PWG: DRAFT Meeting Notes

Wednesday, July 23, 2008
Attendees
Bill Boswell, ERCOT
Ed Echols, ONCOR

Leo Green, TXU Energy

Ron Hernandez, ERCOT
Bob Laningham, ONCOR

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT
Kyle Miller, CenterPoint Energy

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Diana Ott, ERCOT
Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Carl Raish, ERCOT

Chris Rowley, TXU Energy

Kalyani Sahoo, Reliant Energy
Sandra Tindall, ERCOT

Jennifer Troutman, Direct Energy
Phone
Steven Bargas, Tenaska
Brad Boles, Cirro Energy
Kelly Gilbert, TNMP

Blake Gross, AEP

Darryl Nelson, ONCOR
Lloyd Young, AEP
Meeting Open
Ernie Podraza welcomed everyone and then read the antitrust admonition.

Agenda Item 2, COPS meeting review and PWG agenda review 

Ernie reviewed the agenda for the meeting.  
Brad Boles spoke about the last COPS meeting with respect to load profiling issues.  He said there was a huge discussion on DRG.  Brad commented that Liz Jones said the DGTF had come to agree that if you have an IDR for load, then you must use interval data for the settlement of generation and must register as a Resource (obtain a Resource ID).  Brad said that work is being done to try to make the RID registration process painless for the DRG ESI IDs.

Agenda Item 3, Approval of June 18 PWG meeting notes 

The notes from the June 18 PWG meeting were approved after a spelling correction was made.

Agenda Item 4, Review advanced metering

4a. Draft LPGRR interim solution 15-Minute settlement

ACTION ITEM:  ERCOT is to update the valid profile IDs tab of the Profile Decision Tree to show BUS LF-based profile IDs with a meter data type of IDR, for the next PWG meeting.

4b. Last meeting action items



1) No IDR data but switch to advanced meter



2) Valid profile ID list for weather sensitivity code

Calvin recalled that AMIT wanted WS to be the default assignment, and to go through the weather sensitivity calculation on an annual basis.

Ed Echols suggested that it may be best to leave the assignments as NWS.  Kyle Miller suggested that AMIT was flexible on the NWS issue.

Carl suggested that the WS calculations were set up for a relatively small number of ESI IDs, and that it may not be appropriate to apply the calculation en masse.  Vacant house issues, etc.  Diana reminded the group that we had previously discussed the issue of WS assignments flip-flopping over the years.   

ACTION ITEM:  ERCOT to change the valid profile IDs tab of the Profile Decision Tree so that all BUS LF and RES that have a meter data type of IDR have a default weather sensitivity code of WS.  This also requires changes in the Segment Assignment tab.  To accommodate advanced meters, BUSNODEM is to also have IDR as a meter data type combo.

The PWG discussed whether there is a need for RESHIPV (vs RESHIWR) when the meter data type is IDR.  The general consensus was to keep RESHIPV.  
Ernie suggested that the group write up two LPGRRs.  One related to PRR 766 and the other related to LPGRR 030.  Discuss this next month, unless someone has heartburn with this and lets Ernie know that there may be a need for a conference call to discuss it.



3) Proxy day for residential customers

The corresponding NIDR RES profile will be used when IDR data is not available for settlement. 
ACTION ITEM:  Brad to present to COPS the issues related to the proxy day routine in anticipation of advanced metering, and to ask for a green light for the PWG to analyze the routine.
Agenda Item 5, Review DRG implementation

A RESHIPV ESI ID with an advanced meter would be assigned a meter data type of IDR.
Calvin suggested that Liz Jones said that RES could not be settled on IDR for the interim solution because of TDSP limitations.
5a. LPGRR for interconnection agreement changes 

to the Profile Decision Tree
ACTION ITEM -- ERCOT to work on the LPGRR so that the Profile Decision Tree (PDT) directs TDSPs to send in information specified on the DRG tab only if the ESI ID’s DRG capacity is < 50 kW.  Also, ERCOT to include directions such that PDT says if BUSIDRRQ, do not move to BUSIDRRG.

ACTION ITEM – ERCOT to come up with a recommendation for when TDSPs are required to submit information related to the interconnection agreement. 
ACTION ITEM – PWG to get clear direction from the DG task force on whether or not the assignment of BUSIDRRQ should be required for DRG > 50 kW generation capacity and not more than 700 kW load.  Should the assignment be BUSIDRRQ or BUSHIPV with IDR meter data type?  
If you are an advanced meter and then install PV, then your profile will change to a PV profile segment so that it can be identified as such.  

Agenda Item 6, Discuss profile scaling factors per UFETF 11/16/06  (Goal 3)
ACTION ITEM:  Brad to give an update to COPS, summarizing where PWG is on meeting its goals.
Agenda Item 7, UFE 2007 presentation
Bill Boswell reviewed the UFE Analysis 2007 PowerPoint presentation.
Leo Green pointed out an apparent trend of positive bias.  

Kalyani Sahoo asked whether other REPs had an interest in participating in a collaborative effort to forecast UFE.  After a brief discussion, Ernie suggested that Kalyani bring up this issue at COPS. 

Ernie pointed out that the load profiles and losses are the same for initial settlement and subsequent settlements; so he asserted that this points to the estimation process as the source of the difference in UFE between initial and subsequent settlements. 

Also, Ernie wondered aloud if it were prudent to have ERCOT look at optimum loss models for each TDSP that would minimize UFE.  
Agenda Item 9, Load research project update and timeline
Bill Boswell provided an update on the LRS round 2 sample point installation.  AEP, CenterPoint, and ONCOR show to have more than 100% of their sample points installed.  TNMP and Sharyland have indicated that all of their LRS IDRs have been installed, but they have not yet submitted all of the transactions to reflect such at ERCOT.

Lloyd Young asked whether the lack of TDSPs submitting TD05 (IDR removal) transactions would contribute to installation levels being greater than 100%.  Adrian confirmed that Lloyd was correct.  
Ernie asked if Carl would like to build a timeline to give an idea of how the LRS round 2 sampling is likely to proceed, e.g., collect data for one year, analyze data, build models, and implement models.  Carl agreed to do so.
ACTION ITEM:  ERCOT to create a rough timeline to give an idea of how the LRS round 2 sampling is likely to proceed.  

Agenda Item 10, Annual validation update and timeline
Diana Ott provided an update of the annual validation of profile segment assignments.  She reported an expectation of approximately 231,000 residential profile segment assignment changes.  

ERCOT expects to have received all residential AV-related profile ID changes by September 30. 
Next PWG meeting
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for August 27, which is the fourth Wednesday of the month.
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