Meter Working Group Meeting Notes

January 29, 2014

9:00 AM. – 11:15 AM

Meter Working Group on-site meeting (TCC2, Room 254, ERCOT Taylor) and via WebEx 

1)
 Reading of ERCOT Anti-Trust Rules –J. Scott                           
2)
Nominations for and election of new Chair and Vice-Chair of the 2014 Meter Working Group

a) Darrell Sumbera -Centerpoint - Chair
 b) Harvey Scheffler – CPS- Vice Chair
 New chair and vice-chair for the Meter Working Group were approved by a voice vote of MWG members in attendance, names to be presented to WMS for confirmation. 


1) SMOG Revision for NPRR-570, Reduction of Settlement Timeline-  P. Vinton
a) When work is performed in the field, notification of work performed at the site by voice communications is sufficient notice and a follow up email will no longer be required. 
b) A 6hr notice will be issued for a day when settlements are due to be run and no meter data is available or for an upcoming ERCOT non-Business day (NPRR 592)
c) ERCOT maintains contact email lists for each TDSP. A new email list for settlement timeline escalation will be created, and the names on this list will be provided by TDSP. (Who will be on these lists will be defined by the respective TDSP) The escalation list may be the same as existing lists or additional personnel may be added. The escalation list will be requested from each TDSP by ERCOT. 
d) ERCOT MDAS group will be requesting the new escalation list  prior to the May 1 when the settlement timeline is reduced to 5 days. 
e) Question asked: Can ERCOT send out email notifications each month notifying TDSP’s if there is a possibility of needing assistance on an extended holiday period?  ERCOT can incorporate this concept into work flows if the market approves the concepts in this SMOGRR.  Implementation can coincide with the effective date of the discussed SMOGRR.
f) Currently if a site is under a temporary exemption for data or communication issues the data submission is required twice per week. With the new settlement timeline, the data submission will be three times per week. 
g) Notices that have been previously issued by 10AM will be issued by 9AM. 6 hr notices issued by 9AM will need to be completed by 3PM. If the issue has not been repaired and communications established, the issue will be escalated. If data has been provided by the TDSP, a comment will be included in the escalation email that data has been provided.
h) This SMOGRR should be submitted as soon as possible to get these changes under discussion by the market with the concept of having processes implemented prior to May 1 settlement timeline reduction. 

2) Discussion of data estimation using telemetry point measuring same energy flows as the EPS metering point- D. Tucker, P. Vinton

a) Discussion on how data could be estimated if meter data is not available. 

i) Proof of Concept: can EPS meters be mapped to a telemetry point for VEE if needed? This data would be not be used except when EPS Meter data is unavailable. 

(1) Mapping could include 

(a) Site name 

(b) DP meter ID

(c) Project number

(d) RID 

(e) Telemetry points examples:

(i)  Power plant control rooms

(ii) relaying points

(iii) existing telemetry points submitted to ERCOT

(2) Any TDSP data provided thru this mapping that is outside of the telemetry submittal process should be in a 15 minute format.

(3) Existing telemetry for generation, there is not a one to one mapping of telemetry points EPS meter for all locations. Initial effort is to identify points where a one to one mapping can be established. 
(4) As part of this proof of concept, ERCOT will compare historical data from mapped points to EPS meter data to evaluate the accuracy of data. 

(5) Use of only one or two points per TDSP who is participating in the proof of concept for testing. 

(6) Should work to have initial setup of information in place prior to May 1, 2014

3) Follow-up discussion on CCVT 5 year re-certification- H. Perez

a) ERCOT Meter Engineering group has received only a small sample of as-found and as-left test results at this time. Not enough information to begin making recommendations for extending certification timelines. 

b) Ideally a sample rate of 36% is needed to begin study. 

4) Revision of wording in in SMOG 1.3.7 for Parallel CT’s – H. Perez
a) Focus group had been formed in a previous MWG meeting

b) Some testing has been performed but additional testing and verification is needed before any changes are suggested for SMOG. 

c) May require changes to SMOG 1.3.7 concerning burden on a metering circuit.  

d) Open items from Oct 2012:
(1) How to verify burden – can be by calculation or measurement

(2) Is the common burden shared?  per CPS testing, the common burden will be shared equally by the CT’s 

5) Revised wording in SMOG 1.4.7 – H. Perez

a) Loss of potential settings in EPS Meters
i) Meter voltage falls below 75% of nominal value for 1 second or more

ii) Event logging requirements would take affect beginning on a set date. 

iii) Additional members for focus group to begin discussions on values that should be required. 

iv) Group should analyze current settings, are changes needed if so, what changes to SMOG needed. 

v) Set up conference call for focus group to begin discussions on future requirements and timeline implementations

6) Revised wording in SMOG for requiring nameplate photos in future site certifications – H. Perez

a) Addition to SMOG of 3.2.3, site certification request package from TDSP’s to ERCOT Meter Engineering shall readable photos of instrument transformer nameplates for all new installations or when a transformer change is performed in the field. 
7) New Business – D. Sumbera

a) There was no new business brought before MWG. 

8) Wrap up and adjournment – D. Sumbera 
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