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PROFILING WORKING GROUP

Meeting Minutes June 22, 2005

Attendees:




Via Conference Call:
Erin Wasik-Gutierrez – PUCT

Steve Bordelon - TNMP

Shawnee Pinto – PUCT


Allen Jones - CenterPoint

Ed Echols – TXU Energy


Theresa Debose - CenterPoint

David Gonzales – ERCOT


Quingyng Shang - CenterPoint

John Taylor – Entergy Solutions

Karen Malkey - CenterPoint

Zachary Collard – CenterPoint Energy

Lloyd Young - AEP

Carl Raish - ERCOT

Diana Ott - ERCOT

Ernie Podraza - Reliant

Terry Bates – TXU Electric Delivery

Brad Boles – Cirro Energy

Ron Hernandez – ERCOT

1. Antitrust Admonition (Chair).
2. Approval of May 25 meeting, June 7 & 13 conference call minutes (Chair).
3. Review of Style and Form of minutes (ERCOT Staff/David).
4. Brief report on prior RMS meeting and today’s agenda review (Chair).
5. Annual Validation 05 presentation and progress (ERCOT Staff/TDSPs).
6. Discussion of “Profile ID Issues -- New ESI IDs -- 20040927 draft.doc” (Adrian).
7. Implementation discuss of PRR536, 700 Kew IDR Mandatory Threshold (Chair).
8. Review and prioritization of long term Annual Validation Improvements (Ernie).
9. Market Rules recommendations for the Load Profiling Guide (ERCOT Staff).
10. Review conclusions in New Frontiers for Load Research paper (Chair).
11. Review LPGRR2005-002 (Ernie)
2-3 PM reserved for update reports:

12. Follow up of IDR Weather Sensitive Analysis requirements (ERCOT staff).
13. Follow up of possibility of a Metered Lighting Profile. (ERCOT Staff/AEP)

14. Brief Update reports; 
a. Load Research Project (ERCOT working on internal system control reports).
b. ERCOT Residential Survey Form ERCOT (TAC 5/5 approved).

c. PRR565 Calculation of Losses for Settlement (BOD 5/17)
d. PRR572 Weather sensitivity classification (TAC 5/5)

e. Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties (sample installed).
f. Approved and Pending Retail Market Guide Procedures by RMS;

i. PRR536 lower IDR Mandatory Installation Threshold.

g. Approved and pending 2005 software implementation in ERCOT systems;
i. PRR488 Weather Responsiveness Determination,
ii. PRR514 Twelve Month Window for Non-IDR Scaling,
iii. PRR544 12-Month Window for Scaling NIDR to IDR.
15. PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion.

16. Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
17. Review action items before adjourning and confirm meeting schedule.
Next PWG meetings are on the 4th Wednesday Feb-Oct 2005 (7/27).

Next RMS meetings are 6/15 and 7/13. 

Next COPS meeting is 6/28 and 7/26.

Next UFE Task Force meeting TBD.

See these links for other meeting times.
a. http://www.ercot.com/calendar/Cal.cfm
b. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/calendar/calendar.cfm
c. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/openmeet/index.cfm
1) Antitrust Admonition (Chair).
Ernie read Antitrust Admonition.
2) Approval of May 25 meeting, June 7 & 13 conference call minutes (Chair).
Minutes were approved with revision to Bullet 4 of Agenda item 4 and addition of Karen Malkey and Neal Eddleman to Attendee list.
3) Review of Style and Form of minutes (ERCOT Staff/David).
Postponed to following PWG meeting.  
4) Brief report on prior RMS meeting and today’s agenda review (Chair).
Troy Anderson was given a hard copy of the list by Ernie to review at RMS.  RMS overlooked the six items at the bottom of the list.  There were a couple of revisions. 

