PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes 11-19-2003

Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Terry Bates – Oncor




Avis Bonner - CenterPoint

Brad Boles – Cirro Energy



Theresa DeBose - CenterPoint

Raj Chudgar – ERCOT




Alan Graves - AEP


Ed Echols – TXU




Ron Hernandez - ERCOT


David Gonzalez - ERCOT



Lloyd Young – AEP





Vance Hall - MeterSmart



Paul Wattles – Good Company Associates

Darrell Klimitchek – STEC









Diana Ott - ERCOT











Jovana Pantovic- ERCOT (scribe)









Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)




Carl Raish – ERCOT

John Taylor – Entergy

Lindsey Turns - ERCOT
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda
1) 9 AM - Approval of Nov. 5 meeting minutes. 
2) Antitrust Admonition.
3) Review of PWG Purpose and Scope. 

4) Nominations for Chair and Vice Chair (election post Jan. RMS meeting).

5) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis.

6) 10 AM  - Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports.

7) Prioritizing ERCOT Sample Installations for Load Research.
8) Default routine for NIDR Profiles Discussion.

9) PRR/LPGRR draft for Lagged Dynamic Profiles.
10) New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document.
11) PRR/LPGRR drafts for Distribution Loss Calculation Changes.
12) PRR Draft – Weather Response Determination.
13) LPGRR Draft – 11.4.1 Validation of Profile Type.
14) LPGRR Form Design Discussion.
15) Update reports:

a) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties.
b) Profile Change Request for Gas/Convenience 24 hour Stores.
c) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR-30014, 11/06 meeting).

d) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (PRS 11/20,TAC 1/8). 
e) PRR451 Ancillary Services LRS Calculation (PRS 11/20,TAC 12/4, Bd 12/16). 

f) PRR469 Comet and LR Compliance (PRS 11/20, TAC 1/8).
g) DLC (PR-20123, PIP 106, PRR385 Section 18 and LPGRR2003-001 complete).
i) PRR Section 6, (DSWG approved draft 11/14).

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

i) PR-30022 UFE Analysis Metering / Protocols 11.5
j) Standard Historical Usage Update (1/1/04 possible implementation).

k) Protocols 18.7.2.3, Post Market Evaluation (nothing pending).
l) Example for DMP Transactions on profile id dispute (to RMS 10/16).

m) Decision Tree change for not migrating to default profile id.

n) ERCOT profile id responsibilities.
o) Profile id assignment issues.
p) Distinguishing annual validation transactions to Tex Set (V 2.1-2005).
16) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
17) Review the PWG Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 
18) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Next PWG meetings are 12/4 and 1/7; Next RMS meetings are 12/11, and 1/15.

11-19-2003 MEETING
1)
Approval of November 5, 2003 Meeting Minutes.


Approved with minor changes.

2)
Antitrust Admonition


PWG reviewed the antitrust guidelines as requested by RMS.

3)
Review of PWG Purpose and Scope








RMS is reviewing the status of their taskforces and the chair asked the PWG to examine whether we are 


working toward our purpose and within our scope.  The PWG discussed this and examined the Protocols 
and the Guides.  We unanimously agreed that we are working toward our set purpose and within our 
scope as predicated by Protocols Section 18 and the Load Profiling Guides Section 4.1 & 4.2.

4)
Nominations for Chair and Vice Chair (election post Jan. RMS meeting).



RMS will select their chair on January 14th; they requested that the working groups elect their chairs 
after the RMS chair is elected.

The PWG decided to have open nominations from January 7th to January 21st via e-mail.  The PWG will elect their chair and vice chair at the January 28th meeting.  

Ernie will check with Don Bender to ensure that this timeline for nominations and elections is appropriate.

5)
Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis.




ERCOT is currently working on this.  The ERCOT Load Profiling Department met with Mimi Goldberg to
discuss this issue.  Mimi submitted a proposal, which could help in this analysis.  ERCOT will create a

game plan incorporating some of her firm’s assistance.  


Ernie suggested that the title of the analysis be changed from UFE to Profile Variance.  John 
added that 
‘Profile Variance’ needed to be explained as a contributor to UFE.


Terry wanted more details on how ERCOT was planning to do this analysis in conjunction with Mimi.  Carl 
explained that Mimi’s proposal included dead-weight loss, societal cost, and the profiling error that should 
be reduced with the lowering of the threshold for mandatory installs.  


