PROXY $G LITMUS TEST ISSUES from Loads in SCED2 meeting 12/2/14
	Retail Product type
	Subgroup opinion
	Notes

	Real-Time Pricing
	INELIGIBLE
	Duh

	DAM Pricing
	INELIGIBLE
	This is not a product type used in the DR Data Collection project, and not sure whether anyone is offering this as a retail price option.  Consensus that DR payments to customers on any indexed price should be prohibited.

	Block & Index
	Deferred
	Leaning toward INELIGIBLE but too complicated for now.  Some sentiment that Loads should be eligible for Proxy $G when paying Block price, but not when paying indexed prices.  Noted:

· This would require a great deal of real-time communication between LSEs (who are not even dispatching the DR) and ERCOT

· Many, many variations of B&I

	Critical Peak Pricing
	Deferred
	Leaning OK for Residential; leaning INELIGIBLE for C&I.  (See note below.)
CPP may be a non-issue due to lack of REP product offerings.

	Peak Time Rebate
	Deferred
	General concern that a customer receiving a rebate from REP and also receiving a payment from DR QSE is being “double paid.”  Some REPs are offering PTR products as default offerings.  Some noted that REPs will want to have flexibility on whether/when to provide financial incentives for customers to drop load on peak.  Concerns expressed that REPs who oppose 3rd party DR QSE participation could use this category as a “DR blocker” in the litmus test.

	4CP Advisory
	OK
	General sense that SCED activity and any associated AS responsibility would function independently of 4CP chasing; if a Load wants to chase 4CP it would stay out of AS and SCED during those hours. Also noted that only a subset of 4CP advisories come from LSEs, and ERCOT has no way of accessing 3rd party 4CP advisories.

	Time of Use
	OK
	Consensus this is OK because TOU prices are fixed and known in advance, and not tied to real-time or DAM market prices.

	Other Load Control
	Deferred
	Customers with DR capability not tied to a price offering; could include TDSP programs.  Leaning INELIGIBLE for customers enrolled in TDSP programs.  Raised concern noted below about multiple entities potentially having ability to push the DR button.

	Other DR
	Deferred
	This is a catch-all category for retail offerings that don’t fit any other category.  Small number of participants reported.

	Financial Option
	Deferred
	No participants reported for this option.


Other issues:

1. Some believed that the product type decision should be agnostic between residential & C&I.  Others supported the idea of a blanket OK for all residential.

2. What about NOIEs that offer dynamic pricing to their customers and also allow 3rd party aggregators to recruit in their territories?  How would meter IDs and pricing info be communicated to ERCOT by NOIEs?
3. Suggestion for a designation (maybe TX SET) for customers to have a single “DR Provider of Record” -- could be a REP, NOIE, 3rd Party DR QSE, or possibly TDSP.  This would be a built-in blockade against double-dipping.

