PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes 01-07-2004
Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Carl Raish – ERCOT 




Alan Graves - AEP
Ernie Podraza – Reliant (facilitator)


Theresa DeBose - CenterPoint

Bill Boswell – ERCOT (scribe)



Raj Chudgar – ERCOT



Lindsey Turns – ERCOT



Diana Ott - ERCOT


Ed Echols – TXU




Lloyd Young – AEP
David Gonzalez - ERCOT



Paul Wattles – Good Company Associates

Vance Hall - MeterSmart



Brad Boles – Cirro Energy
Malcolm Smith – Energy Data Source

John Taylor – Entergy

Darrell Klimitchek – STEC
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda
PWG Meeting Agenda
1) Antitrust Admonition.
2) Approval of Dec. 4 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).

i) Revised Load Profile Data transport statement (from TDTWG)
ii) Meter replacement process
4) 10 AM  - Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports.

5) Nominations for PWG Chair and Vice Chair.

6) RMS Working Group/Task Force Structure
7) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis.
8) PRR for NIDR Scaling affecting section 11.3.2.
9) New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document (if available).
10) LPGRR Draft – 11.4.1 Validation of Profile Type (if available).
11) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
12) Review the PWG Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 
a) PRR451 Ancillary Services LRS Calculation (TAC approved 12/4, Bd 12/16). 

b) PRR469 Comet and LR Compliance (PRS approved 11/20, TAC 1/8).
c) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (PRS approved11/20, PRS review impact 12/18, TAC 1/8). 
d) PRR478 Use of Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles. (LPGRR2003-004 Section 12). (PRS 12/18 to review)
e) PRR479 IDR Removal (PRS to review in Jan.).
f) DLC (PR-20123, PIP 106, PRR385 Section 18 and LPGRR2003-001 complete).
i) PRR484 Section 6 Implementation of Direct Load Control, (PRS 1/04).

g) PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web back to through 2003.

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

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

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

m) ERCOT profile id responsibilities.
n) Profile id assignment issues.
o) Distinguishing annual validation transactions to Tex Set (V 2.1-2005).
13) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Next PWG meeting is 1/28; Next RMS meetings are 12/11, and 2/12.
01-07-2004 MEETING
1)
Antitrust Admonition


PWG reviewed the antitrust guidelines as requested by RMS.

2)
Approval of December 4, 2004 meeting minutes

The minutes were approved with no revisions..

3)
Update Reports:











a) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties.
Carl stated Load Profiling is revisiting the sample design using the new software.  Malcolm reported they are looking at load on smaller accounts.
b) Profile Change Request for Gas/Convenience 24 hour Stores.
Malcolm reported approximately 600 ESI-Id’s were sent to ERCOT.  They are collecting approximately 400 additional ESI-Id’s and verifying the ESI Id’s are open 24 hours by looking at credit card transactions.
c) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR-30014, 11/06 meeting).
Raj reported SAS is being loaded this week.  Sign-up forms will be sent out to the CR’s thru Client Rep’s by the end of the week with a due date at the end of the month.  Handshake testing has been completed with everyone except Oncor.  Carl reported sample design is not on schedule to be completed by mid-January.  Currently they are in the middle of sample design.    
i) Revised Load Profile Data transport statement (from TDTWG)
The PWG reviewed 2 TDTWG statements – one for TDSP’s and one for CR’s.  The PWG blessed the statements after several wording changes.  The TDTWG wants to study the feasibility of using one transport protocol.
ii) Meter replacement process
The PWG members agreed this item would be covered in the Load Profiling Guides.
4) 10 AM – Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Reports
Diana Ott reported that all TDSP transactions have been received by ERCOT.  Sample validations are in progress.  All business and residential 814-20s were received from CenterPoint and AEP with only a few rejects however AEP has approximately 4300 ESI-Ids classified BUS_NODEM with a demand present. (The Decision Tree will not allow ESI-Ids with a demand value present to be classified BUS_NODEM.)  Lloyd Young explained AEP classifies all ESI-Ids on the No Demand tariff as BUS_NODEM.  A 10 Kw threshold is used.  The AEP software is continuing to send the demand value on the 814-20 even though it is no longer used.
Carl questioned why we should not use the demand if it is present.  Diana stated Oncor can not guarantee the demand if it is below the threshold value.  There was much discussion surrounding this issue and what should be done for this year’s validation.
The PWG reached consensus for guidance to ERCOT for the 2003 annual validation stating:  the BUS_NODEM assignment for ESI Ids with a demand <= 10 Kw is assumed to be correct as coded by the TDSP’s.
The Decision Tree for 2004 validations will be revisited by the PWG in a few months.
5) Nominations for PWG Chair and Vice Chair


As documented in the minutes from the November 19, 2003 PWG meeting,  the PWG Chair and Vice Chair nominations for 2004 will open today (January 7, 2004) and close on January 21, 2004.  The vote will be taken at the PWG meeting on January 28, 2004.
Ernie Podraza and John Taylor were nominated for Chair.  Ernie Podraza, John Taylor and Ed Echols were nominated for Vice Chair.  The question was raised as to whether ERCOT staff could be nominated.  The RMS Procedures were consulted and the PWG agreed that ERCOT staff could not be nominated.  
Nominations via email will remain open until January 21, 2004.
6) RMS Working Group/Task Force Structure
Ernie reviewed the RMS Criteria to Launch Task Force document with the PWG and expressed the opinion the PWG is in-scope and on-task.  The work of the PWG should not be diluted by combining it with another group.  Combining groups would raise a question of priorities and require significant training for those in the group with different skill sets.  Ernie looks forward to 2004-2005 and believes the PWG has significant work on its plate with LRS, TNT, new profiles and profile changes.
Ernie will include a specific task list to show the PWG’s “plate is full” on his Powerpoint slide report to RMS.


                                                                                 

7) Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis
Lindsey Turns presented the ERCOT Impact Analysis of the IDR Requirements report for the IDR threshold analysis study. The analysis was performed to:

· Quantify the market impact of profiling error

· Quantify premise level impacts associated with profiling error

· Quantify societal economic impacts associated with profiling error

· Assess system reliability benefits.

The meaning of Net Profiling Error/Cost versus Total Profiling Error (based on the error absolute value) and what they represent was discussed in great detail.  Some key points of the discussion were:
· MCPE does not represent a true market price but is a reasonable proxy to use in this analysis
· Use profiles rather than IDRs inherently introduces much error into the settlements calculation 
· Cross Customer Error is a component of Total Profiling Error

· Annualized IDR costs were assumed to be ≈ $168/year for the purposes of the analysis
· The analysis did not sufficient societal economic benefit to justify either installing or removing IDRs.  It is a matter of fairness.

Recommendations were made to:

· Show cross customer error comparison across the peak day

· Add a chart showing TDSP distribution of IDRs

· Repeat analysis and include an analysis of the settlement accuracy benefit associated with TOU metering.

The main point of the discussion was whether the 1000 Kw IDR  threshold should be lowered.   The PWG agreed that more time was needed to review the study.  Further discussion and a possible PRR to lower the threshold value as well as to include an IDR removal threshold will be on the agenda for the next meeting.

 Carl will send the report to PRS and RMS as a “staff” report and publish the report to the Market to satisfy Protocol Section 18.6.5.
Open Issues before the PWG
Ernie reviewed the list and gave some updates on the open items.   The meeting was adjourned.
The next PWG meeting will be on 01/28/04.
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