Loads in SCED v2 Workshop preliminary issues list
1. Settlement & DR QSE participation
· TAC endorsed volumetric LMP minus G concept in 2011 
· Not yet considered by BOD or PUC

· Significant impacts on ability of third party DR QSEs to participate directly in SCED with Offers to Sell (instead of Bids to Buy) 

· Under a volumetric LMP minus G methodology, major ERCOT system challenges in sending DR values back to LSE QSE down to ESI ID level 

· May be workable for NOIEs and single-site LRs, but highly problematic for ALRs in competitive choice areas
· PUC Rule may be necessary to clarify rules for disaggregation
· Can it be accomplished bilaterally (outside of ERCOT settlement) between DR QSE and LSE?  
· What about measurement & verification?

· Alternative (“full LMP” or similar) would require uplift
2. Accessibility for other DR assets
· To attract traditional DR assets such as existing UFR-type LRs, SCED would need to accommodate: 

· Block energy bids or offers from non-CLRs that don’t have incremental ramping capability (i.e. on/off breaker operated)

· Temporal constraints

· Lead time/advance notification >5 minutes
· Minimum run time

· Maximum run time

· Return to service time

· Impacts on Real-Time Market price formation 

· Multi-interval SCED could potentially accommodate blocky DR with temporal constraints:

· Could minimize make-whole payment and uplift

· Could address residual price formation issues

· Wind and Load forecasts become important

3. Other issues:

· Using Load Zone Shift Factors for participating CLRs is an approximation
· Causes more errors if LR is single site

· PUC Rule change would be needed to settle LRs at LMPs rather than LZ-SPPs
· SCED and Ancillary Services qualifications (current and future)

· Network modeling
· Telemetry 

