PWG: DRAFT Conference Call Notes

Monday, February 04, 2008
Attendees

Terry Bates, Oncor Electric Delivery

Bob Laningham, Oncor Electric Delivery

Ed Echols, Oncor Electric Delivery

Darryl Nelson, Oncor Electric Delivery

Brad Boles, Cirro Energy

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Blake Gross, AEP

Lloyd Young, AEP

Lee Star, BTU

Steve Wiese, Solar Alliance

Jennifer Frederick, Direct Energy

Chris Rowley, TXU Energy

Kyle Miller, Centerpoint

Eric Goff, Constellation Energy

Jason Keyes, IREC

Giriraj Sharma, ERCOT

Diana Ott, ERCOT

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Steven Bargas, Tenaska

Shawnee Claiborn-Pinto, PUCT

Dave Smithson, PUCT

Ernie opened the meeting by giving a brief summary of where PWG is pertaining to the DGTF options. Ernie stated basically due to time constraints with nodal, the PWG option developed at the last meeting would not be able to be completed until after the nodal go-live date.  Ernie asked anyone to correct him if the summary was not accurate.  ERCOT agreed with the summary given. 

Ernie reviewed the Antitrust Admonition and then turned the meeting over to ERCOT to go over a new late breaking idea that is a hybrid of option 4 proposed at the January PWG meeting. 

Carl explained the idea is to create DG profiles by adjusting current Load Profiles with engineering estimates.  Profiles for different Distributed Generation resources would be treated as new models and introduced to the market as new models, along with new model spreadsheets and would require the 150 day notice. Calvin pointed out that the 150 day notice is needed in August to meet the 1/1/2009 target implementation date. Ernie encouraged the group to put all concerns on the table up front so when the language recommendations are sent to COPS that the 1/1/2009 implementation is not at risk. Adrian has drafted some suggested language for LPGRRs, PRRs and some graphs for illustration purposes and discussion.  

Ernie pointed out that this concept would require new profiles being introduced to the market and CRs could receive these LPIDs for ESIIDs if they switch from one CR to another. No one mentioned any opposition to the idea on the call.  

Darryl mentioned that Oncor Electric Delivery has wind and solar and some combinations in their service territory. Carl stated this new methodology would lend itself to both of the DG types but we would need some way of estimating the deemed savings.  Jason stated there is no evidence for a need for something other than a standard profile for wind.  Carl pointed out that ERCOT collects interval generation data for all resources including wind generators, and perhaps ERCOT could pull the data and do some analysis to see if there is a model that can be developed to estimate wind generator output based on the wind speed data we collect at the different weather zones.  If such a model could be developed, it could be combined with our standard profile models along with generator size information to create in-flow profiles for wind generation.   Carl also suggested that inflow for ESIIDs with renewable generation other than solar and wind should probably just be settled on standard profiles.

Carl asked Oncor if they had Interconnect Agreements with their DG customers.  Blake stated he was going to provide data to Adrian for DG customers with dual meter data and also has DG customers with only inflow.  Carl said ERCOT could use the Interconnect Agreement information from the TDSPs to determine how many new DG profiles would be needed based on the sizes, and types out in the Market.  Bob said they do have the agreements and could provide them.  Blake said he hesitates to provide the actual agreements due to confidential customer information, but would be happy to provide the requested information.  Ernie suggested Blake and ERCOT work together off line and see if they could work something out.  ERCOT would like to gather as much information as possible but agreed they would at least need ESIID, DG Type and DG Size. Brad suggested we create a standard form with the requested information.  

Ernie asked for clarification if Solar is the only profiling solution PWG has been asked to work on.  Lee Star stated PWG should be working on a Distributed Generation profiling solution which includes Solar, Wind and other types. 

Steve stated the reason for the solar profile being addressed is because it is something that can be modeled and with the amount of investment to install solar it is important to get the right shape. Perhaps the other resources could be handled with a simple subtraction of deemed savings.  It was also mentioned that smart metering could be the solution, but this would only be a solution if the market was being settled on interval data, and not monthly load profiling.  

Eric mentioned GE has published some information with wind generation information and that ERCOT and perhaps PWG could use this.  

Discussion took place about the fact that the size of the home in combination with the size of the solar panel could produce different patterns for in and outflows.  Jason stated in almost every case the outflow would be very small due to the fact that PV is so expensive. Most customers will gain the most benefit by only trying to offset their own use, and he felt it was not a necessary step.  

Carl mentioned we probably need to add some type of validation in our guides to flag ESIIDs that had no consumption for extended lengths of time on the outflow and request the TDSPs to verify if the resource is still there and operating.  It was mentioned perhaps the interconnect agreement should be modified.  Ed suggested we wait and see if this is necessary once we gather standard load research data, and that most of the time the outflow will not register anything. Carl stated that he felt like there would typically be some outflow.  

Adrian reviewed the draft language suggestions for Protocol Section 18, and 11, and LPG Section 7, and 8.  Calvin mentioned a PRR and NPRR for Section 10 will also be needed.  In regards to settlement of the outflow PWG supported the concept of spreading kWh equally across all intervals for DG types other than Solar.  

Ernie thanked ERCOT for the quick work on all the documentation and posting information for this conference call, and thanked the Market Participants for their participation.  
PWG will have another phone conference call on February 18, 2008 from 3:30 to 5:00pm. 
