Notes from INTERVAL VEE Conference Call 5/18/98 



Participants:

Jayne Collins - PG&E

Valerie Nibler - Energy Interactive

Tom Lofgren - Cellnet

Lee Simmons - Enron

Kathy Smith - ABB



Discussions:

Providing a simpler method of prorating data for meter time drift - the group agreed that a simpler method would be beneficial.  Lee Simmons agreed to draft one for review by the group.  It was also clarified that the Windows version of MV-90 does support exporting “extra” data intervals collected in the MDEF file; the non-windows version does not support it.

Power fail intervals - Amos Tsikayi had previously reported that with the recorders they use, you can differentiate between a power failure and zero pulses.  No-one else had any additional information.  Until told otherwise, we will assume that there is a way to differentiate the two for all technologies.

Irregular usage customers - the group agreed that there are three tests that may “fail” on a consistent basis for irregular usage customers where the data represents the actual customer usage - spike check, kVARh check, and high/low check.  If the MDMA verifies that the data fails the standard test for three consecutive months, and verifies that the data represents the actual usage for the customer, the MDMA may optionally do the following for the test that fails:

If it fails the spike test, the spike test may be performed for this meter with a different threshold than in the standard, provided the new threshold is consistent with the actual usage pattern.  Either the the 180% value or the 10 pulse threshold value could be modified for the specific meter.

If it fails the kVARh test, skip the test for this meter.

If it fails the high/low check, the high/low check may be performed for this meter with a different threshold than the standard 150%. 

The data used to determine a customer is an irregular usage customer could be historical interval data provided to a new ESP or MDMA when the customer switches, as well as data collected by the MDMA itself.  If a customer is determined to be an irregular usage customer by an MDMA, the MDMA will notify the ESP and UDC of the fact and what test modifications are being made.  If newly collected data passes the newly defined test, the data is considered validated and will be shipped as OK in CMEP.  It was also mentioned that there is a desire for the old ESP to notify the new ESP that a customer was considered “irregular usage” when the customer switches ESPs.

Intervals flagged as test mode - The group agreed that intervals that reflect a test load being run through the meter rather than actual customer usage should be estimated.  If the meter or recorder doesn’t mark the intervals, the MSP who runs the meter test is responsible for notifying the MDMA of the meter ID, and the date and time duration of the test; the MDMA must estimate intervals included in the specified time period.  Question - if the meter is in “test mode”, are the meter readings themselves valid?  Kathy Smith will find out what ABB’s meters do as a reference point.  The UDCs are to provide their existing policies regarding test mode data.

Future modifications - The group discussed the process for modifying the VEE standards in the future.  Consensus was that we should seek solutions that don’t create system limitations.  The focus is on providing quality data, but we need to make sure the solution fits the magnitude of the problem.  Implementation plans need to be defined for each change to allow people time to react.  Some changes are optional, some may be highly recommended, and some are required.  Changes should typically be required when they result in a significant difference in the quality of the data in reasonable situations.  This should be reflected in the final report.

Holidays - The original 1.3 version of VEE stated that a common list of holidays would be used throughout CA for estimation, and that this list would be published.  It is not presently included in the VEE document.  Tom Lofgren will send Kathy Smith the list he is presently using.

The group discussed an initial implementation plan for the changes/modifications proposed to this point.  The following table represents a strawman for comment and discussion.  The Optional/Required column indicates if market participants will be required to make this change.  The Earlist date acceptable column indicates the earliest a market participant is allowed to implement this change (note to UDCs - this means the VEE test would need to allow these options), and the Required by column indicates the date by which market participants must implement the option (only applies to required options).  During the discussion, it was noted that some of the optional changes have a bigger impact on some technologies than others.



Modification�Optional/Required?�Earliest date acceptable�Required by��Threshold on spike check�Optional�Now�n/a��Threshold on kVARh check�Optional�Now�n/a��Use of partial days for estimation�Optional (may make a bigger difference with some technologies than others)�Now�n/a��Don’t use days containing power fail as source for estimation�Required�Now�1/1/99��Allow use of accurate meter readings to be used to scale estimated data�Optional (may apply more to some technologies than others)�Now�n/a��Simplified proration algorithm�Optional�Now�n/a��Automated handling of irregular usage�Optional�Now �n/a��Handling of test mode intervals�Required�Now�1/1/99�������



Next Steps:

There will be a conference call Wednesday, May 27, at 3:00 pm PDT (6:00 pm EDT).  Details to be provided.  Areas to be discussed include:

Review Appendix A and alternate proposals

Review UDC procedures for test mode

Review holiday list

Review changes to draft document

Discuss recommended implementation schedules for changes



There will be a meeting either the afternoon of June 8 or the morning of June 17 to review the final draft document for release to the PSWG.  The group felt that due to the lack of participation (especially by UDCs) in the last two meetings, a meeting with ALL UDCs PRESENT is REQUIRED to get everyone’s sign-off and approval.  If the meeting is June 8, it will be in San Francisco prior to the PSWG meetings (we’ll ask Cellnet or PG&E to provide a location to meet).  If the meeting is June 17, it will be in Los Angeles following the joint UDC/MDMA meeting (we’ll ask SCE to provide a location to meet).



New INTERVAL Action Items:

Lee Simmons to write up alternate proposal for Appendix A.

UDCs to provide their current policies on how they handle interval data when meter has been in test mode

Tom Lofgren to send Kathy Smith a list of holidays to be incorporated in the document.

Participants to review proposed implementation plan for discussion.



Action Items from 5/8 INTERVAL Conference Call:

Participants who use recorders to investigate how they report power failures.

Participants to submit alternate proposals for Appendix A.

Participants to consider how to best manage irregular usage customers. - CLOSED.  Subject discussed 5/18 conference call.

Kathy Smith to update document. - CLOSED



Action Items from 5/6 MONTHLY Meeting:

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 



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 version 1.4 was published.








