PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes 12-04-2003

Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Terry Bates – Oncor




Avis Bonner - CenterPoint

Brad Boles – Cirro Energy



Mimi Goldberg -  Xenergy

Bill Boswell – ERCOT




Ron Hernandez - ERCOT

Raj Chudgar – ERCOT




Diana Ott - ERCOT


Ed Echols – TXU







David Gonzalez - ERCOT







Vance Hall - MeterSmart





Jovana Pantovic- ERCOT (scribe)









Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)




Carl Raish – ERCOT

Malcolm Smith – Energy Data Source

John Taylor – Entergy

Lindsey Turns – ERCOT

Paul Wattles – Good Company Associates

Lloyd Young – AEP
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda
1) Antitrust Admonition.
2) Approval of Nov. 19 meeting minutes. 
3) 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).

4) 10 AM  - Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports.

5) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis.
6) New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document.
7) PRR/LPGRR drafts for Distribution Loss Calculation Changes.
8) PRR Draft – Weather Response Determination.
9) LPGRR Draft – 11.4.1 Validation of Profile Type.
10) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
11) Review the PWG Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 
a) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (PRS 11/20,TAC 1/8). 
b) PRR451 Ancillary Services LRS Calculation (PRS 11/20,TAC 12/4, Bd 12/16). 

c) PRR469 Comet and LR Compliance (PRS 11/20, TAC 1/8).
d) PRR478 Use of Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles. (LPGRR2003-004 Section 12).
e) DLC (PR-20123, PIP 106, PRR385 Section 18 and LPGRR2003-001 complete).
i) PRR Section 6, (DSWG approved draft 11/14).

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

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

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

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

l) ERCOT profile id responsibilities.
m) Profile id assignment issues.
n) Distinguishing annual validation transactions to Tex Set (V 2.1-2005).
12) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Next PWG meetings are 1/7 and 1/28; Next RMS meetings are 12/11, and 1/14.
12-04-2003 MEETING
1)
Antitrust Admonition


PWG reviewed the antitrust guidelines as requested by RMS.

2)
Approval of November 19, 2003 Meeting Minutes.

Approved with a minor change.

3)
Update Reports:











a) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties.
Pioneer Natural Resources and Priority Power are officially withdrawing their request.  Malcolm explained that there is some frustration on the part of the requestors as specified in Jim Uhelski’s e-mail.  Carl said that ERCOT found the request to be incomplete and had asked for more load research data on smaller accounts in order to push forward.  Malcolm stated that Energy Data Source is the sole remaining requestor.

b) Profile Change Request for Gas/Convenience 24 hour Stores.
ERCOT is still waiting on ESIIDs from Coral Energy in order to perform some analysis.  Coral was to hold a meeting on 12/5/2003, which could help put this project back on track.

c) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR-30014, 11/06 meeting).

Raj reported that the TDTWG and all 4 TDSPs approved the eBXML data transport mechanism.  Also, the .LS file format has been agreed upon by all 4 TDSPs.  He stated that TNMP and CNP completed their handshake connectivity tests.  The sample design delivery data has slipped to the beginning of January.  Market testing is tentatively scheduled for May 15th, which pushes the go-live date to somewhere in the middle of July.  ERCOT is currently building out hardware to accommodate sampling and model development.

Malcolm asked how soon could we expect revised models in the market.  Carl explained that the model building process would begin one year from the time data collection started and the analysis and implementation could take several months after that.

Raj met with the TDTWG who wanted our input on the wording of the PWG recommendation we put out at our last meeting for the data transport mechanism.  The PWG reviewed the revised, more concise version, and accepted the proposal.  

4) 10 AM – Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports



           Diana reported that CenterPoint sent their business file this morning.  All residential 814-20s have been sent from CenterPoint.  ERCOT still needs to verify their business file.  ERCOT’s next step is to draw a random sample from all TDSP submitted changes from both the residential and business files from each profile segment.  The sample must meet 99% accuracy.


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




ERCOT is currently working on this.  Lindsey gave an update on the Threshold analysis and went over an
additional spreadsheet which re-evaluated what was previously presented.


Carl explained some of the suggestions that Mimi had such as dead-weight loss and elasticity estimates.
Ed asked why we would be looking at this from a regulated standpoint when this is a competitive market.  
Some members of the group were questioning the analysis, its purpose and if it is even necessary.

Brad agreed with Ed stating that the threshold analysis of “winners” vs. “losers” was irrelevant because customers were driven by the tariff charges and were oblivious to whether they were a “winner” or  “loser” in this analysis.  Ernie added that the terminology was misleading.  “Winners” should be called something like “Reduced Settlement Costs” and “losers” should be called “Increased Settlement Costs”.

Brad said that if ERCOT could identify who would benefit from the reduction of tariff charges and apply it to their analysis instead of “winners” and “losers”, we might have a clearer picture of what actually will happen in the market place.


ERCOT will have this impact analysis complete by the end of the year and send it to the exploder by January 1st, 2004.

6) New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document




 The PWG reviewed the TOU document and discussed whether any sub-committee approval is necessary.  The group decided it was more of an informational document that should be posted to the PWG website.
Ed will refine the document with Paul and send it out to the exploder for final approval.


                                                                                 

7)
PRR/LPGRR drafts for Distribution Loss Calculation Changes




Ed argued that this seemingly minor PRR wording change would cause a significant change to Section
13.  Other members agreed with him stating that it may not be part of the scope or purpose of the PWG.


The group decided to write up an ‘issue’ to WMS and point out that the “estimated” Distribution Loss 
factors should be changed to “deemed actual”.


ERCOT will submit a “WMS issue” to their chair questioning the Distribution Loss Factors being used in the data aggregation process.

8)
PRR Draft – Weather Response Determination






The PWG began to wordsmith the PRR draft for Weather Response Determination.  We completed this 
and Ernie will send it to RMS.

Ernie will send the Weather Response Determination PRR to RMS.

11)
Update Reports










Ernie quickly ran down the list and gave some updates on the open items.   The meeting was adjourned.
The next PWG meetings will be on 01/07 and 01/28.




























