Profiling Working Group: DRAFT Meeting Notes

Tuesday, December 04, 2007

Attendees

Terry Bates, Oncor Electric Delivery

Brad Boles, Cirro Energy

Diana Ott, ERCOT

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Blake Gross, AEP

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Ben Carranza, CenterPoint
Bob Laningham, Oncor Electric Delivery

John Robertson, TXU Energy

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT

Kyle Miller, Centerpoint

Joseph Nutter, Reliant
Phone

Eric Bratcher, First Choice Power

Lloyd Young, AEP

Lee Starr, BTU

1. ANTITRUST ADMONITION
Ernie welcomed everyone and read the antitrust admonition. Carl went over an emergency evacuation plan and informed the group this will be reviewed at the beginning of each meeting.
2. COPS 12/3 MTG review, PWG AGENDA REVIEW 

Brad gave the update to COPS which included PWG goals, major accomplishments, Demand Response update and long term PWG goals.  The long term goals had a good reception. Ernie went over the agenda for the meeting and explained most of the meeting is to follow up on loose ends. Ernie gave an update to PWG of the DRTF meeting, most of the meeting was a review of what PWG has done, and the scope for DRTF was written to focus on registration and program issues.  The preliminary thought from DRTF meeting participants is to keep the DR program code public, and the DR program shape private.  The next meeting will be December 18. Carl informed the PWG that another idea being talked about to minimize cost is to have the profile universal.  Carl also gave PWG an update about EILS current activity.  
 

3. APPROVAL oF NOVEMBER 15, PWG MEETING NOTES
Notes from the November 15 meeting was approved no edits. 

4. TOU SCHEDULE APPROVAL PROCESS
Ernie stated that LPGRR029 (Modification of Time-Of-Use Schedule Approval Process) is in the comment period and PWG could add comment today or any MP could file their own comments.  Kyle M. recommended gray boxing the section in 16.1.1, and informed PWG that if a CR came to Centerpoint today this would be a problem.  The PWG understanding of gray boxing is this is used for ERCOT systems approved but not yet built. PWG discussed generic language that would state to work with the TDSP.  Statement made that once advanced meters were in the market this would all go away.   Someone mentioned that in the future there is a possibility of ERCOT handling the chucking.  Oncor ED mentioned that cost and time need to be considered for each schedule and would be different for each TDSP.  Ernie stated if 15 minute data is provided to ERCOT he would prefer that the ESIID be settled on 15 minute data.  Discussion pertaining to the CR may not want to absorb the cost of managing and storing all the IDR data if the TDSP can provide the data.  The AM rule states that everybody should be capable of providing IDR data but not everybody is required to be settled on IDR data.  There was discussion of adding language to require an implementation plan, with another suggestion to add TDSP to the sentence in16.1.2.  

Action Item - Brad is going to rework the language for LPGRR029.  
5. STATUS UPDATE lpgrr027- “DEMAND RESPONSE REVISIOnS”
Ernie stated universal profiles may minimize cost; however it does not eliminate the DR Program registration issue.  Thought of using a universal profile to create a measurement of reduction and apply this to a specific program.  Carl suggested another option is to allow smaller samples for start up of DR programs and increase the sample sizes as DR programs grow and advanced meters are installed.  Kyle stated CNP will support CSET however the infrastructure to support full blown AM is at risk for summer 2008. Brad stated it is obvious ERCOT will have to change systems to support multiple ways of settlement.  Brad stated to make the shape and the profile public which would require each CR to accept the DR profile and shape.  Brad is going to be at DRTF on Dec. 18 and educate this concept. 
6. sTATUS UPDATE OF DISTRIBUTIVE GENERATION lOAD SHAPE 

Ernie reported DGTF is meeting today and has a tighter deadline that DRTF.  DGTF appears to be leaning towards IDR data for settlements.  Carl stated the profiling issue is still on the table. Calvin and Adrian are in attendance.  No action from PWG is required yet.  
7. Review TDSP feedback ON DISTINGUISHING metered lighting, Discuss ways to accommodate extreme events in settlement 
Lloyd informed PWG after further review there is not enough load to justify this request and that AEP does not have a way of identifying only lighting load, the metered lighting loads have other loads tied in with the meters.  PWG is going to table this idea. 
TXU Energy may file a LPGRR to change the requirement language for the NMLIGHT profile.  Carl stated to get a complete new profile would be hard to get approved for billboard lighting etc, but TOU could be an option.  
Extreme events in settlement will be resolved with the advanced meter roll out.  Technology will solve this in time and the PWG opinion is that it is not necessary to develop system changes now. 
8. Lunch 
N/A 

9. UFE 2006 report review

Ernie stated since UFE is up when load is up his initial thought is that UFE is not due to profiling and more related to line loss. Carl stated models can cause underestimation at low loads and over estimation at high loads.  The report shows at True ups there is a uniform bias at load levels.  MCPE appears to have strong correlations with load.  
Action Item - Bill will send email requesting ideas for COPS UFE high level overview presentation.
Action Item - PWG will create a UFE high level overview presentation for COPS at the January meeting.  
10. LRS project update and timeline

Bill reviewed the LRS powerpoint posted to the 12-4-07 PWG meeting website

11. Annual Validation update

Diana reported to PWG that the Business AV 2007 is not complete.  There are 2 TDSPs still trying to reach their 99% requirement. 
12. REVIEW 2008 PWG GOALS TIMELINE
Ernie reviewed the goals with PWG

13. any new issues from ERCOT or Market Participants
Carl reported an ongoing analysis that the Load Profiling team is undertaking to understand the implications of advanced metering in terms of settlement accuracy.
ERCOT will look at Monthly Reads compared to:

TOU 

Universal TOU meter reading schedules

Daily Meter Reads
Daily with TOU

Hourly Reads

15 Minute Daily Reads

To explore is it necessary to do 15 minute settlement for everyone.  Perhaps it will be overkill.  There is a possibility that the market could use less data for the same accuracy. 
