PWG:  MEETING NOTES

March 29, 2006

Attendees:

Steve Bordelon: TNMP

Ernie Podraza:  Reliant

Calvin Opheim:  ERCOT

Carl Raish:  ERCOT

Ann Boren:  ERCOT

Bill Reilly:  TXU ED

Lloyd Young:  AEP

Zach Collard:  CNP

Brad Boles:  Cirro

Allen Graves: AEP

Steve Rod: TXU Energy

Erin Wasik-Gutierrez: PUC

Diana Ott: ERCOT

1. Ernie reviewed the AntiTrust Admonition.
2. Meeting minutes were reviewed from February for both days; the minutes were accepted with Ernie’s edits.

3. Ernie provided an update to PWG from the last COPs meeting, PRR draft was approved, LPGRR10 was accepted, and PWG goals were presented with only one minor change to the goal referring to the UFE report.  The PWG Chair and vice-chair were also approved. April 26, May 24, and June 28th dates were agreed for the next three PWG meetings. Ernie reviewed the agenda briefly with the group to discuss the plan or order and any changes to the agenda for today.  Load Research will not be discussed today, this is to make sure that Market Participants that planned to come to the LRS meeting scheduled for tomorrow will be able to make the presentations

Action item – ERCOT will update and repost the PWG goals and post the February minutes.

4. 2006 Annual Validation approval:

LPGRR10 critical - need TAC approval

Residential new tool was voted on by PWG – Decision Tree Change needed

Market rules is working out LPGRR on governance of Decision Tree

Carl informed the PWG that LP staff plans to take the LRS data and use this to evaluate the new residential tool.  However, we need to have discussion on where the window should be for the residential tool do we slide the dates to include new usage or just include more data.  Analysis will have to be done to determine the decision to include more data or slide the window forward. Alan supported using the LRS data to review the new residential tool.  Carl discussed the business migrations and would like to have the opportunity to do some analysis to see if we could reduce the migrations from year to year.  One idea of Carl’s would be to review the Business group and possibly weight energy instead of demand. To have effective samples we must try and reduce the migrations to be able to develop good models. The level of migration on the business side is disturbing from a load research perspective.

5. IDR Weather Sensitivity Discussion – defer to next meeting

6. Discuss analysis method for the extreme events on the settlement process

a. Ernie reviewed the concerns about mass outages and how it affects the settlement process, lagged dynamic samples would be able to represent outages. Different ideas were discussed as to how we could capture these extreme events and what would the proper adjustment be. Weather adjusting the profile model for a weather zone, or allocate zero for the ADU on ESIIDs affected by an extreme outage, telemetering, could possibly be used to try and determine if the load dipped based on the telemetering data. The forecasting system would have to be changed which could cost a lot of money and create push back from the market.  Alan suggested having a trigger point based on the UFE, and some set procedures on what happens next. Brad asked if the TDSP are capable of knowing which ESIIDs are actually out of power, AEP and TXU- ED are not passing that information back today. Question on if nodel will bring any level of ability with new design of TNT.

7. Review PRR Draft on historical data

a. PWG reviewed the PRR that had changes made from Frank Wilson with Nueces Electric. PWG felt like the existing language is good enough as it stands today, and the language does not need changing.

Action Item:  ERCOT will take this message back and relay the information back to the appropriate group for follow up.

8. Lunch 

9. Discussion of how the goals, action items, and completed action items list would be handled.  It was decided we would post 2 different lists to the website under key documents.  One for action items and one for completed action items.  Review of LPGRR concerning section 8. There was discussion about who would have to approve changes to the load profile models. Currently the approval to change a model is at TAC level. A review of how the BUSIDRRQ model was changed back at market open and that was done, by workshops and then approval from the market. The initial thought is that the models spreadsheets, the Decision Tree, LRS procedures, will be added as appendix to the LPGRR so that any changes will follow the due process. Market notice was talked about and the general idea is that we have not specific specifications or information yet, but the sooner the better to give all MP an alert of any changes coming.

Action item: ERCOT will review section 8 and add “model” to this section, so that it is not unclear of what you are changing.  Possibly need to rework this section and rearrange the sections 8.9 to come before 8.8.  

10. d) Ann Boren discussed the LPGRR in draft concerning section 2 and removing the current change control approval process.  Brad pointed out that the current change control process does not allow any other committee to make any language change without the approval of PWG.  The new LPGRR does have a comment period between each review so that if a committee made a change to the LPGRR original language the PWG could still have a review period. More discussion about possibly writing language to address the once a year update to the decision tree if the Decision Tree is rolled into the LPG.  The PWG decided to review the document brought from Market Rules to consider and if approved would only effect the current LPG as it stands today. COPs have already approved to adopt this proposed timeline. 

Action item: Ann will make some additional wording changes and investigate Impact Analysis for urgent timeline.  


This document will be reviewed again at the next PWG meeting.

c) PWG meeting procedures – Market Rules set this up as a separate document, and will be reviewed at the next PWG meeting. Ernie

Action item: Section 15 rewrite needs to be on the open Action item list  

