Notes from MONTHLY VEE Meeting 5/6/98 





Participants:


John Vanderlinde - SDG&E


Valerie Maloy, Gary Ciardelli, Duncan Cano, Mike Lehman, Dan Barbour - PG&E


Tom Lofgren - Cellnet


Amos Tsikayi - FirstPoint


Mike Evans - StarData


Mike Anderson, Lee Simmons - Enron


Kathy Smith - ABB





The group reviewed the monthly estimation rules.  Specific modifications and clarifications will be included in the next revision of the document.  The following issues were raised:





There are several places where data from “last year’s” billing period is used.  The group agreed that to determine which is the correct billing period last year to use, choose the mid-point of this year’s billing period, and find the billing period last year that included the same date.  For example, if the billing period this year was from April 13 to May 13, the mid-point would be April 28.


It was agreed that the meter could be re-read within the 5 day window for reporting data and counted as good data provided the performance requirements were met.


The group agreed it would be good to ask UDCs and MDMAs for areas in the VEE document where there were misunderstandings during acceptance testing.  These areas could be clarified in the next release of the document.  Kathy Smith will circulate a request for the information.


Monthly CMEP needs to be added to the list of issues to be discussed.


A system flow chart/decision chart would be helpful for the VEE rules (both monthly and interval).  ANY VOLUNTEERS?


A lot of the estimation algorithms depend on the load profiles.  How well this will work depends on whether load profiles will contain average usage information for that class of customers. Also, will there be a load profile for each time-of-use schedule offered, including those offered by ESPs?  Kathy Smith to contact Steve Roscoe for an update.  


Scenario - after you estimate usage…..If the first month was ok, the second month estimated, and you get a read for the third month, make up any difference in the usage reported for the third month.  For example, if the meter reading at the end of the first month was 100 kWh, you estimated the second month’s usage at 50 kWh, and the reading at the end of the third month was 250 kWh, report usage of 100 kWh for the third month.


Scenario - there is no historical data to base an estimation on and the meter was destroyed so that you’ll never be able to retrieve the data:  Estimate data that is missing because the meter was destroyed.  A new meter is installed.  If the data from the newly installed meter is drastically different from the estimated data, don’t adjust the estimated data unless requested by the ESP.  ie, don’t re-validate estimated data that was previously published when you get real data later.


There are no rules for estimating TOU data (usage or demand).  The UDCs are to provide their present practices as a starting point.  Kathy Smith will contact Steve Roscoe to ask if load profiles will be available for ALL TOU rates, including any TOU rates an ESP might develop.  A different time drift standard will be used for TOU than for interval data.  The follwoing were discussed as a starting point:  


if meter time off < 5 minutes, data and meter are ok


if meter time off >= 5 minutes but < 55 minutes - use the data as read, but mark as having a time drift.  It was noted that you may want different flags for different ranges - for example, mark data that was off less than 20 minutes with one flag, and data off more than 20 minutes with a different flag.


if meter time off >= 55 minutes, estimate the data and re-synch the meter.





Next Steps:


There will be a meeting Wednesday, May 27, at 9:00 am PDT in San Diego.  Areas to be include:


Discuss irregular usage customers


Discuss TOU estimation schemes


Review changes to draft document


Discuss recommended implementation schedules for changes


Discuss monthly CMEP formats


Discuss PG&E proposal for alternate monthly hi/lo usage check


Discuss hi/lo demand check based on SDG&E data and PG&E alternate proposal for demand reasonableness check





New MONTHLY Action Items:


UDCs to provide what they presently do to estimate TOU data


Kathy Smith to contact Steve Roscoe re: do load profiles contain average usage data and will there be a load profile for every TOU rate


Kathy Smith to circulate a request to UDCs and MDMAs for areas where the 1.3 rules were unclear or led to confusion.





Action Items from 4/27 MONTHLY Meeting:


PG&E to circulate information regarding monthly hi/lo usage check


SDG&E to prepare data from hi/lo demand check based on data collected so far


PG&E to prepare alternate proposal for demand reasonableness check


Kathy to revise document based on meeting - CLOSED (draft 4)





Action Items from 4/20 INTERVAL conference call:


UDCs to review spike check thresholds of 10 pulses - CLOSED.  <= 10 pulses is ok)


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 - CLOSED - partial days may be used subject to rules listed in document


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 - CLOSED - like days will stay as they are


Kathy Smith to revise VEE rules based on discussions - CLOSED - draft 4 was distributed


Kathy Smith to send nationalization proposal to PSWG for vote - CLOSED - submitted to MDMA subgroup


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


Carmina Sara to check for additional purses for the kVARh check - OPEN


Kathy Smith to check with Ed McCann about presentation at UDC/MDMA meeting - CLOSED.  VEE update was presented.


Kathy Smith to check with SDG&E about having VEE meeting after UDC/MDMA meeting 5/5. - CLOSED.  Meeting was held for monthly data.





Action Items from 4/7/98 INTERVAL 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.  CLOSED


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.  CLOSED - draft submitted to SDG&E


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.  CLOSED


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.  CLOSED


Kathy Smith to revise VEE rules based on discussions.  CLOSED - Draft 2 of ve
