
	Metering Issues Taskforce (MIT)  Event Summary
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	Completed by: James Allen 

	Attendees:  Kathy Scott (CNP), James Allen (ERCOT), Don Tucker (ERCOT), Ed Echols (Oncor), Sandip Sharma (ERCOT), David Kee (CPS Energy), David Gallagher (AEP),  Ernie Godoy (AEP), David Bledsoe (AEP), Sandra Tindall (ERCOT)

	

	Antitrust Admonition - ERCOT strictly prohibits Market Participants and their employees who are participating in ERCOT activities from using their participation in ERCOT activities as a forum for engaging in practices or communications that violate the antitrust laws. The ERCOT Board has approved guidelines for members of ERCOT Committees, Subcommittees and Working Groups to be reviewed and followed by each Market Participant attending ERCOT meetings. If you have not received a copy of these Guidelines, copies are available at the Client Relations desk. Please remember your ongoing obligation to comply with all applicable laws, including the antitrust laws.

Disclaimer - All presentations and materials submitted by Market Participants or any other Entity to ERCOT staff for this meeting are received and posted with the acknowledgement that the information will be considered public in accordance with the ERCOT Websites Content Management Operating Procedure.
Introductions – Kathy Scott
Update: NERC’s Operating Committee vote from their 03/06/12 meeting.  Refer to Key Document MITF NERC OC Update 04_16_12    
· K. Scott – Paged through and covered the meeting key document noted above: “MITF NERC OC Update 04_16_12”.  
· K. Scott - We would like to review and discuss the +/- 30 second threshold and the presentation ERCOT has prepared for the meeting today.  
ERCOT’s request for Market Participant’s feedback concerning expanding Time Error Correction (TEC) window- (Open Discussions)    

· These open discussions were captured during and following Sandip Sharma’s presentation discussion.  Please see next agenda item.  

 ERCOT’s TEC Analysis and Observations 

 

· S. Sharma – paged through and covered the meeting key document: “Metering Issue Taskforce_04162012”.
· Slide 3 – This slide represents the frequency profile of ERCOT.  It includes 4 second data for approximately 14 months.  During these periods, we spent approximately 51% of the duration above 60 Hz. and approximately 48% of the duration below 60 Hz. Almost all of the time error corrections are for “slow” corrections, but when you look at the profile data, it appears like it should be for “fast” corrections.  Right now we are correcting at a 3 sec. threshold, if we go to a 30 second threshold, I am thinking we will have cyclic correction that will lead to more self correction.  

· Slide 4 – This slide is basically a table of the chart from slide 3.  ERCOT can provide the market with additional data regarding these findings if it would be beneficial.  
· Slide 5 – As we know the June 2011 period is the worst and required the most manual corrections.  We are also seeing a lot of corrections for the December 2011 through March 2012 time period.  April-2012 data also suggest similar trend.
· Slide 6 - The black represents ERCOT regulation deployed and it is continuing to trend in a positive direction. 
· Slide 7 – This is the NERC BAL-004 Standard.  ERCOT is an RC and plays the role of Time Monitor for ERCOT Interconnection.  This standard outlines how to do a time error correction.  
· Slide 8 – This is the NAESB procedure.  Since ERCOT is not connected synchronously, we can establish our own threshold per this procedure.  ERCOT is not doing away with the time error correction.  If we increase the threshold, we may see more self correction and be required to do less manual time corrections.  

· K. Scott – Are there any questions?  Will there be a required change to the operating guide?  Or is the thought here that this may only be a trail, so no change to the operating guide is required?
  

· S. Sharma – I believe the way the guide is written now; it allows us to change the threshold from +/-3 to +/- 30 seconds without a guide change.  I do not see a lot of value in changing the guide. 
 
· K. Scott – How long do you think this trial period/test would last?  

· S. Sharma – I believe we would know something in a month or two.  If the data does not show any improvement and if it trends negatively, we can start the process of coming back to the original level.

· K. Scott – So you believe the best approach is to conduct a trial, and see if we experience any benefits?  

· S. Sharma – Yes.  Internally, ERCOT legal indicated that the current guide language does not prohibit us from going forward with extension of time error band to ±30 seconds.  

· K. Scott – Won’t you be out of compliance if you move the threshold outside of 5 seconds? 

· S. Sharma - I don’ think so.  But, I will circle back with our ERCOT legal team to have them review the issue again.  We will work with the compliance group to be sure we stay in compliance and everything is covered.  If there is a need for a operating guide revision, we can certainly do that.

· D. Tucker – Sandip, can you put some slides together to outline the proposed changes and what process we would follow.   I think the market would appreciate it written out in a process type framework.  This would allow them to respond with their edits/input/agreement and forward to RMS for review, if desired.  

· S. Sharma – OK.  Will do. 
 

