PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes April 27, 2004
Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Terry Bates, ONCOR




Avis Bonner, CenterPoint

Bill Boswell (scribe), ERCOT



Jim Purdue, CenterPoint
Ed Echols, TXU





Teresa DeBose, CenterPoint
David Gonzales, ERCOT



Lloyd Young, AEP
Vance Hall, MeterSmart






Ron Hernandez, ERCOT




Adrian Marquez, ERCOT






Diana Ott, ERCOT
Ernie Podraza (facilitator), Reliant


Carl Raish, ERCOT






John Taylor, Entergy Solutions






Lindsey Turns, ERCOT 
Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Paul Wattles, Good Company

Glenn Garland, Good Company

Sarah Farris, OPUC

Jeff Bassett, Direct Energy

Jennifer Garcia, ERCOT
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda

1) Antitrust Admonition.
2) Approval of March 23 meeting minutes.

3) RMS Agenda Procedure Update and PWG Agenda/Meeting Procedure Review.
4) PRR479 IDR Removal (TAC/PRS/RMS remanded to PWG).
a) ERCOT review of prior ERCOT Committee presentations.
b) Review of the current PRS materials.
c) Discuss of possible changes to the PRR language.
5) PRR494 Revise Forecasted Load Profile Post time (Remanded by PRS 3/26).
a)  PWG to work with ERCOT staff to investigate alternatives.
6) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR-30014).
7) Back Dating of effective dates of Profile ID assignments.
8) CNP/ERCOT update of Profile ID assignment issues.
9) Annual Validation Issues and Analysis Plan Review.
10)  PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion.

11)  Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
12)  Update reports; 
a) IDRs Impact Analysis (Recommended items 1 and 2 due Mid-May).
b) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties (in sample design).
c) Profile Change Request for Gas/Convenience 24 hour Stores (in sample design).
d) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (in requirement development). 
e) PRR478 Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles (in requirement development).  
f) PRR488 Weather Responsiveness Determination (TAC 4/8).

g) PRR514 Twelve Month Window for Non-IDR Scaling (PRS 5/21).
13) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.
Next PWG meetings are 5/25 and the fourth Tuesday each month thru October.  Next RMS meetings are 5/14 and 6/10.  See http://www.ercot.com/calendar/cal.cfm for other times.
Meeting
1)
Antitrust Admonition


Ernie read the antitrust guidelines.

2)
Approval of March 23, 2004 Meeting Minutes
The minutes were approved with one minor revision that added Paul Wattles’ affiliation with Good Company to the minutes.

 Bill Boswell will send out the final minutes for the 03/23/2004 meeting. 
3)  RMS Procedure for Working Group Report
Ernie described the new RMS procedure for submitting a Working Group report.  Instead of the existing report using Power Point, the RMS is requesting a 1 page Executive Summary to be emailed 1 week prior to the RMS meeting.  Ernie will continue to prepare the Power Point presentation and submit it to RMS as an attachment.  Ed Echols suggested using Word instead of Power Point because Word can be “redlined.” 
4) PRR479 - IDR Removal (TAC/PRS/RMS remanded to PWG)
Ernie provided a history of PRR479 and noted this was the third PWG discussion of this PRR. 

Sarah Farris gave her perception on existing versus new customer issues surrounding an IDR pre-dating the current premise owner. A new customer may have different usage patterns than the move-out customer and should not necessarily be required to have an IDR.  The presence of an IDR may prove to be a liability putting the existing customer at a disadvantage when the premise is for sale or influence the decision for a new customer moving into a premise.  Sarah stated that she does not believe the IDR removal threshold value should be tied to this PRR.
Carl stated TAC was concerned about the large number of customers that would be eligible for IDR removal under the current language in the PRR.

Jim Purdue stated the current CenterPoint “wires” rate does not require an IDR.  The meter determines how the tariff is applied – not the other way around. The tariff does not prohibit IDR removal. ONCOR, AEP and TNMP/Sharyland agreed this was true for their tariffs.

