QWRG Deliverables to TPTF RUC Commitment Issues
Deliverable 1
Provide detailed comments on the RUC Desk Procedures that were submitted to TPTF for review and comment.  The focus of these comments to the RUC Desk procedure is to describe the actions an ERCOT operator will take on completing a RUC execution to determine if any Dispatch Instruction should be immediately provided to any QSE who’s Resources have been committed by ERCOT’s RUC software.
Objectives

To assure that ERCOT operator actions support the wholesale market by seeking possible market actions to resolve potential reliability concerns returned by a RUC analysis.  This can be facilitated by:

· Assuring the requirements of Protocol Section 3.2.3 System Adequacy Reports paragraph (2) for the “short term” are integrated into the RUC dispatch procedures; and
· Providing the market with ERCOT’s expected operating reserves for future hours along with a list of Transmission Constraints that have a high probability of being binding in SCED and/or DAM for each hour of the next day {This will enable a market response from Market Participants who want to operate their Generation Resources consistent with SPP signals and also want to avoid the profit claw back penalties included in the RUC settlement}. 

It is expected that the procedure comments will potentially address the following issues:

1. How much additional notice (hours) should ERCOT operators give to QSEs whose units are showing the need for RUC commitment beyond the Resource’s start-up time?

2. Should ERCOT be allowed to use a Weekly RUC to give guidance to the DRUC and HRUC processes for Resources that require more notice than 18 hours prior to start?

3. Should ERCOT be allowed to make RUC commitments for Resources of higher cost in order to keep faster starting units of lower cost available for system conditions contingencies?

4. Others as developed in discussions.
Deliverable 2
Provide suggested system changes or upgrades (suitable for either “go-live” or “post go-live” implementation) with sufficient description to enable a reasonable analysis of cost and schedule impacts.
It is expected that the suggestions will potentially include the following:

1. Separate Ancillary Service or market for quick start resources

2. Impact/use of Non-Spin AS deployments based on RUC analysis results

3. Other suggestions as developed during discussions 
