[bookmark: _GoBack]Load Resources in SCED v2 Meeting Notes: 3/24/14
· Brief review & discussion of the Loads in SCED v2 Technical Requirements document which will be posted on meeting site, Colin encouraged participants to send him edits and updates.
· ERCOT presentation on Data Transfer Specifications and Methods for ALRs 
· PR 117-01 ALR participation in ERCOT markets
· Paul will send out redlined OBD to DSWG
· Discussion of methods for Allocation of -G, Incl. Engineering Estimates 
· General consensus that it is impractical to expect ERCOT to sort though thousands of end-point data to figure out who did and did not curtail to give an aggregate to the LSE
· One approach would be to develop a device level “engineering estimate” for what a device would have been consuming except for the load interruption.  A conversation with several LRIS v2 stakeholders and ERCOT staff in the weeks prior to this meeting established the capability of CSPs to develop such estimates but also highlighted several critical difficulties that might make this approach less effective than other potential approaches.
· Other approaches including statistical sampling & past performance were suggested 
· Ultimately the group agreed that if the current LMP- volumetric G approach endorsed by TAC is to be maintained in LRISv2, the best approach for estimating volumetric G for the purposes of attribution to the appropriate LSE would be to develop a framework to allow ERCOT to validate individual CSP’s methodologies for this estimation.  A small group agreed to meet and discuss this further and present a proposal at the next LRISv2 meeting.
· The need to develop a work products roadmap was discussed
· Summary of Customer Relationship Issues Identified at Previous Meeting 
· In general the REP community present was skeptical of the approaches being considered by LRISv2 to better enable DR to participate in the market.  The perspective put forward was that this concept would be too complicated for customers and that REPs could do DR more easily and effectively without entering the SCED bid stack.
· CSPs made the point that while this approach is complicated for DR QSEs and LSEs it need not be complicated for the end-user; they also made the point that the success of Loads in SCED has been established as a priority by the Commission and the Brattle Group Recommendations in order to support improved market operations and more accurate pricing.  Discussion items included: 
· Operational/Risk Management 
· notification of procurement by 3rd party DR provider
· affects hedging decisions
· TexasSET version 5.0?
· Regulatory 
· estimate of consumption being assessed back to REP
· REP will bill customer for non-consumption 
· how to present it on the bill?
· part of metered consumption or a separate line?
· 4CP?
· PUCT workshop?
· Different volumes for energy charges & other charges?
· Legal 
· if metered consumption, what is applied to it: AS, uplift, TDU charges?
· One proposed solution to the issue of DR QSE participation was to require DR providers to become a REP?
· CSP’s made the point that this does not resolve some of the fundamental issues that DR QSE participation is intended to address such as avoiding retail churn concerns
· An extended discussion regarding how the VEE system handles a DR event, i.e. Loads in SCED 
· ERCOT is starting to look at how to eliminate discrepancies between SMT & ERCOT settlement data
· The group agreed that while resolving this issue was critical to the successful implementation of LRIS (v1 or v2) it is an issue that is outside of the subgroup’s scope and is being addressed elsewhere in the stakeholder process
· An exchange was proposed for 3rd party REP products as a concept that could potentially avoid the need for DR QSEs.  EFH agreed to develop the concept further and bring it back to the subgroup.
· Another alternative was proposed that included developing changes that would strengthen a potential bi-lateral market for DR providers as another alternative to DR QSE participation.  NRG agreed to return to the group with a more developed proposal after the April 14th meeting