5) Annual Validation 05 presentation and progress (ERCOT Staff/TDSPs).
We will go over presentation tomorrow.  Questionnaire was sent out and we have received responses from all but one TDSP.  We had a meeting with the Subgroup.  We hope tomorrow’s participation will be good.  Ernie has asked Kyle Patrick to promote our Agenda.  Kyle had the presentation at RMS.  Carl indicated that ERCOT should have some representation (Suzette Wilburn).  This is on Texas S.E.T.’s agenda for today.  We think that this should help us get good participation in tomorrow’s meeting.  
Reviewed the presentation “Summary of mismatch”. The PWG discussed Summary of Mismatch document.  The TDSPs are working with ERCOT to clean up the mismatch and prioritize those that effect Settlement.    Was asked if this is something that we try to solve in this meeting or is this something that we should send to RMS.  There are active ESIIDs with TDSP but not at ERCOT.  TXUED and TNMP would like to work with ERCOT on resolving these mismatch issues before going to RMS with the issue.
Action item to further review these conditions:  

1. TDSP and ERCOT work variance

2. Process flaw that affect Settlement?

a. TDSP has Active status,


ERCOT Not in Sync

b. TDSP has Acknowledge Transactions,
ERCOT Not in Sync
814_20





-997-814_21   

3. Carl said the question we should address is “should we add something like this to the Annual Validation process?”

This has revealed a population that potentially is not getting caught at annual validation.  John said that he thinks that this should be taken off line and worked by ERCOT and the TDSPs.    Ernie said capture this in the minutes and come back and visit it at our next meeting.  Carl stated that we try to get within one percent during our Annual Validation.  Acknowledgement issues will be worked through the SCR727 process.

6) Discussion of “Profile ID Issues -- New ESI IDs -- 20040927 draft.doc” (Adrian).
This goes back a couple of years ago when PWG was working on the guide.  What we have here is not quite an LPGRR but was written as a base so that PWG could review and see if this was acceptable.  The document revision addresses some of the vagueness of the current document.  Page one, not new after two calendar years.  After two years they no longer are considered new and are added to the population.  If we go to the second page it can get confusing.  Adrian asked if we want to treat them any different.  Adrian reviewed Profile ID Issues document.  Ernie stated to do option 2 would require some sort of flagging.  It gives the CR an option once sufficient usage history is available.  The onus is up to the CR to monitor his own ESIIDs per Ernie.  We have two options for the business case and three options for the residential case per Ernie.  Ed asked in option 2, if I created an ESIID in Feb. 2005 I wouldn’t be able to do option 2 until April 2006?  Adrian said that this was correct.  Option would allow you to make the request sooner.  Option 2 is closer to what we do now.  Option 3 is different from what we do now.  Ernie asked if Annual Validation overlap was addressed here.  Ernie asked if Adrian had a new sentence to replace the last sentence.  
Adrian drew a timeline on the board.  Adrian is taking feedback and will make an annual validation revision by writing a LPGRR.  Action item for Adrian.

7) Implementation discuss of PRR536, 700 KW IDR Mandatory Threshold (Chair).
We had proposed 3 meetings ago and sent a recommendation to RMS that they set up a task force to address IDR removal.  RMS accepted that addition of scope.  The task force has met twice and reviewed Protocol language.  Kathy and Angela said that they want to button down guides on removal and will come back and work on this then.  Per meeting discussion, not all TDSPs are in agreement.  Ernie is proposing that we not go into this issue here.  Ernie felt that most of the CRs wanted to be in the discussion with the customer.  Carl asked if a TDSP should install an IDR meter that a CR can turn around and remove.  October 1st will be the first posting of the 700 kW mandatory report.  Per Ernie, you can begin the process in October but you must be complete by April.  The PWG reviewed the Load Profiling Guide.  Per Ernie, this needs to be included in the Retail Market Guide.  

RMS taskforce should do the IDR removal and Alan Graves of AEP is drafting the IDR installation.  Both of these parts are destined for the Retail Market Guide.  Does this trigger an LPGRR update as well?  Retail Market Guide may drive changes to the LPGRR.  Ernie has an action item to communicate to IDR taskforce that section LPG 17.2 and Protocol 18.6.2 language may need to change per discussions.
Carl stated that there is a system issue and that simply correcting the issue does not remove it from the report.  ERCOT has to manually remove the ESIID from the report.  
8) Review and prioritization of long term Annual Validation Improvements (Ernie).
Annual Validation Long Term Plan spreadsheet review.