Carl and Lindsey continued the discussion with a presentation, ‘Analysis of the IDR Threshold Requirement at ERCOT’ which they had recently made at the Western Load Research Association conference in San Antonio and the AEIC Load Research Workshop in Orlando.  The presentation focused on the methodology and results of the ‘ERCOT Impact Analysis of the Interval Data Recorder Requirements’ report produced in January 2004.
  Key ERCOT recommendations included:

· Initially lowering the mandatory IDR installation threshold to 700 kW 

· Allowing optional removal for IDRs that are below 200 kW

· Performing additional research to incorporate the UFE calculation and adjustment, to extend the analysis down to 100 kW for mandatory installation, and to analyze the benefits of a mandatory TOU provision. 

There was significant discussion on the issues surrounding separating PRR479 into two (2) PRR’s for new and existing customers. Ernie called for a vote on the one (1) or two (2) PRR options.  The one (1) PRR option passed by a vote of: 3-Yes; 1-No; 8-abstentions.
Ernie asked: Should both new and existing customer issues be addressed in one document.  The vote was: 1-Abstain; 11-Yes.
There was discussion on the mandatory threshold included as part of PRR479.

Ernie asked: For the purpose of IDR removal, is there a difference between new and existing customers?  Following much discussion, a straw vote was taken.  The results were: 1 –Yes; 11-No. Sarah stated that she believes this is contrary to what RMS and TAC intended.

Ernie proposed wording for a new Section 18.6.7 – Optional Removal Threshold.  Discussion ensued as to whether it would be appropriate for Protocols to indicate that a customer may have to pay for reinstalling an IDR if they had requested removal.  Jennifer Garcia reported that such language would not be appropriate and that the Protocols should not reference tariffs.
Discussions also took place on whether to address both lowering the mandatory threshold and allowing optional removal in the same PRR.  Ernie suggested deferring final discussions and a vote on these issues until the May meeting giving everyone a chance to study the language.  Carl reported that ERCOT expects to have the completed report incorporating the UFE effect on the IDR analysis in time for the next meeting.
 
ERCOT will provide additional UFE studies for the May meeting. 

5) PRR494 Revise Forecasted Load Profile Post time (Remanded by PRS at 3/26 Mtg)
Ernie presented background and ERCOT comments regarding this PRR.  PRS asked that PWG work with ERCOT in investigating alternatives to producing another forecast.  Brad Boles stated Cirro’s reasoning was they need the forecast by 5 am.  This time is most critical following a weekend. 

Carl stated his group had made the importance of this forecast known to Production Support.  Carl would like to see if timeliness improves without a Protocol change.  SIR’s are active to improve the process and Production Support is being trained on the manual generation of the forecasted profiles.  There was discussion on when new forecasts are produced and forecast quality versus time.

There was agreement to revisit this issue at the May meeting.  Load Profiling may have additional performance information.
6) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR 30014) 

Carl reported sample selection had been sent to the TDSP’s. The LRS Market meeting is tomorrow, 05/28/2004.
7) CenterPoint/ERCOT Update of Profile Id Assignment Issues
Lloyd asked how far back should profile assignment changes go.  There has been a recent request to change Profile Id’s effective 01/01/2001.  Ed believes if annual validation set the profile ID, that is where it should stay.  Lloyd and Ron thought the 1 percent error rate is the source of the problem.

Lloyd will document cases and send to the PWG Exploder list for discussion at the next meeting.

8) Annual Validation and Analysis Plan Review 

CenterPoint is preparing an analysis that should be sent to ERCOT next week.
9) PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion

ERCOT sent the Master List that was originally developed by the PWG.  Ernie had comments on the priorities.  Carl responded that he is looking for guidance.
Teresa asked how much of the list can be applied to this year’s validation. Carl’s response was none.


Carl will send an email describing the current priority items being worked by the Load Profiling Group.
Carl suggested a market study on usage versus heating equipment.  Ed didn’t think the REP’s would want ERCOT sending mail to their customers.
10)  Next Meeting
The next PWG meeting is 5/25/2004 with subsequent meetings the fourth Tuesday of each month thru October.  The next RMS meetings are 5/14/2004 and 6/10/2004.  (See http://www.ercot.com/calendar/cal.cfm for other times. )
The meeting was adjourned.
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