PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes May 25, 2004
Meeting Attendees

In-person:





Via Conference Call:



Terry Bates, ONCOR




Avis Bonner, CenterPoint

Bill Boswell (scribe), ERCOT



Jim Purdue, CenterPoint
Ed Echols, TXU Energy




Teresa DeBose, CenterPoint
Glenn Garland, Good Company



Lloyd Young, AEP
Vance Hall, MeterSmart




Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto - PUCT
Ron Hernandez, ERCOT




Adrian Marquez, ERCOT






Diana Ott, ERCOT




In-person:
Betty Day, ERCOT 




Darrell Klimitchek - STEC
Ernie Podraza (PWG Chair), Reliant


Frank Wilson, Nueces Coop.
Carl Raish, ERCOT




Jennifer Garcia, ERCOT
John Taylor, Entergy Solutions



Jeff Bassett, Direct Energy


Lindsey Turns, ERCOT 




Brian Brock, Direct Energy
Brad Boles, Cirro Energy 
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Represents action items for PWG members




Agenda

1) Antitrust Admonition.

2) Approval of April 27 meeting minutes.

3) IDRs Impact Analysis Update (ERCOT recommended items 1 and 2 due Mid-May).

4) PRR479 IDR Removal (TAC/PRS/RMS remanded to PWG).

a) Review of the proposed PRR draft language from the PWG 4/27 meeting.

b) Discuss Nueces Opt-In PILOT IDR removal issue per PUCT Rule 25929.

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 (Samples sent to TDSPs).

7) Back Dating of effective dates of Profile ID assignments (Young).

8) Discussion version 1.09 of the Profile Decision Tree for release.

9) CNP/ERCOT update of Profile ID assignment issues.

10) Annual Validation Issues and Analysis Plan Review.

11) PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion.

12) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.

13) Update reports; 

a) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties (in sample design).

b) Profile Change Request for Gas/Convenience 24 hour Stores (in sample design).

c) PRR471 Default Profiles for Non-IDR and IDR profiles (in requirement development). 

d) PRR478 Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles (in requirement development).  

e) PRR488 Weather Responsiveness Determination (TAC approved 4/8).

f) PRR514 Twelve Month Window for Non-IDR Scaling (PRS 5/21).

14) Confirm next meeting and review assignments of action items before adjourning.

Next PWG meetings are 6/22 and the fourth Tuesday each month thru October; next RMS meetings are 6/9 and 7/15. See http://www.ercot.com/calendar/cal.cfm for other times.
Meeting Minutes
1)
Antitrust Admonition


Ernie reminded everyone of their responsibilities regarding the antitrust guidelines.

2)
Approval of April 27, 2004 Meeting Minutes
The minutes were approved with one correction.  The approved minutes will be distributed to the PWG Exploder list.

 Bill Boswell will distribute the final minutes for the 04/27/2004 meeting. 
3)  ERCOT Updated IDR Impact Analysis Update
Carl and Lindsey presented the updated IDR impact analysis.  The updated analysis was performed to study  the impact of UFE allocation in the calculation of error associated with the use of profiles vs. use of IDR’s. Lindsey presented the methodology for calculating the UFE Adjustment Factor.

Carl presented the results and the following ERCOT recommendations:  (1) initially set the mandatory IDR threshold at 700 kW and (2) set the optional removal below 150 kW.  ERCOT recommended additional research to analyze benefits of a mandatory TOU provision and load research data to refine estimates particularly in 100 kW to 700 kW range.

Ernie and Jim agreed that the feeling at market open was the threshold would be lowered over time.  Carl believes Load Research Project (LRS) data is needed to make the decision to go with a lower threshold. Carl also supports a gradual threshold lowering approach to minimize the impact on TDSPs.
Lloyd Young stated AEP believes it is premature to make a recommendation on a change of the IDR threshold. The load research sample being installed this year will provide valuable data for use in improving the analysis, and in evaluating the current profile models.  Any recommended threshold change should be done in concert with a full profile validation/modification effort and recommendation for the future.  The current market rules allow for an IDR installation on < 1000 kW customers.  If a CR believes significant settlement error reduction can be accomplished through an IDR installation, they can have an IDR installed.

 ERCOT will check if the demand ratchet is included in the analysis.

4) PRR479 - IDR Removal (TAC/PRS/RMS remanded to PWG)
Ernie reviewed the progress from April’s meeting on the wording of Section 18.6.7.  At the April meeting, the PWG agreed to one (1) PRR with new and existing customers would being treated the same.
After discussion on the issues of the need for LRS data (to lower the threshold) and a phased-in approach, the PWG reached a consensus to draft separate PRR’s for a mandatory installation threshold and an optional removal threshold.
 