Ernie added a tab.  Ernie took the items in line 5 through 9 “parked items” and listed them as long term plan changes.  Lines 12 – 29 are open ideas to review again.  Ernie would like to have a discussion to see if we have any changes in 06.  Last year we talked about each item and took a survey of what we could do in 05.  Procedurally Ernie wants opinion of the group to see how we want to address the items on the spreadsheet.  Carl said that the current Residential survey would impact some of the concepts for the items on the spreadsheet.  Ernie asked how we should proceed or are we in a waiting mode waiting for the Residential survey results.  Ernie indicated we want to look at items that we could accomplish by 2006.  Brad asked what problems we are trying to solve.  Ernie asked if we are okay with Business the way it is.  Is our only problem we want to deal with Residential?  Carl said we need to deal with Business.  There was discussion on the allocation of PWG time usage.  Maybe we should look at the Business items and rank them from easiest to resolve VS. the hardest to resolve.  ERCOT would provide PWG analysis on ranking on items.  Ed indicated that it might be helpful to look at Annual Validation.  Did we see a UFE change significant between 2003 and 2004?  Was ERCOT UFE positively or negatively impacted by changes asked ED.  2004 UFE report will come out in July.  Carl indicated that if the process we are doing with Annual validation is flawed then find a better process.  The migration rates in Business are too high per Carl.  

Business

Poll 
TDSP

Poll 
All PWG MP

Poll 
ERCOT Staff
Rank Business / Possible Analysis
Items on spreadsheet - 26, 27, 7, 11 and 24 were reported on Annual validation report to the ERCOT Board. 

Second String so to speak Items on spreadsheet are 25 and 2.
Maybe wait for the Residential Survey results and then review Residential Ideas.

Per Ernie we have a list of ideas (spreadsheet).  Let’s break it up into two parts (Business and Residential).  For Business let’s wait until we get results of 2004 UFE?  

Then look at the List for 2006 and 2007.   

Ernie asked how much time we should spend on this process if UFE is okay with the market.  Carl asked if we are applying a process that does not really work to Annual Validation.
John said he supports Carl and does not see how UFE affects Annual Validation.  Ernie said the improvements in UFE have had an impact.  We have focused on reducing unnecessary migration that provides no value but we have not necessarily corrected assignment of the profile.  The winter ratio calculation is not intuitive enough to assign profiles correctly.  Our goal is to have the Residential survey analysis done and present to PWG by December of 2005.  Carl feels that the survey will provide information on accuracy of Profile Ids.  
Ernie indicated that we are waiting on the Residential survey to move forward on Residential 06 items.

John said that the real problem is the Profiles themselves and stated that ERCOT should emphasize using LRS to improve Profiles.  

Ernie said that we are not in agreement that the UFE 2004 report should come before review of Business improvement items.  

Action Item:  TDSPs put in a spreadsheet column if they want to work the item in 2006 or Not Feasible or Long Term.  In the spirit of what is in the Protocols, we are requesting TDSPs to rank items.
Action Item:  Ernie will send the current spreadsheet with added column to the PWG. 

9) Market Rules recommendations for the Load Profiling Guide (ERCOT Staff).
Sonja brought up the ERCOT website.  A couple of changes were made to the website.  On the right hand side there is a link where LPGs can be accessed.  Before, you had to go to MP and Stakeholders tab. Now we can go directly to the new link.  Ernie asked that the LPGRR form font be the same size as the font in the LPGs.  Ernie asked if there is a 21 day comment / waiting period to proposed changes.  The submitter is 21 days and also 21 days before it goes to RMS.  Zach asked if the 21 days was between PWG and RMS.  Ernie stated that the 21 day waiting period should go to RMS and COPS.  
Submitter sends the LPGRR to the LPGREVREQ mailbox then Market Rules forwards the LPGRR to the PWG Exploder.  Then PWG discusses the LPGRR at the next PWG meeting(s).  PWG reaches Consensus then sends it to LPGREVREQ.  Then Market Rules posts LPGRR for a 21 day comment period.  If there are comments the LPGRR comes back to PWG for discussion.  If there are no comments LPGRR goes to RMS.  If there are comments then after PWG consensus LPGRR will be forwarded to RMS.
10) Review conclusions in New Frontiers for Load Research paper (Chair).
Bumped to next meeting.
2-3 PM reserved for update reports: 
11)  Follow up of Annual Validation 2005 (ERCOT Staff/TDSPs). 
Bumped to next meeting.
12)  Follow up of IDR Weather Sensitive Analysis requirements (ERCOT staff).
No follow-up on this issue.  Ernie will take it off of the list.

