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1. Ernie Podraza read the AntiTrust Admonition
2. Ernie recapped yesterday’s meeting.

3. Bill Boswell gave a presentation on the LRS update and timeline.
a. Another delivery of load research data was made to the CR’s mailboxes.

b. Most CRs have not downloaded the load research data and it is beginning to take up a large volume of space on the ERCOT servers. Only 2 CRs have downloaded the data as of this date.

c. Notice will be sent out to the market announcing that the data will be removed from the mailboxes prior to ERCOT removing the data.

4. Carl Raish – stated that accuracy requirements will be discussed this afternoon to include accuracy targets and methodology to get to that target.

5. Carl brought up a point for thought.  There will be issues to address when transitioning to a new load profile model. There is an issue with the magnitude of load that is being allocated to a profile.

6. Diana Ott presented the Oil & Gas preliminary analysis.

7. Ernie suggested that there could be a larger and broader group that may be able to apply for the OnG profile because their load is similar.  He used water pumps as an example.
8. Alan Asked if the other models will be adjusted to account for the Oil and Gas ESIIDs that will transition out of the current profiles.

9. Carl shared his thoughts on some inconsistencies on how generation is handled versus how loads are handled.  Generation who sell electricity have their output measured precisely, while purchasers of electricity, QSEs, CRs and end-use customers currently are being settled with profile models which are far less precise.  The market is at a place where load research precision is being decided and this decision will ultimately affect the accuracy of the future profile models. The difference between generation and load is UFE and the UFE is then allocated across the market.  He questioned why there aren’t more representatives questioning whether their load is being properly estimated and if UFE is being appropriately applied to the customers that they serve. 

10. Carl presented the background information on the LRS Profile Model Evaluation project.

11. Adrian Marquez and Theresa Werkheiser presented the LRS – Profile Model comparisons.  

a. Discussions took place as to how the scaled LRS load compares to the profile model that the ESIIDs are being settled on. The shape in some cases is very different.  It was stated that those models that have a very different shape in comparison to the LRS data should get more focus in the development of new profiles.  This shape difference significantly impacts existing ESIIDs, and the magnitude differences that are showing up are also affecting new ESIIDs during initial settlement because there is no historical data for them to be settled on.

12. Discussion on implementation of the supplemental Load Research Sample – sample 2.

a. Carl referred to the PUC Substantive Rule 25.131 that stated that ERCOT is responsible for Load Research sample design. He conveyed that ERCOT is very interested in stakeholder input but that the Rule does not identify a stakeholder approval process for the sample designs developed by ERCOT and specifically for increasing the sample size.

b. Concern was voiced that there may not be a need to double the number of sample points that have been already placed out in the field.  Some “cells” have displayed better precision than others.

c. Should our focus be on more accurately modeling the high load periods.?

d. Can we predict when the high price periods occur? 

e. We should allocate load research recorders to gain the greatest benefit to the market.

f. Consider more accurately profiling the RES group.

g. Should we focus in on the BUS group and then leave the residual in the RES group?

h. The most important thing we should focus on right now is accuracy requirements.

i. Consider a model refresh every two years.  This would help capture migration and incorporate them into the models. 

j. Discussions took place on the implementation of lag dynamic samples and whether or not we should allocate resources towards that effort rather than a round 2 of sample development and deployment.

k. We need to come up with a more condensed version of the LRS presentation for the COPS meeting.

l. Calvin is going to get with BJ Flowers to determine what level of detail for the presentation is appropriate for the COPS meeting.

