Load Profiling Working Group

Meeting Minutes 03-25-2003

Meeting Attendees

In-person:

Terry Bates – Oncor

Steve Bordelon – TNMP
Ron Hernandez – ERCOT  

Darrell Klimitchek – STEC

Adrian Marquez – ERCOT (scribe)

Diana Ott – ERCOT  

Jovana Pantovic – ERCOT  

Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)

Carl Raish – ERCOT

Via Conference Call:

Kedra Baltrip – TXU 

Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto – PUC

Alan Graves – AEP

Malcolm Smith – Energy Data Source

Lloyd Young – AEP

Agenda
1) 9 AM - Approval of 1/27 and 3/14 conf. calls and Mar. 5, 2003 meeting minutes.

2) PWG Vice-Chair nominations and election.

3) Update reports:

a. TAC recommends True-ups resume 60 days after the initial release of the data extract defined in SCR727, True-ups could resume about May 10. (Initial ESI ID Extracts available. Incremental due 3/18/03). 
b. PUCT Project 25516, LP AND LR Rule approved 3/05 at Open Mtg. 
i. ERCOT has 6 months to establish a procedure to provide a method of recovery of research costs associated with obtaining a new profile.
I. Ballpark estimate of the research cost for a new profile, and

II. Two or three potential cost recovery methods, each with pros and cons.

c. Final PUCT Project 26359 Competitive Metering, reply comments due on March 17, 2003. A public hearing has been scheduled for March 20, 2003.
d. PRR 362, Load Profiling Guide –Correction Procedure to Profile ID Type.

i. PRR Section 18.4.4.2. (Deferred by PRS 11/26/02) 
ii. LPGRR2003-002 Sections 11.4 and 11.5 (be prepared to review see item 4e).
e. DLC Implementation Update Reports (PIP 106)

i. PRR385 Section 18 (RMS approved 2/25, PRS 03/20, TAC 5/08, Board 5/20).

ii. LPGRR2003-001 (RMS approved 2/25).

iii. ERCOT status (Schedule).

iv. PRR Section 6, (submitted by DSWG 3/17/03, PRR388 TAC 3/6, Board 3/18).

v. Beta Test approved TAC on 3/06(PRR by Green Mountain).

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

a. Review annual validation implementation progress (ERCOT & TDSPs).
b. Review  “Lessons Learned” (Ron Hernandez, ERCOT). 

c. Profile id assignment issues (Adrian and Kedra).
d. SAS code distribution from ERCOT.
e. Review of LPGRR2003-002 Sections 11.4 and 11.5 (for consensus).
5) South Texas Electric Coop planning to opt-in after 1.5 (Mid-April).
6) Oil and gas properties profile change request.
a. ERCOT status (Request posting to Web site status).
7) ERCOT update on new issues.

8) Any new issues from Market Participants.

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

Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Approval of Prior PWG Minutes

March 5, 2003 minutes were slightly modified, and then approved.  Minutes stated that annual validation was complete for several utilities, and now state that usage month algorithm validation is complete for those utilities.

March 14, 2003 minutes were approved.

Election of PWG Vice-Chair

Kedra Baltrip withdrew her name from the running.  John Taylor was elected Vice-Chair.

Project 25516

In reference to the excerpt immediately below from Project 25516, the PWG asked Shawnee for clarification on when the six months begins.

“…that within six months of the effective date of this section, ERCOT, through the stakeholder process, shall establish and implement a process to collect a fee from any REP who seeks to assign customers to a non-ERCOT sponsored profile.” 

Shawnee said Project 25516 was approved at the March 5, 2003 open meeting, but she wanted to confirm when the six-month period actually begins.  Shawnee subsequently sent a couple of e-mails to the PWG exploder, and her March 28 e-mail says the effective date of the rule will be April 16, 2003, and that date will kick off the six months.

Shawnee said that her interpretation is the REP requesting list-based segments is not subject to reimbursement.

There was a discussion on who could do load research for various purposes.  There was a consensus that 25516 is clear that TDSPs are to collect the data for ERCOT-sponsored studies.

Terry Bates expresses concern on the source and quality of data used in Load Profile development, including supplemental load profiles.  The PWG needs to review how the LPG addresses this issue, and take action as appropriate.

Action Items related to 25516:

1. The PWG is to look at whether the LPG needs any changes to reflect approval of Project 25516.

2. ERCOT is to create a strawman on the process to collect fees from REPs, related to the six-month issue listed above.  ERCOT is to present this strawman to the PWG sometime in the future.

DLC

Ernie asked whether a rough timeline for DLC implementation was sent to Commissioner Perlman at his request.  Carl stated that the rough timeline had been provided.  Ernie said that the PWG would like to see this timeline when it becomes publicly available.  

Ernie mentioned that Green Mountain backed out of the DLC Beta Test, for reasons unknown to him.

Annual Validation

Additional attendees via conference call:  Theresa DeBose, Avis Bonner

Theresa said that CenterPoint has completed RES, but is having technical difficulties and would not be able to send the latest BUS iteration for a couple of days.  Diana stated that ERCOT and CenterPoint are in agreement for more than 99.0% of the RES sample.  Regarding the BUS sample, Diana said that CenterPoint exchanged files with ERCOT on March 12 and 18.  Diana said the latest iteration on CenterPoint BUS sample shows a 63.44% error rate for BUS. 

Diana said that the other TDSPs meet or exceed the 99.0% agreement for both the RES and BUS Profile Groups.

Ron says that the list of Lessons Learned he sent to the PWG exploder is complete, but that people should feel free to submit to him anything else that they feel is appropriate.  Adrian said many of the lessons learned are in the FAQ tab that will be in the next release of the Profile Decision Tree, but that he will try to work in the remainder.

ERCOT will send out the SAS code it used for the annual validation process to the PWG exploder, once CenterPoint completes the BUS sample.

LPG Proposed Changes – Sections 11.4 & 11.5

During the meeting, Diana led the review of the proposed changes compiled by ERCOT, and the Group made additional changes during this review.

Kedra offered to put the completed changes to Sections 11.4 and 11.5 on the LPGRR form.  She said she would then forward the form to Ernie who would then send it to RMS.  

A Couple of Opt-In Entities…

Darrell Klimitchek of STEC said that Nueces and San Patricio are distribution co-ops who decided to offer their wires customers choice, and that mid-July 2003 may be a good estimate of the actual opt-in date.  Darrell went on to say that STEC is a CR—and not a TDSP, and that STEC is the AREP for Nueces and San Patricio, which have a total of 20,000 to 25,000 customers.

As an aside, Darrell mentioned that some of the co-ops served by STEC have DLC programs, but he didn’t believe Nueces and San Patricio were among them.    
Diana sparked a discussion about which time period would be used for initial validation for Nueces and San Patricio, and whether validation would take place before or after they opt-in.  This matter is not yet resolved.    

Voting Procedures for RMS Working Groups

The Group reviewed a draft of voting procedures for the RMS Working Groups put together by Bill Bell (Chair of the Texas Test Plan Team), and made modifications.  

PWG Issues Master List

Action Item:

Ernie asked everyone the look at the prioritizations on the PWG Issues Master List, and submit any changes to rankings as they see fit.

Next Meeting

The next PWG meeting is scheduled for April 16, 2003.    

