana said ERCOT is working with CenterPoint on residential ESI IDs, but that CenterPoint has not yet submitted any business ESI IDs to ERCOT for the validation process.  Diana stated that at one point the validation for CenterPoint residential ESI IDs was at 95% accuracy, but that could change (up or down) with subsequent passes.  

The PWG discussed the Annual Validation summary table that Lindsey sent to the PWG exploder on Wednesday morning.  

Theresa DeBose called in and said she had the CenterPoint residential at 99.97% (and that she was sending the latest file to Lindsey).  Theresa also said that she had business at 97.23% accuracy.  She hadn’t sent any of the business files to ERCOT, but she plans to send them by the end of the day.

Whenever annual validation of new usage month algorithm is complete for CenterPoint, ERCOT will update the summary tables and send them out to the PWG exploder.  ERCOT will also send to the PWG exploder the SAS code it used for annual validation, as the code has been tweaked a bit since it was last distributed.

Carl Raish brought up an issue for consideration; He suggested that there be a kWh threshold for the HIWR calculation.  For the sake of discussion, suppose an ESI ID uses a maximum of 5 kWh in one of the winter months, and only 1 kWh in each of the ‘transitional’ months.  This would result in the assignment of a HIWR Profile Segment, which maybe should be reviewed.  Ernie Podraza and John Taylor said that it sounds like it could be part of a more complex issue, and they expanded a bit on previous discussions with regard to the magnitude of kWh.

Diana went over the most recent status report of NIDR data loading, and pointed out that ERCOT still does not have 100% of the NIDR data for last April.  Her point was that when the PWG is finalizing the timeline for subsequent annual validations, it should keep in mind how quickly (and how much) NIDR data actually gets loaded into ERCOT’s systems.  The link to the ERCOT data loading statistics site is http://www.ercot.com/Participants/PublicMarketInfo/ESIIDStat.htm.

Diana then gave a high-level overview of the draft of the annual validation procedures written up by ERCOT.  After some discussion, Diana said that ERCOT would modify the document slightly and send it out to the PWG exploder for review and comments.  

The group then discussed possibly including another section in the annual validation procedures to address other items related to the Profile ID, such as zip code, Premise Type, Weather Sensitivity code, etc. 

Kedra suggested that the annual validation methodology be written up at this time as an LPGRR and sent to the PWG exploder.  Everyone is encouraged to be ready to discuss the annual validation document and suggest modifications to it as appropriate at the next PWG meeting.  Everyone should be prepared to finalize the timelines for annual validation.

The PWG will have a conference call on Friday, March 14th from 9-11:30 a.m. to edit the draft of the Validation Section 11.4 and 11.5 of the LPG.  ERCOT will send out the draft to the PWG exploder list for review prior to Friday’s conference call.  

Ron will forward “Lessons Learned” to the PWG exploder.  

DLC Update

Ernie mentioned that at the last RMS meeting, he defended a comment that stated PWG had not done any work on DLC.  Ernie elaborated on the high volume of work that PWG had done.  Ernie summarized that there are two issues to be addressed if the DLC beta test is to be implemented for summer of 2003.  The first issue is the current Protocol requirement of 150 day Market Notification before new profiles are implemented, and the second issue Protocol requirement is that no new profiles will be implemented in the summer months.

Carl mentioned that ERCOT has assigned a project manager to DLC.  Terry Bates then posed the following question:  If after the DLC beta test Green Mountain decides not to continue the program, would large dollars continue to be spent on developing DLC systems at ERCOT with no active participants? 

Entities Opting In

A short discussion was held about what needs to be done related to Profiling for Opt In Entities.  Kedra brought up the point that if Opt Ins will soon be joining the market, the PWG will need to complete the sections in the LPG that will apply to them.

Profile Segment Change Request

Carl Raish stated that it appears the profile segment change request asks that the affected ESI IDs remain on the proposed profile—even when they change CRs. 

Carl stated that perhaps this should be a list-based program, and now how do we verify or augment the list moving forward.  Malcolm stated that this is an issue that needs to be discussed and how we will deal with this.  

Kedra asked definitively if the request is for a list-based segment.  Malcolm confirmed the request is a list based segment request.

Someone brought up the issue of cost recovery for this profile, particularly because the requested profile would stay with the ESI ID--regardless of CR.  Malcolm stated that cost is not as important as making the profile available to the market, even though the ruling of 25516 mentions cost recovery.    

Ernie asked if anyone would like to see the submitted request.  After an affirmative or two, Ernie said he would send this request out to the exploder for anyone to review.  Ernie brought up the issue that this opens up the question of profiles specific to hospitals, supermarkets, etc.  It also brings up the question of how to validate which ESI IDs truly meet the criteria for list-based profiles.  How quickly can this be implemented and how does it affect the existing profile models and analysis of them?

Carl asked if the number 180,000 refers to properties or ESI IDs.  Malcolm stated it is not 180,000 ESI IDs, it is 180,000 properties.  Malcolm said the number ESI IDs would be in the tens of thousands.  


Action item for ERCOT—post acknowledgement of the request to the website after supporting data have been received.

Load Research

John Taylor asked if ERCOT is waiting on 25516 ruling before it starts on sample design, or is ERCOT starting on this now.  Carl stated that ERCOT is beginning to search for a Load Research software package, and begin planning for the load research. 

John Taylor asked if there is a standard way to send interval data from the TDSP to the CR.  John stated that they are getting data in many different formats and he would like to see the transferring of data to be uniform.  Ernie suggested using the RMS issues form and documenting the problem and summit it to RMS requesting the format to be standard, instead of in all different formats.  Terry Bates stated that perhaps just a note in the minutes and a general discussion could resolve this.  Adrian agreed that it would be helpful if all TDSPs created these files in the same format.  

Action item-- 
Terry Bates will ask internally for this matter to be brought up at the RMS TDSP issues meeting.  

Miscellaneous Issues

Kedra will review Protocols to make sure that PWG is in compliance with PWG responsibilities.

Terry suggested we remove items from the PWG Open Items Word document that are closed out, or try to keep things condensed not to keep adding to the list and still capture what needs to be done.  Kedra volunteered to go thru and try and condense the list.  

Ernie suggested we go thru and prioritize items as a 1, 2, or 3, where 1 is the highest priority.  

Ernie suggested the PWG meet on March 25, April 16, and May 7, and May 28, 2003.

