PWG Meeting Notes – DRAFT
Wednesday, May 26, 2010
Attendees
Richard Beasley, CenterPoint Energy

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Ed Echols, Oncor

Eric Goff, Reliant Energy

Jim Lee, Direct Energy
Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Sonja Mingo, ERCOT

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Rachel Patterson, Gexa Energy

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Kathy Scott, CenterPoint Energy

Melissa Trevino, Occidental
Christine Wright, PUCT

WebEx and/or Phone
Scott Coughran, TNMP

Don Tucker, ERCOT

Lloyd Young, AEP

Agenda Item 1:  Antitrust Admonition
Ernie Podraza read the ERCOT antitrust admonition and the disclaimer about submitted materials.  
Agenda Item 2:  COPS Meeting

At the last COPS meeting, Ernie presented a draft Profile Decision Tree that included changes to the time periods of usage reviewed by the Annual Validation process.  COPS approved the changes and TAC is scheduled to vote on it on June 3.
Agenda Item 3:  Approval of April 28 PWG Meeting Notes
This item is to be addressed at the next meeting. 
Agenda Item 4:  Continue from Previous Day, if Needed
Ernie gave a verbal summary of the previous day’s PWG meeting.  Adrian Marquez mentioned he is trying to get in touch with a specific person at ERCOT to try to figure out why the wind farm generation pattern is so different from the wind speed data obtained from weather stations.  Adrian also said he obtained some data on curtailment of wind generation.  Ernie asked if anyone had any additional thoughts or insights.
Later in the day, Eric reviewed the two options from the previous day’s PWG meeting and showed proposed wording for both options. 

Don Tucker pointed out that the proposed changes are not in synch with PRR756, which says that PV will be treated one way and all others will be treated another way.  The group discussed possibilities related to gray-boxing the language, the CEO review, etc.  Don said he wanted to make sure that COPS is presented with the whole situation (such as timing issues and system change issues), and that it is not simply a choice between Options 1 and 2.  Don said he is concerned about system impacts.

Ernie also expressed concern that TAC needs to be aware of impacts of decisions TAC makes related to NPRR208. 

Agenda Item 5:  LPGRR038, Revisions for Nodal Market Implementation 
Sonja Mingo reviewed the changes she had made to Load Profiling Guide Revision Request 038 (LPGRR038) based on input received at April’s PWG meeting.  After reviewing the changes, the PWG had consensus on LPGRR038.  
Agenda Item 6:  LPGRR039, Revisions for Nodal Market Implementation, Part 2
Sonja and Adrian reviewed LPGRR039.  The PWG made some edits to the document.  The PWG reached consensus for LPGRR039, but will review it one more time for final approval.
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Sonja to clean up LPGRR039 (including removing gray-boxed timeline in Appendix B) and make it available for review prior to the next PWG meeting 

Ernie to include Impact Analysis for LPGRR038 and 039 on June PWG agenda 
The effective date of the changes to LPGRR038 and 039 should be the Nodal go-live date.
Adrian pointed out that there are currently no proposed changes for the Profile Decision Tree related to the 038 and 039 clean-up, because the final outcome of NPRR208 is not yet known.  Ernie suggested that the Profile Decision Tree be modified after NPRR208 is approved.
Agenda Item 7:  Load Research
Bill Boswell presented comparisons of the LRS Round 2 sample means to the backcasted load profiles for the same period.  

Bill to prepare mean (non-absolute) percent error values related to slide 65 of his presentation 
During the discussion of Bill’s presentation, Ernie listed three options on the whiteboard.


1.  Change Models

2.  Refresh Model Coefficients


3.  Leave Current Models (as is)

Discussion continued.  Bill asked what the critical time periods are that people would like to see compared.  The four CP days were mentioned.  Ernie suggested looking at the maximum UFE day—one per season.  Calvin Opheim said people could send a list of days on interest to ERCOTLoadProfilingDepartment@ercot.com.

Eric Goff suggested refreshing coefficients for a few profile types of populous weather zones to see if UFE would be improved.    

After more discussion, Calvin said that ERCOT would post the Round 2 LRS data for Market Participant review and/or analysis.


ERCOT to post Round 2 LRS data to May 26, 2010 PWG meeting webpage

No one expressed interest in changing the model, which is listed above as Option 1.

Ernie thought it would be a good idea to tell COPS that the timeline for new profiles may slip now because of what we’re looking at; we want to take the time to review carefully.

Agenda Item 8:  UFE Allocation Factor Change Discussion
Jim Lee walked the group through the list of pros and cons.  Changes were made to the list as the group went through it. 
Eric said the difference between gross UFE and net UFE is due to profiling error.  A lively discussion ensued, and did not result in consensus on Eric’s comment.

Since there was no consensus on the UFE allocation factor pro and con document, all the edits in the document were accepted and it will be forwarded to COPS.  Unless directed otherwise, the PWG will drop the UFE allocation factor as a topic for discussion.

Agenda Item 9:  Review Draft for Annual Validation Suspension
This item is to be addressed at the next meeting.

Agenda Item 10:  Draft LPGRR to Incorporate LRS Key Documents Into LPG
Bill Boswell presented a couple of options on how to incorporate the key documents of the Load Research Sampling (LRS) project into the Load Profiling Guide.  
Bill proposed that the files from the LRS website be deleted if they also exist in another location, and add the remaining files to the LPG.

The group agreed to merge the remaining files into (a single) Appendix A.

Next Meeting
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, June 23, 2010.  Ernie will send out a notice when details are known. 
As always, if someone would like to submit an item to be put on the PWG agenda, it is preferable that topics be submitted to Ernie (Ernest.Podraza@directenergy.com) at least two weeks prior to the meeting.
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