
Final - PWG Meeting Notes

May 28, 2008
Attendees:

	Bob Laningham – ONCOR 
	Ron Hernandez - ERCOT

	Blake Gross - AEP
	Carl Raish – ERCOT

	Ernie Podraza – Direct
	Bill Boswell - ERCOT

	Calvin Opheim – ERCOT
	Don Tucker - ERCOT

	Brad Boles – CIRRO
	Kyle Miller - CNP

	Jennifer Frederick – Direct
	Adrian Marquez – ERCOT

	Diana Ott – ERCOT
	Eric Goff - Constellation

	Giriraj Sharma – ERCOT 
	Chris Rowley – TXU Energy

	Joseph Nutter – Reliant
	Kalyani Sahoo - Reliant

	Jane Eyanson – AEP - phone
	Lee Starr - BTU

	Liz Jones – TXU Energy - phone
	Lloyd Young – AEP - phone

	Kelly Gilbert – TNMP - phone
	Stephen Bargas  - Tenaska – phone

	Shawnee Claiborne-Pinto – PUCT (phone)
	Alan Graves – AEP - phone


Ernie opened the meeting with the antitrust admonition.

Notes from the April meeting were approved with no changes.

Ernie gave an update of the COPs meeting.  Carl Raish informed everyone that PRR756 passed at the most recent board meeting.  

ERCOT will send out a Market Notice

Reviewed the draft DRG PRR - IDR with DRG GTE 50

Liz Jones said there was an error in the April meeting notes under the section related to DRG.  In the chart concerning the DRG <50, discussion began about this subject and Bob Laningham said it is very clear to him that in the 34890 preamble, if the customer has an IDR than it is also going to be an RID. Liz said the intent of the DGTF was not to make a customer have to register as an RID if they have DRG <50.

Calvin Opheim said ERCOT needs clarification about how ERCOT should settle for DRG<50 kW if 15-min settlement is requested/required? 

How is the int data provided to ERCOT (i.e. via RID, ESIID with 2 channels, etc)?

TxSet ramifications on 867 for int data for both load and generation (i.e. ignore loop, additive or subtractive, etc)

Bob said there are no residential ESIIDs in Oncor that has an IDR for load.  Blake Gross said with the rolling out of advanced meters this will more than likely be the case very soon, and he agrees ERCOT and the Market need to know how to handle a customer with less than 50kW and has an IDR meter/advanced meter. Do they have to register as an RID?

PWG went over all sections of the proposed PRR.  It was mentioned that once we get clarification on the questions stated earlier, a lot of the draft PRR may have to be changed. 

The PWG added a sentence stating if a customer wants to sell the excess to the grid and they have DRG >50 they must have and IDR.

Ernie Podraza said there could be a possibility of having a small RID which would have to be created by the Market, or another idea is one ESIID with multiple channels and just subtract the data.  

Lee Starr will get with Mark Dreyfus and ask him to get the task force fired up to help resolve the holes left that need to be clarified.  Lee wants the question presented to him in writing. 

Below is a summary of what the PWG questions and concerns are:

A) If the customer premise for load has or wishes to have 15-min metering and the DRG is less than 50 kW capacity then: 

1. Does it need a resource Id?

2. How does ERCOT handle the 15-min DRG kWh gen?

3. The 867 ignore loop is for NIDR so how does the DRG 15-min data get metered and settled?

4. Is the 867 03 internal summary loop – a possible solution?

5. Ref segment TXSET says all 15 minute in ignore loop

B) PRR 756 needs clarity for IDR on kWh gen

C) Customer complexity of paperwork as a resource which needs to have communication relationship with QSE.  Or do we want to invent a Small resource ID that does not need to register?

D) The DGTF less than 50 kW recommendation 5 does not need a RID

Reviewed the LPGRR030 - Decision Tree changes
Blake said Ercot is requesting too many details on the interconnection agreement.  Adrian Marquez used the form provided from Oncor, he will review the form to determine what exactly is needed and modify the list. Another suggestion is to make certain items optional so that if the information is provided, ERCOT could use it for research information.

Carl said ERCOT will need information for all DRG customers NIDR and IDR. If they are NIDR they need to be assigned to the DRG profile. 

Adrian will review the interconnection agreement 

Reviewed impact analysis for LPGRR029 

Reviewed recommendation report for LPGRR029
Reviewed 7xxPRR Time of Use Revisions 
Kyle Miller proposed to remove the first paragraph in Section 18.7.1.4. 

“TDSPs shall continue to support TOU tariffs in effect prior to December 31, 2000.”

Eric Goff wonders what the harm is in leaving the paragraph in.  Kyle explained that CNP currently cannot support the billing in anyway for Residential related to TOU at this time, or any type of chunking or interval data transmission.  Brad suggested to request to remove the TOU schedule from the Decision Tree for CNP schedule.  Ernie reminded everyone that the language in Protocols dictate what the Decision Tree states, therefore we have to change Protocols before we can change the decision tree. 

PWG added a sentence -

TDSPs shall support TOUs as defined in the Profile Decision Tree. 

Kyle stated that CNP and the entire market is currently working with Amit to try and come up with an interim settlement solution that should take care of all types of TOU opportunities. 

Shawnee gave the reference as to the where the order speaks to the TOU statement that CNP was requesting to remove

Discuss the profiling scaling factor methodology.  

Calvin said that awhile back Ercot data aggregation team looked at the scaling factors for initial settlement when about 80% of the ESIIDs do not have current monthly usage.  They did some very high level analysis on a handful of accounts and did not find good results.  Carl gave the suggestion of using the ESIIDs that have actual usage for the same meter reading period to develop an average scaling factor for the ESIIDs that do not have meter reads.  Calvin said ERCOT would have to publish the scaling factor to the market for shadow settlement purposes.  This would reflect the current weather for the meter reading period; Calvin said this has an intuitive appeal using a 20% sample to apply to the ESIIDs without reads. 

Carl said to the group that at a certain point it seems unnecessary to make changes like this with advanced meters so close.  Brad stated that there is really not anything clearly stating 15-minute settlement will be at the individual ESIID level for everyone.

Calvin reminded the group we have a settlement accuracy presentation coming up in the near future.  ERCOT is waiting to see if AMIT wants to see the presentation before PWG.   

Review of LRS presentation
Bob pointed out the final installment date deadline is incorrect, it should be June 30.  TNMP has sent in a file with the installations for the LRS sample, however it was not done in the proper file format, therefore they are have not been loaded.   ERCOT is working with them to get this corrected.  Oncor has installed quite a few since the LRS presentation was produced, their records reflect they are about 90% complete.

Bill will change final installation date in future presentations to June 30, 2008. 

Review of PWG Goals:

Ercot should take a look at goal 7 and determine if this is something that seems like a good idea, or should it be put off until after AMIT gets things spelled out. 

PWG will table the lagged dynamic PWG goal until after Nodal implementation. 

Next meeting:
June 18, 2008

.  


