PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes January 28, 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



David Hanna -Itron


Diana Ott – ERCOT




Shawnee Claiborne-Pinto - PUCT
Ed Echols – TXU




Lloyd Young – AEP
David Gonzalez - ERCOT



Paul Wattles – Good Company Associates

Vance Hall - MeterSmart



Avis Bonner – CenterPoint Energy
John Taylor – Entergy

Darrell Klimitchek – STEC

Terry Bates – ONCOR

James Brazil – George, Neil and Walker

Brad Boles – Cirro Energy
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda
PWG Meeting Agenda

1) Antitrust Admonition.
2) Approval of Jan. 7 meeting minutes. 
3) Elect PWG Chair and Vice Chair.

4) Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Report from ERCOT.

5) PRR for NIDR Scaling affecting section 11.3.2.
6) Discuss possible PRR based on IDRs Impact Analysis and ERCOT/Market Impact.
7) Public posting timeline of ERCOT forecasts.
8) PWG issues per the 1/21 DLC Implementation Meeting.
9) New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document.
10) LPGRR Draft – 11.4.1 Validation of Profile Type (if available).
a) Decision Tree Governance.
b) Cause for numerous profile changes in 2003, suggested analysis/dead bands.
c) Profile dispute/profile calculation 12 months ending period.
11) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
12) Update reports and/or review Open Issues Master List and make assignments. 
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 (sample design timeline slip1/5 to 1/28).
d) PRR469 Comet and LR Compliance (TAC approved 1/8,Bd 1/21).
e) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (TAC approved 1/8,Bd 1/21). 
f) PRR478 Use of Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles (TAC 2/5). 
i) (LPGRR2003-004 Section 12) (TAC 2/5).
g) PRR479 IDR Removal (PRS approved 01/23 with ERCOT comments).
h) DLC (PR-20123, PIP 106, PRR385 Section 18 and LPGRR2003-001 complete).
i) PRR484 Section 6 Implementation of Direct Load Control, (PRS 01/23).

i) PRR488 Weather Responsiveness Determination (PRS 02/20).

j) PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web prior to 2003 (pending).

k) PR-30022 UFE Analysis Metering / Protocols 11.5
l) Standard Historical Usage Update (Per RMS 1/14 pending only letter head issue).

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

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

p) ERCOT profile id responsibilities.
q) Profile id assignment issues.
r) Distinguishing annual validation transactions to Tex Set (V 2.1-2005).
13) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
01-28-2004 MEETING
1)
Antitrust Admonition


PWG reviewed the antitrust guidelines.

2)
Approval of January 7, 2004 Meeting Minutes

The minutes were approved with no revisions.
3) PWG Chair and Vice-Chair Elections
Ernie Podraza was re-elected PWG Chair.  John Taylor was re-elected Vice-Chair.
4) Annual Validation of Profile ID Status Report
Diana Ott reported that profile assignment validations are complete.  There is still  some clean-up work left on weather zone, substation assignment, BUSNODEM (sending demand) and NMLIGHT/NMFLAT (consistent values.)
5) PRR for NIDR Scaling affecting section 11.3.2
The PWG prepared the PRR for submission to the PRS with considerable discussion on the wording and intent of the PRR.  The discussion surrounded the value of this PRR.  A question was asked regarding  how will this PRR reduce UFE.  There was discussion as to whether UFE can be reduced or just reallocated.  The PRR as the PWG had envisioned it would use the ADU for each ESI-ID to scale the default profile.  ERCOT determined that this was not feasible.  Currently, the PRR recommends using the average of all ADU values for the same load profile assignment to scale the default profile and extending the availability of meter data to 12 months. 

The PWG agreed that data and analysis was needed to support the PRR.

Carl will attempt to obtain a comparison between the default profiles and average ESI-Id load (with the same load profile assignment) to support the need for this PRR.  He will also attempt to obtain a summary of the recent incidence of ESI-IDs settled on  a default profiles. 

Ernie will distribute the PRR to the PWG exploder list.


Brad Boles will draft a minimal PRR that recommends changing the availability of meter data from 6 months to 12 months.

The PWG will have a final review of this PRR at the February meeting.
6) Discuss Possible PRR Based on IDRs Impact Analysis and ERCOT/Market Impact
Carl presented his chart summarizing IDRs Under 1000Kw By TDSP and graph of Cross Customer Error vs. IDR Cost Per Premise.  There was considerable debate among the PWG members on how to interpret the data presented on the slides and around the assumptions and conclusions presented in the ERCOT Impact Analysis of the IDR Requirements report.    The discussion centered around Net Profiling error  vs. Cross Customer Error.  The strengths and weaknesses of each were discussed as well as the appropriateness of each for assessing settlement accuracy.
Ernie raised a question regarding whether the requirement in Protocol Section 18.6.5 had been fulfilled.  The consensus of the group was that the requirements had been met but that further analysis should be considered before submitting any PRR to change the IDR requirement.  ERCOT Load Profiling will continue to study with appropriate priority given to other responsibilities.  The PWG may contact Carl with any ideas.  The PWG will look forward to additional results to discuss at the next meeting.
7) Public Posting Timeline of ERCOT Forecasts
A request to post the forecasted load profiles 1 hour earlier was received from a Market Participant.  After discussions with Betty Day and Ted Hailu, Carl was instructed to solicit input from the PWG (and RMS) regarding ERCOT’s suggested change.  ERCOT suggested posting forecasts at both 5:00 am and 6:00 am.  Discussion followed on how much the forecast would change in 1 hour and whether posting at both times should occur.  Agreement was reached to recommend posting forecasts only at 5:00 am and to request approval from RMS for the change.

Ernie will report to RMS that PWG supports posting the forecasted load profiles at 5:00 am.

8) PWG issues per the 1/21 DLC Implementation Meeting

No  PWG-related issues were identified.

9) New Time-of-Use Schedule Approval Process Document
Ernie requested the PWG members comment  on the Time-Of Use Schedules in Competitive Choice Area of ERCOT by Email.  The document will be discussed and a vote taken at the February meeting.
10) LPGRR Draft – 11.4.1 Validation of Profile Type (if available)
Ed Echols reported that too many profile changes were required for this year’s validation.  Discussion followed as to the possible causes for the numerous changes.  A suggestion was made to draw a 20k sample of current data to estimate whether the 2004 changes would be as extensive as 2003.  There was no consensus on whether or not to follow through with this suggestion.

Ed Echols and Diana Ott  will compile a list of issues surrounding annual validation to discuss at the February meeting.
11) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants
Ernie suggested setting meeting dates for the rest of the year except November and December.  The fourth Tuesday of the month was acceptable to everyone and did not conflict with other monthly scheduled  meetings.

There was no more  time available for additional open issues and on-going updates.

12c) ERCOT Load Research Status – PR 30014
Raj reported the CR’s are responding to the LRS participation program.  Currently, 33 responses have been received:  10 – Yes, 23 – No.  An LRS Project update meeting is being scheduled for February 9 to review software design, business process issues and sample design.
The TDSP’s have finished handshake tests with ERCOT.  Conceptual design for the delivery system has been completed.  Market trials are scheduled for May however the system will be ready to receive data  from the TDSP’s before May.  The critical path is the sample design.
Open Issues before the PWG
The next PWG meeting will be on Thursday, 02/26/2004.  The 2/11 meeting was canceled.
The meeting was adjourned.
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