Notes from VEE Conference Call 4/20/98 





Participants:


Dan Ciruli - Energy Interactive


Dave Jackson - Sierra Pacific


Tom Chen - eT


Carmina Sara - SCE


John VanderLinde - SDG&E


Tom Lofgren - Cellnet


Michael Lehman, Dan Barbour, Duncan Cano, Jayne Collins, Valerie Nibbler - PG&E


Jim Price - ORA


Kathy Smith - ABB





Discussion on nationalization of VEE standards


The group consensus is that it would be good to pursue adoption of VEE standards by a national standards body at the proper time, but that the group should focus its resources on defining the rules for CA at this time.  When the rules have been adopted by the PSWG, IEEE SCC 31 should be approached about finding a “home” for national VEE standards, using the CA standards as a starting point.  It was mentioned that IEEE SCC 31 meets every three months, and it would probably take a minimum of 6 to 9 months for VEE rules to be adopted as a national standard.  When the IEEE process is set in motion, FERC should also be notified that IEEE is looking at national standards for VEE.  This will be proposed to the PSWG at the next meeting for adoption.  Kathy will contact Bill Rush for more information on moving VEE standards to IEEE SCC 31 at the proper time.





Review of interval data portion of Version 1.4, Draft 2


The good news is that there are fewer and fewer changes each time!


The group discussed purposes for each interval check; those comments will be incorporated in the next revision of the draft document.  The kVARh check will be added to the list of checks in Section 2.  Carmina will check for additional purposes for this check.


The interval validation rules were discussed; clarifications will be incorporated in the next draft.  The following specific areas were discussed:


Spike check, section 3.4.3.1 - PG&E presently uses a spike check threshold of 5 pulses; SCE uses 50 pulses; and SDG&E uses 30 pulses.  It was noted that SCE uses the test slightly differently than proposed in the draft document.  A spike check threshold of 10 pulses was proposed; the UDCs are to review this for the next meeting and either agree to 10 pulses or provide a counter-proposal.


kVARh check, sections 3.4.4 and 3.4.4.3 - It was noted that if multiple kWh channels map to a single kVARh channel and the test fails, it doesn’t necessarily mean that all the kWh channels are “bad” and need to be estimated.  This will be reflected in the next draft of the document.  


kVARh check, section 3.4.4.2 - both SCE and PG&E use the same value of 5 pulses for the kVARh check threshold (assuming it is worded as being “less than” the threshold).  This will be reflected in the next draft of the document.


The interval estimation rules were discussed; clarifications will be incorporated in the next draft.  The following specific areas were discussed:


Data requiring estimation, section 3.5.3 - an additional estimation algorithm was added to the list for using a load profile template to estimate data.  A comment will be added to indicate that the estimation algorithm will be posted with the data when supported by CMEP.


“Like” day rules, sections 4.2.4, 4.2.5, and 4.2.6 - these need to be reviewed next time. It was noted that there is a rate-specific load profile available for the applicable rates.


The interval data portions of Appendices B and C were reviewed.  The following changes will be reflected in the next draft:


Appendix B, Interval VEE Questions - Questions 1 and 2 are addressed in the main body of the VEE rules.  A comment will be added with the answer to Question 3 - if there are multiple validation errors, all validation errors should be recorded for the interval, and the interval should be estimated.





Miscellaneous comments:


The question was raised - when can someone implement the rules being proposed as changes for the VEE rules?  The interval rules are for 1998 and come under the UDC/MDMA User Group and MUG.  Kathy Smith will contact Ed McCann about presenting an update at the May 5 UDC/MDMA meeting and distributing a “work in progress” draft to inform the UDC/MDMA User’s Group of the changes being proposed.  


The question was raised - if a DA interval meter is installed at a customer whose UDC tariff is based on total kWh or TOU with boundaries on eve hours (not demand or TOU with boundaries on the half hour), can the meter be programmed to collect the hourly data required for settlement rather than 15 minute data?  In this case, the MDMA would still have to provide 15 minute data to the UDCs until the UDCs can accept data other than 15 minute data.  Collecting and storing 60 minute data is much less expensive than 15 minute data.  This would presently include customers on PG&E’s A1 and A15 rates, and SDG&E’s ATOU rate.  It was agreed that the UDC/MDMA meeting was a more appropriate forum to raise this issue.  If this is allowed, the VEE document could include how the data should be derived and marked.


The question was raised by Tom regarding reporting data to the UDC for a customer when the UDC meter is replaced during the day -for example, at 8:40 am.  It was agreed that this group wasn’t the correct forum for the question.  Kathy mentioned she heard of a similar question being discussed in DQI and will forward the document to Tom for review.  If this is not addressed in DQI, the UDC/MDMA User’s Group may be an appropriate forum.


SDG&E had previously mentioned the possibility of adding a demand tolerance check for interval data.  They indicated that they will implement this check internally, but do not propose adding it to the VEE rules at this time.








Next Steps:


The group agreed to meet after the UDC/MDMA User Group meeting on May 5.  Kathy will contact SDG&E to notify them.  The goal is to complete revisions to the interval data portion of the document.  This will result in (hopefully!) the final version of the interval clarifications and changes of the VEE rules for 1998.  The mechanism to adopt these revisions needs to be determined.  Areas to be discussed (items in bold indicate items not mentioned during the conference call) include:


Review Appendix A


Revisit use of partial days for estimation based on UDC’s discussions


Discuss use of days with power outages for estimation


Revisit sections 4.2.4 through 4.2.6


Review changes to draft document


Discuss recommended implementation schedules for changes


Review Appendix D


It was agreed that the meeting at Cellnet April 27 will focus on monthly rules.





New Action Items:


UDCs to review spike check thresholds of 10 pulses 


UDCs to prepare to present reasons why a whole day’s data should be considered suspect and not used for estimation if one interval of that day is estimated


UDCs with rate schedules with different “like days” (i.e., MWF are like days, not MTWThF) are to consider the affect of sections 4.3.4 through 4.3.6


Kathy Smith to revise VEE rules based on discussions


Kathy Smith to send nationalization proposal to PSWG for vote


Kathy Smith to check with Bill Rush about eventually moving VEE to IEEE SCC 31.


Carmina Sara to check for additional purses for the kVARh check.


Kathy Smith to check with Ed McCann about presentation at UDC/MDMA meeting.


Kathy Smith to check with SDG&E about having VEE meeting after UDC/MDMA meeting 5/5.





Action Items from 4/7/98 Conference Call:


John VanderLinde to provide description of the proposed demand tolerance check p - CLOSED.  The proposal to add the additional check has been withdrawn.


All participants to consider should VEE rules be moved toward national standardization - CLOSED.  


UDCs to provide thresholds for spike and kVARh checks.  OPEN


Tom Lofgren to draft proposal to resolve timing of MDMA receipt of customer historical data for joint UDC/MDMA meeting.  OPEN


Kathy Smith (with help from UDCs) to draft proposal to discuss adjustments for joint UDC/MDMA meeting.  OPEN


UDCs to prepare to present reasons why a whole day’s data should be considered suspect and not used for estimation if one interval of that day is estimated.  OPEN


UDCs with rate schedules with different “like days” (i.e., MWF are like days, not MTWThF) are to consider the affect of sections 4.3.4 through 4.3.6.  OPEN


Kathy Smith to revise VEE rules based on discussions.  CLOSED - Draft 2 of version 1.4 was published.