13)  Follow up of possibility of a Metered Lighting Profile. (ERCOT Staff/AEP)

AEP no longer wants to sponsor this idea.  Do we want to park this item pending Load Research?  

14)  Brief Update reports; 
a) Load Research Project (ERCOT working on internal system control reports).
Data was being loaded into LodeStar.  Validation checks were performed.  Ron indicated that ERCOT has been doing Gap Analysis.  We have roughly 4500 meters 

From Whiteboard:

TDSP →LS →ERCOT Staging Table <4500 → LodeStar → Oil Gas Validation gaps etc.  16 V (validation completed on 16 meter) → 4500 → Tools ready little Code →Analysis →Reports: 
When will the “big show 4500” be ready to run?  Carl indicated that this is a 2 – 3 month process once stable.  It will take one year to build models.  November 2005 we can start the process to build models per Ernie.  Carl said no and that January 2006 was a possibility.  Carl asked how well our current models reflect the folks that are assigned to those models.  
From Whiteboard:  
Add more samples, per Market Profile, per ERCOT sample data assigned profiles.
Carl stated that if we can accurately assign the profiles the problem virtually goes away.  John asked when the CR starts accessing the data (CR Mail Boxes).  Ernie and Carl indicated it would be somewhere about January 2006.  

Carl indicated that the 16 Oil and Gas meters were accurate and gave kudos to TXUED.

b) ERCOT Residential Survey Form ERCOT (TAC 5/5 approved).

Carl indicated that ERCOT is getting returns.  Ernie asked if we thought we were going to get a valid response rate back.  Carl said yes.  
c) PRR565 Calculation of Losses for Settlement (BOD 5/17)
d) PRR572 Weather sensitivity classification (TAC 5/5)

e) Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties (sample installed).
f) Approved and Pending Retail Market Guide Procedures by RMS;

i) PRR536 lower IDR Mandatory Installation Threshold.

g) Approved and pending 2005 software implementation in ERCOT systems;
i) PRR488 Weather Responsiveness Determination,
ii) PRR514 Twelve Month Window for Non-IDR Scaling,
iii) PRR544 12-Month Window for Scaling NIDR to IDR.
15) PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion.

16) Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants.
17)  Review assignments of action items before adjourning.
18)  Confirm future meeting schedule.
Next PWG meetings are on the 4th Wednesday Feb-Oct 2005 (7/27).

Next RMS meetings are 6/15 and 7/13. 

Next COPS meeting is 6/28 and 7/26.

Next UFE Task Force meeting is 6/2.

See these links for other meeting times.
a. http://www.ercot.com/calendar/Cal.cfm
b. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/calendar/calendar.cfm
c. http://www.puc.state.tx.us/openmeet/index.cfm
PWG 2005 Goals

1) Evaluate Profile ID assignment responsibilities – June

2) Annual Validation 2005 – make changes and complete – December

3) AV 2005 – review of 2005 changes per long term – Business (June), cut point (Dec.)

4) Evaluate Lagged Dynamics – Dec.

5) Bring Load Profiling Guides current – Dec.

6) Processing new requests – Oil & Gas, Convenience Store – Dec.

7) Collaboration with UFE TF – Dec.

8) Writing PRRs as required – Dec.

9) LRS sample selection round two – Dec.

10) IDR Analysis – 2 issues left – Dec.

11) Agreement between decision tree language and LPG – Dec.

Parked items for future meeting:

1) Load Profiling Guides Revisions.
2) Should PWG report to RMS or COPS?
3) Discussion on value of lagged dynamic profiles.
a) Review conclusions in New Frontiers for Load Research paper found at http://www.aeic.org/load_research/papers.html  

b) Review RRI analysis of CNP 98-99 Sample data to ERCOT Profiles.

c) Initial Requirements to justify methodology change;

i) ERCOT analysis requirements for Load Research Study to compare current Static Models to installed sample data with affects on UFE.

ii) Define data requirements market participants would expect from ERCOT.

iii) Identify impact to all QSE’s in scheduling, forecasting and settlement systems.

iv) Expected Cost for Systems at ERCOT (initial brief review).

ERCOT Cost/Benefit Analysis (initial brief review).

