PWG: DRAFT Meeting Notes

Wednesday, January 23, 2008
Attendees:
Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Giriraj Sharma, ERCOT

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT
Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Kelso King, King Energy Consulting

Bob Lanningham, ONCOR

Kyle Miller, CenterPoint Energy

Blake Gross, AEP

Jason Keyes, Interstate Renewable Energy Council

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Jennifer Fredrick, Direct Energy

Liz Jones, TXU Energy
Phone:
Lloyd Young, AEP
Steven Bargas, Tenaska

Steve Wiese, Solar Alliance

Lee Starr, BTU

Eric Bratcher, First Choice  
MEETING OPEN

Ernie welcomed everyone to the first PWG meeting of 2008 and then read the antitrust admonition.

Agenda item 2. COPS 1/8 mtg. review, PWG agenda review 

Ernie reviewed the agenda for today’s meeting.  Mentioned that AEIC conference that will be held in February will span 2 days and that the PWG meeting for February is scheduled on one of those days.  He will look into rescheduling the PWG meeting or scheduling an additional meeting day just in case one may be necessary.
Agenda Item 3. Approval of Dec. 4 PWG meeting notes PWG leadership elections
The PWG meeting notes for Dec. 4 were approved without any modifications.

Nominations for PWG Chair
Blake Gross Nominated Ernie Podraza for chair

Nominations for Vice Chair

Blake Gross nominated Brad Boles for Vice Chair

Both Ernie and Brad agreed to serve again in 2008 in their respective positions. 
Agenda Item 4. Initial review of LPGRR029, Modification of Time-Of-Use Schedule Approval Process including Brad’s new draft language for TDSP implementation timeline 
Brad Boles discussed a document that he put together titled “How to Fix TOU”.  A concern that he discovered was that the guides state that a TOU schedule that was available at market open is not currently supported.  
Action Item 1. a. Raj and Ernie Podraza will get Lee to withdraw PRR736.  They will carve out what can go forward on TOU, Admin and Nodal cleanup.  Create a new PRR.  The sentence “within every…” will be deleted. No PRR is anticipated for the short term solution.  They will go back to the COPs presentation and ask for guidance on the issue of urgency and budget on the long term solution.  Also, Ernie will verify that all of LPGRR027 is in LPGRR029 for TOU.  Brad will rework LPGRR029

Edits were made to the Brad Boles’ suggested language for LPG section 16.1.1.  
Kyle - CenterPoint stated that they currently are not able to handle TOU data.  He added that the functionality to handle the various TOU schedules will be included as part of the requirements for the AMS project.  Brad pointed out that if a CR requested a TOU schedule that CenterPoint might be in violation of the LPG if they were not able to provide that service.  

Discussion took place concerning the process for a CR to request a TOU capable meter be programmed or installed.  Carl brought up that currently CRs have the right to request a demand meter or an IDR so maybe the process of requesting a TOU capable meter should be the same.  Blake Gross suggested that a simple point-to-point phone call should suffice.  

Action Item - ERCOT staff will look at TOU schedules that are currently being settled.  Then, the PWG will consider removing those TOU schedules that are not currently being utilized. Adrian Marquez volunteered to gather this information
Agenda Item 5. Status Update LPGRR027 , 'Demand Response Revisions’
a)      Current status of DRTF progress
The DR task force will be working on a PRR for a short term solution on Friday and they don’t think that a LPGRR will be needed.  For those CRs participating in DR an adjustment will be made after the settlement process.  The shape of the load profile for the premises will not change but a deemed impact will be determined and a dollar adjustment will be made post settlement. 
Action Item – Ernie - LPGRR027 needs to be withdrawn.  In the presentation Ernie will make to COPs he will ask for a direction in which the PWG should focus our time in terms of along term solution.

Agenda Item #6 TAC recommendations on Distributive Generation (Solar) 
Liz Jones – TXU Energy – reported on this subject.
a) TAC request and DGTF recommendation summary 
She is seeking assistance from the PWG on the kinds of DG that can be settled.  She said that the must have for the end of the year is a solar profile but that wind might also be a possibility.  
b) ERCOT summary of DGTF Recommendations 
Option 5a  - which Liz referred to as “rough justice”.  This method will essentially spread any “inflow” of DG into the grid evenly across the daylight hours and reduce the premise load for that same time period.  This will go into the CR’s Load Ratio share.  It goes into load as a deduction. Estimated costs $100K

Option 5b – This is a bit more elaborate approach but is probably a more accurate reflection of the true load shape. This approach will adjust the load shape for the premise by an amount equal to estimated PV generation shape. This will change the load profile shape for the premise being settled.  This is more expensive estimated costs. $750K.

Option 5c –   Jason Keyes will have a presentation on this approach later inb the meeting.  
Calvin Opheim presented on ERCOT’s concerns for settling ESIIDs with PV arrays. 
The PWG will need a profile that can be published by 1/1/09.  We will also need 150 days of backcasted data for this profile by 1/1/09.  Calvin also informed the group that due to the upcoming Nodal implementation there will be a code freeze for commercial systems on April 1, 2008.  Therefore, we will have to come up with a solution within the coming month so that coding can begin in March and then implemented by April 1.
c) Interstate Renewable Energy Council Profile suggestion

Jason Keyes – presented.  This approach essentially takes into consideration the generation shapes for PV arrays differs by the rated size of the array.  The load of a premise will be adjusted by the shape and volume for the rated size of the array.   It was stated that in theory, this is a good idea; ERCOT is not capable of storing a data element containing the rated size of the PV array.
d) Discussion of DGTF Recommendations

1. We agree that that the meter will have 2 channels.  One will measure inflow and one will measure outflow.  – This concept has PWG consensus.
2. One approach is that every premise with a PV array should have 2 ESIIDs. It was suggested that new profiles for customers with PV arrays should be developed because it easier to build new profiles and settle them in ERCOT’s system than it is to change the settlement process for the ESIIDs in the settlement system.  The second profile that should be developed is essentially a generation profile for the PV ESIIDs to generate a shape for the outflows.
Action item --  A sub group needs to be put together.  Kyle Miller will head this group up.  He is tasked with getting with Calvin Opheim, other TDSPs and TX SET representatives and figure out how the 2 readings will get into the settlement system. 2 distinct ESIIDs, 1 ESIID 2 channels, etc…  Is it ‘doable’? Is it cheaper? Kyle will provide an answer relatively soon (within days?) ….
Action item -  TDSPs provide a list of ESIIDs with PV arrays to ERCOT to determine if any of the ESIIDs are in the load research program.  

Action Item – Carl - Draft a PRR and an LPGRR. 

Next PWG is scheduled for Feb 27th.  Due to a scheduling conflict with the AEIC conference which is scheduled for Feb. 25-27, Ernie is going to try to reschedule the PWG meeting for Feb. 28th.  We will also schedule a conference call for Feb 4th from 9am to 11am
Action item…ERCOT staff will get with their contacts at the TDSPs to get a status on the installment of the load research sample.  Are they on schedule? Are there any delays anticipated?  An update will be provided at the next meeting. 

New issues…Ernie noticed that there seems to be a positive bias in UFE lately.  He would like that the next ufe report incorporate information on this trend.
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