PWG WebEx Notes – DRAFT
Thursday, June 24, 2010
Participants
Lloyd Young, AEP

Wade Vanderford, CenterPoint Energy

Randy Roberts, ERCOT

Ernie Podraza, Direct Energy 

Calvin Opheim, ERCOT

Adrian Marquez, ERCOT

Ed Echols, Oncor

Scott Coughran, TNMP

Gricelda Calzada, AEP

Bill Boswell, ERCOT

Richard Beasley, CenterPoint Energy

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

At the last COPS meeting:  1) COPS recommended approval of NPRR208, but the final outcome depends on the results of the CEO review; 2) Ernie presented the PWG’s list of pros and cons on changing UFE allocation factors, without making a recommendation; and 3) Ernie updated COPS on the plan for the review of LRS data and the potential development and implementation of new load profile models.

Agenda Item 3:  Approval of PWG Meeting Notes
The PWG draft meeting notes for April 28, May 25, and May 26 were approved without changes.

Agenda Item 4:  Impact Analysis Review for LPGRR038
The item to be addressed at next month’s PWG meeting.

Agenda Item 5:  Impact Analysis Review for LPGRR039
The item to be addressed at next month’s PWG meeting.

Agenda Item 6:  LRS vs. Current Load Profiles – Additional Evaluations
Bill Boswell reviewed a presentation on LRS Round 2 results compared to the output of the current load profile models.  Bill stepped through some comparisons of 4CP days and days of extreme UFE.

Some of the comparisons showed that the output of the current profile models was very close to the scaled LRS means, while other comparisons showed greater differences.

Ernie wondered how the PWG could determine whether it is worth it to update the models.  

Ernie mentioned that if the profile models were updated there would be impacts to Market Participants related to scaling issues; MPs would have to change their usage factors.

Ed Echols questioned why refreshing the models for the North Central weather zone was under consideration, given the rapid deployment of Advanced Meters.  Bill and Calvin said the thinking is that a tremendous amount of load is in the North Central weather zone and that many of TNMP’s customers are there.  The question was raised as to why the focus would not be on weather zones where the deployment of Advanced Meters is later in coming.  

In looking at the potential improvement in Mean Absolute Percent Error (MAPE) resulting from updated load profile models, Calvin pointed out that with the deployment of Advanced Meters, updating coefficients for ESI IDs with NIDRs would be like trying to hit a moving target.  There was some discussion on how MAPEs might change with the introduction of new models, and how they might affect UFE.

Calvin said ERCOT is neutral on this issue of revising the profile models.  Calvin asked “What are Market Participants’ desires?”  

There was additional discussion about the proliferation of Advanced Meters, the implementation of Nodal, code freeze, transitioning to new models, etc.  The earliest new models could be implemented is July 2011—and this assumes no ERCOT system changes.

Randy Roberts said that if updated coefficients for the profile models were approved, then it would be necessary to create a project---which would have to go through the prioritization process.

With regard to a transition plan should the coefficients of the models be updated, Calvin thinks the three options are:  1) Straight cutover to new models—no transition; 2) Linearly interpolate from current models to new models; or 3) Cutover to new models based on start date of meter read.  

Ernie suggested that an email be sent out to poll Market Participants to see how they feel about updating the coefficients of the load profile models.
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Ernie to poll (or have someone poll) Market Participants about updating load profile model coefficients 
Ernie took an informal poll of the PWG.  The gist of the question posed was:  “Should we pursue updating the coefficients of the load profile models?”

Direct Energy  –  No

Oncor 

 –  Neutral

TNMP

 –  No

AEP
 
 –  Neutral

Agenda Item 7:  Draft LPGRR for LRS TDSP CSV Operations Guide

Bill talked through the draft LPGRR that would move key LRS documents to the Load Profiling Guide, as Appendix A.  The group had consensus to move forward with a formal LPGRR on this issue.


Sonja to bring draft LPGRR (for LPG Appendix A) into compliance and then submit an LPGRR
Agenda Item 8:  Draft for PRR Annual Validation Suspension

The group reviewed the language change proposed by Ed Echols.  After some edits, the group had consensus.  


Ed to incorporate modified wording into the PRR form and forward to Ernie for processing 
Agenda Item 10:  2010 Annual Validation Update

Adrian Marquez said that at this point everything is on schedule.  Adrian said that based on preliminary runs he expects there to be more changes than last year.   


Adrian to provide Ernie with a table of AV Profile Segment changes by TDSP  
Next Meeting
The next PWG meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, July 28, 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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