Vance suggested that the threshold
be lowered to a point where it maximizes the benefit while minimizing
the # of sample points being used in the Load Research Sampling initiative.  Carl explained that although
it is a good idea, one that he even suggested to RLW Analytics, they rejected the idea because it will 
cause a readjustment of the samples.


Ernie noted that according to Protocols, Section18.6.5, ERCOT must evaluate the impact of changing the 
threshold by January 1st, 2004.  Discussions ensued over what this really entailed and how ERCOT would 
work to meet this deadline.

ERCOT will bring a partial analysis to the December 4th meeting and e-mail a complete analysis to the exploder by January 1st, 2004.

6) 10:00 AM – Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports

Diana reported the status of annual validation for each TDSP as follows:

TNMP – complete

Oncor – complete

AEP  - very close to complete

CNP - will begin sending in 50,000/day for the residential files today

ERCOT is currently on a two-day backlog with 814-20s due to the sheer volume that they have been 
receiving.

ERCOT and CenterPoint are still working on the business algorithm.  Theresa was pulled off on 
another project however they will be sending another file today.  Since the ERCOT queue will be 
backed up with residential 814-20s, this will give CNP some time to work on the business files.  
CNP’s goal is for all transactions to be complete by 11/30.

Diana noted that with backlog issues all transactions should be complete by the first week of

December and then ERCOT will do a final sample, which could take until the end of the year.



7)
Prioritizing ERCOT Sample Installations for Load Research




Raj Chudgar has been assigned the project manager for the Load Research Sampling (LRS) and 
DLC Project to help coordinate and design a solution for both ERCOT and Market Participants.  Carl 
talked about the two LRS meetings with TDSPs.  Prioritizing samples was an issue that was raised to 
be brought to the PWG.

The Commission has stated that this Load Research is something ERCOT must do.  Carl searched the Protocols and the Guides and found nothing that indicated that there is an approval process that should take place.  ERCOT’s intention is to work cooperatively with the TDSPs and get buy-in from them, however in the end, ERCOT shall define the priorities and if anyone wants to take issue with this they should go through the formal process for that.  ERCOT will try to be as accommodating as possible, however, Carl explained that we need to push forward with the task at hand.

Raj reported on the progress that was made in the past two LRS meetings.  He noted that the TDSPs and ERCOT have agreed on a file format (.LS files) and that eBXML is likely to be the transport mechanism.  There has been some push-back from one TDSP on the transport mechanism and the Data Transport Working Group is handling this currently and will have a final decision on this by December 9th.  All TDSPs need to be in compliance and using the same system.  Raj noted that the ‘handshake connectivity test’ may be postponed until this issue is resolved.

Various members of the PWG had strong opinions of why eBXML or some other non-settlement, non Texas Set transport mechanism must be used.  

The PWG unanimously recommends the following for transporting Load Research data:

“All files for load profiling sampling purposes coming from TDSPs to ERCOT shall utilize a different transportation mechanism than the mechanism used for billing and settlement data.”

8)
Default routine for NIDR Profiles Discussion





After some discussion about the status of this item and 25516, the PWG decided that ERCOT 
should develop a PRR for this.

ERCOT will start a PRR for Section 11 for the default routine for NIDR and create an LPGRR in Section 15.

9)
PRR/LPGRR draft for Lagged Dynamic Profiles






The group agreed that we should write a PRR for Section 19.  Ed suggested we all read up on this
section before the next meeting and look at Sections 15, 16 & 19 to get them all working together 
without repeating the same things over again. 


ERCOT will re-work this PRR and LPGRR draft for Lagged Dynamic Sampling.

 


Since we were running out of time, Ernie suggested that we leave agenda items 10-13 for the next 
meeting.

14)
LPGRR Form Design Discussion








Ernie changed the format of the LPGRR form (by taking out the table format) so that it is now easier 
to use.  He wanted to get consensus from the group before we all started using this new format.  The 
group agreed this was much better.
15) Update Reports









Ernie quickly ran down the list and gave some updates on the open items. 
ERCOT will create a link from the documents page and main page to the Load Research Sampling Meeting Minutes. 
The next PWG meetings will be on 12/4, 01/07 and 01/28.




























