[image: image1.jpg]ERCOT

THE TEXAS CONNECTION



[image: image2.emf]BusMedLF Profile Type

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

Hr

11/20/2001

South Weather Zone

kWh

 

ERCOT Profiling Working Group

DRAFT Meeting Minutes – Thursday, December 15, 2005

Attendees:

	Brad Boles
	Cirro Energy
	Ron Hernandez
	ERCOT

	Zachary Collard
	 Centerpoint
	Diana Ott
	ERCOT

	Bill Boswell
	ERCOT
	Carl Raish
	ERCOT

	John Taylor (phone)
	Entergy 
	Ernie Podraza
	Reliant (facilitator)

	Lloyd Young (phone)
	AEP 
	Frank Wilson
	NEC

	Steve Bordelon (phone)
	TNMP
	
	


	1.
	Antitrust Admonition

	2.
	Approval of Nov. 17 meeting minutes:  Approved as amended.

ACTION ITEM:  Jennifer will send to Carl for posting.

	3.
	RMS update and today’s PWG agenda review:

a) Ernie reviewed language approved by RMS re: not sending remaining transactions.
b) ACTION ITEM: Ernie will update RMS that we say “Some members have not completely reviewed the residential tool from the analysis in order to agree with the approved language.”  Lloyd stated that AEP agrees with proposal.  Carl concerned that our proposal needs BOD approval before being final and PWG agreed.  
c) Ernie reported that PWG was split on whether to report to RMS or COPs.  Tommy agreed to get with COPs and TAC leadership to work out a decision.
d) Carl presented that we are 20% complete on IDR installations with new threshold.

e) Ernie reported that NEC and ERCOT were making progress.  Business AV is complete and residential is still outstanding.

f) Ernie reviewed his goals for the meeting.

	4.
	Nominations for 2006 Chair and Vice Chair:
a) Chair:  Ernie Podraza (Reliant) by CNP, Brad Boles (Cirro) by TXU
b) Vice Chair:  Brad Boles (Cirro) by CNP

c) Elections are open until January elections. 

	5.
	Load Research Project Milestone Timeline Review:
a) Bill Boswell presented.
b) Continuing to validate with TDSPs
c) Another set of files downloaded to CRs
d) Developing SAS code for testing
e) Encourage CRs to download their data as it will be purged eventually.

f) Lloyd would like to agenda drawing of Round 2 sample data and what impact that will have on TDSPs.

g) Lloyd asked if there were trouble with downloading that the file doesn’t completely disappear.

	6.
	Review 2005 Goals, Accomplishments and 2006 Goals
a) Ernie sent out a report on our goals and accomplishments and asked for feedback.  He has not received any feedback yet.

b) In the report he looked at the goals that were set for 2005 and their current status.

c) Ernie made edits to the ppt presentation. Slide 3 he added the word “dollars”.

d) He will make formatting adjustments before submitting it to RMS.

e) Presentation needed to include 3 items: 

i. How did we do on our ’05 goals? 
ii. What did we do in addition to our ’05 goals? 
iii. What are the ’06 goals?
f) Slide 4 item d – added item that stated “in August PWG debated and submitted a recommendation” – refers to suspension of Residential transactions from Annual Validation.
g) Slide 12 – John suggested that the specific issues be added to this slide. One of which is that there is a consideration to further lower the IDR requirement level.

h) Slide 14 – Carl suggested that an additional item be added to include “Complete UFE analysis for 2004 and 2005.” – “new item 7.”
i) Slide 14 item 8 – reworded this item to state “UFE evaluation of future mass outages and effects of TDSP meter read estimated” because there were concerns that the previous wording would give the impression that we would go back and make changes to the estimations that were done for meter data that cover the period of time during Hurricane Rita

j) Slide 14 item 11 and 12 – consolidated to state “Load profiling guides and Decision tree updates”

	7.
	Annual Validation 05 progress;

a) Necessity of sending the remaining transactions
b)  PG Section 11.4.1 pp. 11, 99% criteria 
i. TNMP & Centerpoint have not yet passed the 99% criteria for the Business segment.

ii. TXU_ED is in the process of sending in the RES profile changes at this time.

iii. TDSPs confirmed that they are utilizing the AV flag for the transactions that are due to Annual Validation.
iv. AEP – Is experiencing a glitch with their transaction creation process.  On some occasions two transactions are being created for every AV 2005 transaction.  One 814_20  transaction to change the provide is being created as well as one transaction to update the address field even when the address filed does not require an update.
v. Carl brought up that even if the board approves that the 99% check does not have to be performed for the Residential group that ERCOT will perform a verification to confirm that those transactions that were not supposed to be sent were not actually sent.