Profiling Working Group 2004 Open Issues Master List

	ITEM
	Status/assigned
	Description

	1
	Closed
	Expand on the estimation process for gaps in over and under reads, review 867’s issues (are meter type and profile type consistent). Refer to gap/overlap validation procedures. 

	2
	Closed 
	Issue when no CR of Record and meter stays energized. Not PWG issue.

	3
	Ernie
	Review past meeting minutes for old business issues that are overlooked.

	4
	Pending
	From 07/09/2002 RMS minutes “The RMS discussed the difficulty in distinguishing initial validation transactions from normal business transactions.  Tracking the status is therefore difficult.  The LPWG was asked to develop a proposed resolution and send to Texas SET for review. “ Texas SET shall implement in v2.1, probably in spring 2005. Texas Set Change Control 2003-578 Code to indicate the annual Load Profile changes. To be completed in Dec. 2005 per the Chair of TX_Set.

	5
	Brad
	At the RMS meeting July 8, 2002, Bender asked that the resolution of the interpretation of assignment of profile ID on customer level versus premise level should be included in the RMS Operating Guides. Review the RMS Guides to see this issue is included.

	6
	Betty/Carl
	Betty Day will draft a section to add to the LPG addressing how profiles will be maintained and the types of changes that may be made by the PWG (action item from July 24, 2002 PWG meeting).

	7
	Closed not PWG issue
	Photovoltaic generation, meter runs backwards so unaccountable generation is added to the grid.

	8
	ERCOT
	Protocols 18.6.5, Future Requirement for IDRs Impact Analysis

	9
	ERCOT
	Protocols 18.7.2.3, Post Market Evaluation (nothing pending).

	10
	ERCOT
	PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web prior to 2003. Send to Diana.

	11
	Closed not PWG issue
	PR-30022 UFE Analysis Metering / Protocols 11.5.

	12
	Terry
	TDSPs are to find out how they plan on tracking LRS expenses internally (reference PWG 2/26/04 minutes).

	13
	Lloyd
	Lloyd and AEP will review Protocols Section 9.5. (May 25, 2004 minutes).

	14
	Agenda
	Possibility of a Metered Lighting Profile.

	15
	ERCOT
	Possibility of a very high load factor profile.

	16
	ERCOT
	Review if the count of ESIIDs settled on default profile is continuing to reduce in number post SCR 725 new reports.


	Section
	Status/assigned
	Load Profiling Guides Revisions Description

	8
	John, Carl, ERCOT
	Item 1: Annual Profile Model Evaluation.

a. Review gray boxes in LPG in sections; 8.7, 8.7.1

	9 & 11
	Ernie, Lloyd, Terry, ERCOT
	Item 2: LPG Section 11.3 Validation of Changes in Load Profile ID Assignments (gray box).

Item 11: LPG Section 11.2 Review. Is additional NOIE language needed?

	15 & 16
	John, Shawnee, Terry, Bruce, ERCOT
	Item 3: Update LPG per PUCT ruling in Project No. 25516 in sections but not limited to; 15.2.2, 15.2.4, 16.5, 16.5.1, 16.5.2

Item 4: Update LPG section 15 per the ERCOT Load Research Project, change LPG section 16 on DLC does not repeat language in updated LPG section 15 and develop new LPG section 19 for lagged dynamic profiles in coordination with language in updated Section 15 and 16.

	16
	Ed
	Item 5: New Time of Use Schedule Approval Process Document. Need to reference in Retail Market Guides or LPG?

	16
	Ed
	Item 6: LPG Section 16.1.2 Establishing New TOU Schedules (gray box) after the new TOU Schedule Procedure Document is complete.

	ALL
	Terry
	Item 7: Periodically Review all gray boxes in the LPG.

	17
	Closed
	Item 8: LPG Section 17.2 IDR Requirement says, “The TDSP has until the second regularly scheduled meter read date after receipt of the CR’s request to install the IDR.” This statement maybe in conflict with PUCT current market rules. Shawnee reported this language is not in conflict.

	New
	ERCOT
	Item 9: Incorporate Load Research Project Procedures into LPG.

	17
	Closed
	Item 10: Change LPG to reference section 18.6.1 instead of 1000 kW. LPGRR 2005-01 complete and LPG updated.

	New
	ERCOT
	Item 11: Incorporating Decision Tree into the LPG where applicable.
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