· D. Tucker – Would that be helpful to the market?  

· K. Scott – Yes.  That would be very helpful.    

· D. Tucker – So to run through a quick example:  If we were to initiate this change:  We would expand the threshold out to +/-30 seconds and once we reached, let’s say, +30 seconds we would…  

· S.  Sharma – We would correct it back to +27 seconds, and stop.  Any self correction back towards 0 would equal no action.  Until (if) we saw it reach -30 seconds and then we would correct it back to -27 seconds.  Any self correction in between would not initiate a manual correction. 

· E. Echols – If during a period of 2 weeks, the system clock were 20 seconds off the national standard time, what would the expectation be from a TDSP and EPS metering perspective? 
  

· D. Tucker – ERCOT and TDSP responsibilities are outlined in ERCOT Protocol Section 10.9.1 – ERCOT-Polled Settlement Meters and Section 10.9.2 – TSP or DSP Metered Entities.  

· E. Echols – I just wanted to bring that fact into the conversation… that the end use meters would not necessarily be impacted in the fashion we are discussing on the call today.    

· K. Scott – Are there any other TDSP comments?  None heard.  


· D. Kee – CPS has no issues to voice at this time.  

· E. Godoy – AEP has no issues to voice at this time. 

· K. Scott – From an CNP perspective, I have had discussions with our metering group and they did not see any issues at this time.  I also did not hear of any issues with moving towards +/-30 second threshold as discussed in ERCOT’s presentation today.    

· D. Tucker – So is having the verbal steps in the notes sufficient?

· K. Scott – Yes, for me it would be.  I don’t know if it would be acceptable for RMS.  Are we planning to agree on a recommendation today or would we like to have an additional call to allow time for other MPs to review and discuss?  I want to be sure everybody has had a chance to review what we have discussed here today.
  
· D. Tucker – What if we get meeting notes prepared and posted for folks to read and review within their shops and plan to have another call to see if we can come to an agreement on a recommendation?   

· K. Scott – That would work for me.  We would then be planning to present the recommendation to RMS at the May 16th meeting?  We will definitely need another call then.   Maybe during the first week of May?  

· D. Tucker – Sandip will verify, but our plan at this time will be to propose something like “With market agreement, ERCOT will move down this proposed path without changes to the existing operation guide.”  So Sandip, what would you like to see from this group?

· S.  Sharma – I would like to see a proposal of the plan to RMS and a RMS endorsement of the plan.   

Are there additional Metering Issues that impact the market that the Metering Issues Taskforce (MIT) should discuss and/or work to find a market solution?
· ** This agenda item was discussed immediately following Kathy Scott’s presentation of the “MITF NERC OC Update 04_16_12” document (first agenda item) and before Sandip Sharma’s presentation of ERCOT’s TEC Analysis and Observations (second agenda item).   Therefore, most of the questions raised here were covered in Sandip Sharma’s presentation and open discussion.  **
· K. Scott – Are there any additional metering issues that the MIT should discuss or work to find a market solution for?  


· E Echols – I had some questions about how the thresholds would work and wanted to make sure everybody understood how the scenarios played out in these circumstances.  
 

· K. Scott – If a change is to be made, how do we handle it?  Maybe Don had a better idea of how/if we will need to propose new language to other working groups?  When we discussed it previously, ROS felt like it was not an issue to reliability, so ROS moved it over to RMS to address it from an operational standpoint.  I’m a little confused about how ERCOT would like us to proceed.    

· D. Tucker - I think the first step will be to gather feedback here and then from RMS.  At that point, if everybody is in agreement, ERCOT could sponsor a guide revision request (if required). 
 
· S. Sharma – I’m not sure we want to initiate a change to the guide language.  The changes ERCOT is proposing may not be a permanent change.  If we make the proposed changes and do not see a measurable benefit, we would revert back to the existing thresholds. 


· ** At this point, Sandip begin covering ERCOT’s TEC Analysis and Observations (see second agenda item). **  
Review Open Action Items
· S. Sharma – Will prepare a summary PowerPoint document that outlines additional procedures for the proposed changes for MIT review and RMS endorsement.    


· S. Sharma – Will consult with the ERCOT legal team and the compliance group to be sure the proposed changes will not require changes to the operating guide.  

· K. Scott – Will schedule another MIT meeting/call for early May.   

· D. Tucker /J. Allen – Will indicate which ERCOT Protocol Sections outline the ERCOT and TDSP metering responsibilities.  (ERCOT Protocol Section 10.9.1 – ERCOT-Polled Settlement Meters and Section 10.9.2 – TSP or DSP Metered Entities)
Discuss and Schedule Follow-up meeting(s), if necessary

· K. Scott – Will schedule another MIT meeting/call for early May


· K. Scott – Are there any other items?  None heard.  
Adjourn

	