John Taylor will draft language to lower the mandatory threshold from 1000 kW to 700 kW (or kVA).  Ed Echols will draft language for a phased-in approach.
John Taylor made a motion to accept ERCOT’s optional removal threshold of 150 kW. The motion was seconded by Brad Boles.  The motion passed by consensus.  The PWG will consider the 1000 kW mandatory installation threshold at the June meeting.
Ed proposed revised language for Section 18.6.7.  After additional wording changes, a consensus was reached on the wording of 18.6.7.

Discussion continued around who will monitor and report on mandatory and optional removal threshold compliance – ERCOT, CR/REP or TDSP?   Betty pointed-out that ERCOT can not tell “systematically” if a particular customer is a new customer. Each customer would have to be examined individually.  Ed stated that to request removal of an IDR a market participant would have to do so according to protocol requirements and questioned the need to have a check on requests to remove IDR’s.
Carl said if an IDR is removed, the ESI-ID has to go to a profile. Who decides what profile? A year’s worth of IDR data must be examined thru the Decision Tree, and the results provided to the TDSP for submittal of an 814_20.

Definitions for “IDR Mandatory Installation Threshold” and “IDR Optional Removal Threshold” were proposed and consensus was reached to include them in Section 2 of the Protocols.
Frank Wilson, Nueces Coop., explained the situation regarding NOIE load aggregation for the pilot program.  After much discussion, the PWG agreed to the addition of “for NOIE load aggregation” in Section 18.6.1, ( 4.)
A motion was made by Brad Boles to forward the amended PRR479 to RMS.  Ed Echols seconded.  The motion was approved.


Jennifer Garcia will correct the rules of construction in the proposed Protocol changes.

5) PRR494 Revise Forecasted Load Profile Post time (Remanded by PRS at 3/26 Mtg)
Diana Ott presented an update on ERCOT’s investigation of delays in posting load forecasts to the portal. Two independent causes can lead to delays: server issues with weather down-loads causing delays in profile creation and e-way issues causing delays in getting the forecast posted by 5:30 am.  Two times in the last month the forecast was not posted by 5:30.  One possible solution mentioned by ERCOT’s IT staff  was to bypass the “eway” process and post the forecasted profiles directly to the portal.  Adrian pointed-out a protocol change will require other changes including making ERCOT staff available during off-hours.  Diana asked that ERCOT be given the opportunity to meet the 5:30 am timeframe without a protocol change with the understanding that the change could be submitted later if problems continue or get worse.
Brad Boles will consult with his people to determine if Diana’s suggestion is acceptable.
6) ERCOT Load Research Status (PR 30014) 

Bill Boswell reported that LRS System ITEST had begun.  The following schedule is anticipated.
· May 2004 Integration testing (ERCOT internally), started this week
· May 2004 Installation schedules and issue management

· June 23, 2004 next LRS Market Meeting at MET Center

· June 2004 Pilot with TDSPs starting (planned for end of month)

· July 2004 Pilot with CRs added (planned for end of month)

7) Back Dating of Effective Dates of Profile ID assignments (Young)
Lloyd reviewed AEP’s issues (from his email) regarding Profile ID update requests where the effective dates of the updates are backdated prior to October 1, 2003.  Carl stated an LPGRR would be required to establish limits on back dating updates; however, the Load Profiling Guides can not supercede Protocols by limiting Market Participants rights to dispute profile assignments and have them corrected.  More research is needed.

Lloyd and AEP will review Section 9.5.

8) Discussion Version 1.09 of the Profile Decision Tree for Release.
Adrian explained the biggest changes in Version 1.09 are the assignment year was moved up to 05/03 to 04/04; zip code changes; two decimal places will be used for the max kW.  A vote will be needed at the next meeting on changing the BUSNODEM definition to < 10 kW and on keeping the current assignment rather than making a default assignment as a result of missing usage data.  Next month’s agenda item will include discussion of changes for Version 1.10 in 2005.

 ERCOT will analyze the impact of changing the BUSNODEM definition and of keeping the current assignment rather than making a default assignment and report on the results at the next PWG meeting.
Version 1.09 and moving forward for 2004 were approved.
9) PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion

Bill presented a short summary of PRR478 – Use of Lagged Dynamic Samples for New Load Profiles.  This issue will be a full agenda item at the June meeting.
Bill stated PRR471 – NIDR to IDR Default Profile Scaling is in development.  Current status of the project is the Business Requirements are under review.

Bill will send the status PRR471 to the PWG Exploder.
10)  Next Meeting
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for 06/22/2004 with subsequent meetings the fourth Tuesday of each month thru October.  The next RMS meeting is 6/10/2004.  (See http://www.ercot.com/calendar/cal.cfm for other times.)
The meeting was adjourned.
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