Profiling Working Group: DRAFT Meeting Notes

Tuesday, August 28, 2007
Attendees

Terry Bates, Oncor

Brad Boles, Cirro Energy

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Ben Carranza, CNP

Shawnee Claiborne-Pinto, PUCT

Eric Goff, Constellation NewEnergy

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Kyle Miller, CNP

Chuck Moore, Direct Energy

Wayne Morrison, Reliant

Diana Ott, ERCOT

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Giriraj Sharma, ERCOT
Phone
Steven Bargas, Tenaska

Bob Laningham, Oncor

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Kevin Reid, TNMP

Mike Shirley, TXU Cities

Lloyd Young, AEP

1. ANTITRUST ADMONITION
Ernie welcomed everyone and then read the antitrust admonition. 
2. COPS 8/14 mtg. review 
Ernie mentioned that at the August 14 meeting COPS voted to remand LPGRR023 to the PWG to separate the TOU issue. 
3. APPROVAL oF PREVIOUS MEETING NOTES
Notes from the July 24 and 25 meeting were approved without modification.
Notes from the August 1 special meeting on direct response were approved without modification, while the August 2 notes were approved after some nonsensical text was removed.

4. lpgrr025, model spreadsheets for flat load profile types 
The impact analysis revealed no significant costs.  There was PWG consensus to send this LPGRR to COPS with the recommendation for approval. 

5. LPGRR026, PROFILES W/ THREE DIGITS TO RIGHT OF DECIMAL POINT
Consensus was to send this LPGRR to COPS with a PWG recommendation for approval.  This will likely come back to PWG next month for a review of the impact analysis.  
6. LPGRR028, LOAD PROFILING GUIDE CLEANUP
PWG had no objections to this LPGRR.  Later in the meeting the group decided to add some relatively minor items to this LPGRR.
7. LPGRR027, DEMAND RESPONSE REVISIONS
No one had any suggested changes to what was written for this LPGRR on August 2.  However, there was some discussion.
Kyle asked about how advanced metering might affect TOU reads.  Would TDSPs simply submit 15-minute data and have ERCOT roll up into the appropriate buckets?  Carl suggested that this would be an expensive change.   A couple of CRs said that they would like to get the data from the TDSPs already in the appropriate buckets.  

There was additional discussion and Calvin mentioned that he thought a lot of advanced meter and IDR issues would be discussed at the upcoming Sep. 18 & 19 PUCT workshops.  

Carl reviewed the spreadsheet posted for today’s meeting under the link “027LPGRR 02 Appendix D 080807 Correction” to illustrate how a demand response program could be coded in the profile type portion of the profile ID.  There was much discussion that revealed more work will need to be done to come up with an acceptable solution.  

The thought was to leave the coding illustration as it was and forward to COPS saying that this would be discussed further at the PWG.  

Carl and Calvin stated that ERCOT has limitations on the changes it can make to handle various profile ID proposals in the near future because of the resources used by Nodal.

Brad stated that he is concerned about setting up a profile ID that will cause all CRs to have to make significant changes to their systems. 

Ernie suggested that ERCOT derive another proposal that utilizes the TOU component of the profile ID to come up with something that will handle demand response (DR) and TOU, and then email it out to the PWG exploder so everyone can review.  ERCOT agreed.  If time allows there will be a conference call to discuss what ERCOT comes up with and the hope is that it can be finalized at next PWG meeting. 

Action item:  ERCOT to come up with a proposal on how to utilize the TOU schedule code component of the profile ID to handle assignments for DR and TOU. 
Action item:  All MPs to go back to shops and in investigate what they see as issues with using the specific components of the profile ID. 

The current proposal is not as favorable for those CRs who will not have a DR program.  

We’re looking for something that’s the least problematic for everyone involved.

Action item:  Ernie is to set up a conference call for 2-3:30 pm on Wednesday, Sep 12 to discuss the options for DR and TOU identification. 

8. LPGRR023, REMOVAL OF GRay-highlighted text
The group agreed to change the title of the LPGRR, while retaining the old title in parentheses.  This LPGRR will go to COPS for its Sep. 10 meeting.    

9. Model spreadsheets to reflect dst adjustment
Adrian stated that the load profile model spreadsheets do not reflect how the load profiles will be generated with 92 intervals on the day Daylight Saving Time begins and 100 intervals on the day it ends.  After some discussion, the group decided to include some text in the model spreadsheets that explains the adjustments.  
Action item:  Adrian to include revised model spreadsheets that detail DST adjustments, as part of LPGRR028.  
10. LOAD RESEARCH PROJECT UPDATE 

Bill presented an LRS progress report and asked that TDSPs utilize replacement sample points in the specified order.
11. anNUAL validation update
Diana gave a quick update on the status of the annual validation of profile IDs.  
12. primary voltage distinction – tnmp

Kevin said it does not appear feasible for TNMP to make primary voltage distinctions in their loss codes for at least a couple of years.  

13. Solar panel distributED generation

Eric said that SDAWG would appreciate the PWG’s input on what would be the best way to handle profiling issues related to solar panel distributed generation (SPDG).   
It was mentioned that the law requires the TDSP to send load and generation values for each SPDG delivery point to ERCOT.

Ernie jotted on the board what he saw as options to be considered, along with his perceived accuracy and cost ratings.  After input from others, the result was the table below.

[image: image1.emf]Possible Options to Address Profiling of Solar Panel Distributed Generation Sites

Accuracy Cost

(6 is highest) (6 is highest)

1a Netting -- stay on current profile 1 1

1b Net TOU; no generation metering 2 2

2 TOU meter with load and generation 3 2

3 New load profile -- static model 4 4

4 New load profile -- lagged dynamic sample 5 5

5 Separate channel for generation* 2 2

6 15-minute measurement on load or generation 6 3

* also stay on current profile and do some chunking to address sunrise and sunset

Table 1


Eric said that he would let the PWG know if he needs additional information.

14. ESI ID wITH BUSOGFLT AND TOU ASSIGNMENT

Ron mentioned that some of the ESI IDs for which the BUSOGFLT profile type assignment has been requested currently have a profile ID with a TOU schedule assignment.  Ron stated that none of the pending versions of the Profile Decision Tree specifically allow for a BUSOGFLT and TOU combination. 
The group felt that these combinations of BUSOGFLT and TOU should be added to the Valid Profile IDs tab of the PDT, and that this could be tacked on to LPGRR028.

Action item:  Ron to get the appropriate combinations of BUSOGFLT and the various TOU schedule codes added to the Profile Decision Tree.  
15. REVIEW of PWG 2007 goals

The group reviewed the PWG 2007 Goals document posted on the PWG web page.
Carl offered to review the tasks that were listed as nos. 22 and 23, and called for a review of Protocol and LPG language.

Action item:  Carl to review Protocol and LPG language for appropriateness for large opt-in entity and for consistency with the PUCT load research rule.  
miscellaneous

The group reviewed a list of open action items from previous meetings.

Action item:  ERCOT to provide a summary of the current language related to the mandatory installation of IDRs and a summary of what’s been going on with the IDR Requirement Reports. 

Action item:  Ernie to add to next agenda item for TDSPs to provide update on LRS IDR procurement and installation.

Action item:  TDSPs to provide update on LRS IDR procurement and installation at next PWG meeting.
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