PWG: Meeting Notes - DRAFT
Wednesday, March 04, 2008
Attendees:
Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Kyle Miller, CenterPoint Energy

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Steve Wiese, Solar Alliance

Chris Rowley TXU Energy

Phone:
Lloyd Young, AEP
Steven Bargas, Tenaska

Lee Starr, BTU

Giriraj Sharma, ERCOT
Liz Jones, TXU Energy

Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Darryl Nelson, Oncor
Ron Hernandez, ERCOT
MEETING OPEN

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

Agenda review 

Ernie reviewed the agenda for today’s meeting.  A goal for the March 26 meeting is to have the LPGRR, Decision Tree and Model Spreadsheets.  Carl stated that ERCOT should be able to make this with no complications emerging today.
A goal for today’s meeting is to get thru 4 a, b and c to meet the 150 day notice.  This gives a 2 month slack.  

A PRR was filed with request for urgency.  Ernie requested all PWG members to encourage PRS members to vote for urgency status.  

ERCOT Action Items:

LPGRR language, Decision Tree, Models Building, and Model Spreadsheets
Approval of Feb 28th PWG meeting notes
The PWG meeting notes for Feb 28the were approved without any modifications.

Action Item: ERCOT will post the notes 
LPGRR Review
Action Item: Raj will add PV to the acronyms section of the guides

A question was asked about how the communication for the DRG validations would be handled?  Carl stated the validations should be handled the same way as we handle validations today.  (MarkeTrak)

Decision Tree Review
The group had a lot of discussion about net metering, Ernie reminded everyone that we are only concerned with the less then 50kW and should focus on that today.  Calvin mentioned that the over 50kW has a place in process today.  

Ernie asked the question to the group, as a market what is our task for the house bill implementation by 1-1-2009.  The controversy at the 50 to 2000 kW break might have to be taken up at another level and not PWG.  Liz agreed that this is not a profiling issue, and Ernie clarified that we are trying to get the language written to ensure the 150 day notice is met in time for the implementation.  Liz reiterated that there is a possibility we will end up substituting another number instead of 50. For example 100 kW etc…

Carl mentioned that the Profile ID assignment to the PV is what will trigger netting.  Therefore ESIIDs with BUSIDRRQ profile could be a problem, we need to determine the trigger for the PV settlement, do we need to create a PV profile for the IDR.  
What about NIDR ESIID with an over 50 kW PV (requires IDR)?
The example was used: A business customer with 600kW and 1 kW panel.  The interval kW usage will be reduced to 599.  Our current method of scaling would scale the profile load up incorrectly.  

A suggestion was given to review the ratio of the monthly kWh to the solar panel and if it is outside the boundaries defined then assign the wind/other PV profile. 

Action Item: ERCOT will draft language for ESIIDs that have large kWh use with small solar panels.

The group reviewed the PV presentation and Carl requested PWG agree with the assumptions made in the model building presentations since ERCOT will have to go back and build models for each PType and WZone which is a lot of work to be done in a short amount of time.  

No one opposed the proposed assumptions below:

16.8 kWh per day for Residential 1.17 scale factor

42.7 kWh per day for Business 2.76 scale factor

Language referring to PURA 39.904 was incorporated into the decision tree to define renewable generation.  
Action Item: ERCOT will look at the e-mail sent by Steven Wiese to helping to define the ac capacity for the PV systems. 

Some discussion about possibility of additional information needed to be added to the interconnection agreement.  

Action Item: ERCOT will get with Jason and ask about the DC system capacity.  
Language was added to address an ESIID that is no longer eligible for the DRG profile. 

If an ESIID has both PV and other, then MP will assign the PV profile group. 

Jason stated if PV and other is on site the PV is usually the dominant. 
PWG reviewed the Valid Profile Ids tab 

Closing PWG meeting: 
Ernie reminded the group, March 26th will be the next PWG meeting. 

Ernie closed the meeting requesting notices be sent out as soon as documents are posted and to encourage the Market to review these items to avoid delay in getting things approved.
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