	8.
	2006 Annual Validation;

a) Profile ID Assignment Responsibility Change -- Option 2 (Voting Item)
i. AEP, NEC, Cirro, Reliant, CNP, Entergy all for Both – ERCOT does RES and BUS calculations for Annual Validation
ii. TXU ED needs time to determine whether or not they cannot support Option 2 for Business.
iii. “PWG by consensus recommends dropping the two 2006 Business changes to Profile ID assignment algorithm as proposed for 2006 (i.e. zero reading and minimum kWh limit).”
iv. PWG recognizes that Option 2 will have impacts to how FasTrak issues relating to Profile Assignment.

v. ACTION ITEM:  Ernie will inform RMS of the change to our 2006 plan.
vi.  “PWG by consensus agrees to change the responsibility of Residential Profile ID assignment calculation of Profile Type for Annual Validation from the TDSPs to ERCOT staff.”
vii. PWG believes that a PRR will not be needed but will hold a conference call on January 4th to review.
viii. ACTION ITEM:  ERCOT Staff will coordinate with TXU ED to determine whether they will be able to support Option 2.
ix. ACTION ITEM:  Ernie will put together presentation on to present to RMS.

x. ACTION ITEM:  All of members are asked to review for potential PRRs and other revision requests.

b) New Tool Residential Algorithm (Voting Item)
i. Entergy needs more time to review data before making a decision.

c) Specs for Decision Tree (Voting Item).
i. ERCOT performed an analysis of the proposed modifications to the 2006 Annual Validation for the BUS group.
ii. ERCOT Analysis indicated that there would only be a 0.12% reduction in transactions if the “ignoring zero reads” modification were made to the Annual Validation code. “Excluding zero reads results in very few Load Profile ID assignment differences; therefore, ERCOT recommends not implementing this change.”

iii. Ernie suggested that applying dead bands & defaults by weather zone does not reduce the volume of transactions significantly.  Applying the ERCOT tool may result in an initial increase in the volume of transactions but with a 95% accuracy will greatly reduce the volume of transactions in subsequent years.

	
	Lunch

	9.
	PRR Draft Review;

a. IDR Requirement based on Voltage Level
i. Approved as submitted.
b. Opt-in Entity Usage Requirement
i. ACTION ITEM:  Jennifer to move to updated PRR form and email to Ernie.
ii. Approved as amended.

	10.
	Discuss Hurricane Rita UFE and evaluation of alternate settlement method
Deferred.

	11.
	Discuss TDSP non-IDR estimated meter readings
Deferred

	12.
	Email “Voting” Discussion 
Deferred

	15.
	PWG Open Issues Master List Discussion
Deferred

	16.
	Any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants

	17.
	Review action items before adjourning. 

	18.
	Confirm next PWG meeting is on the 1/25/06.


PWG Action Item List
	1.
	LPGRR007 IDR Requirement Changes pending RMGRR031 (RMS 01/06)
	Chair

	2
	Profile Change Request for Oil and Gas Properties (pending data validation)
	ERCOT Staff

	3.
	LPGRR008 – IDR Effective Date (approved)
	TAC 12/1

	4.
	PRR617 IDR Optional Removal (BOD approved 11/15)
	eff. 12/1/05

	5.
	Approved, coded or pending software testing in ERCOT systems;

i) PRR565 Calculation of Losses for Settlement (priority 1.1 by PRS 1st Qtr 06 project 60068).


	


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) Possibility of a Metered Lighting Profile. (ERCOT Staff).
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).

v) ERCOT Cost/Benefit Analysis (initial brief review).

Profiling Working Group 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. Accomplished through Oct. 05.

	4
	Closed and in Production 12/3/05 with v2.1
	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 a PWG item
	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
	Closed
	PWG minutes on the ERCOT Web prior to 2003. Send to Diana.

	11
	Closed a PWG item
	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
	ERCOT
	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.

	
	ERCOT/TDSPs
	Action item per 6/22/2005 minutes 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?”



	
	
	


Load Profiling Guide Revision Requests Open List
	Section
	Status/assigned
	Load Profiling Guides Revisions Description

	8
	John, Carl, ERCOT

Draft Written
	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

Drafts Written
	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.

	9.2.4.2
	ERCOT/Adrian
Template made
	Revision per action item from PWG meeting 6/22/05 on profile id assignment.

	
	ERCOT
	ACTION per minutes of 9/29/05:  ERCOT to draft PRR requiring opt-in entities to provide 12 months of historical usage for the current annual validation year and subsequent months to current.

	
	
	


