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Stakeholder Comments Template
Resource Adequacy Enhancements

This template has been created for submission of stakeholder comments on the
Resource Adequacy Enhancements fifth revised straw proposal that was published on
July 7, 2020. The proposal, stakeholder meeting presentation, and other information
related to this initiative may be found on the initiative webpage at:
http://www.caiso.com/StakeholderProcesses/Resource-Adequacy-Enhancements

Upon completion of this template, please submit it to initiativecomments@-caiso.com.
Submissions are requested by close of business on July 30, 2020.

Submitted by Organization Date Submitted
(submitter name and phone number) | (organization name) (date)

Mohan Niroula CDWR 08/07/2020
Mohan.niroula@water.ca.gov

Please provide your organization’s overall position on the RA Enhancements fifth
revised straw proposal:

[] Support
X Support w/ caveats

[] Oppose
[ ] Oppose w/ caveats
(] No position

Please provide your organization’s comments on the following issues and
guestions.

1. System Resource Adequacy

Please provide your organization’s feedback on the System Resource Adequacy topic
as described in section 4.1. Please explain your rationale and include examples if
applicable.

a. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Determining System RA
Requirements topic as described in section 4.1.1. Please explain your rationale
and include examples if applicable.

No comment.
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b. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Unforced Capacity
Evaluations topic as described in section 4.1.2. Please explain your rationale
and include examples if applicable.

i. Please provide your organization’s feedback on whether the 1SO should
establish a dead band around a resource’s UCAP value given the
associated benefits and burdens, as described in section 4.1.2. Please
explain your rationale and include examples if applicable.

CDWR supports a “dead band” so that minor outages won’t impact the
resources’ general trend related to availability. CDWR also supports
updating UCAP within a year based on NQC updates.

ii. Please provide your organization’s feedback on Option 1 and Option 2
for calculating UCAP for new resources without three full years of
operating history, as described in section 4.1.2. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.

iii. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the 1ISO’s approach to
use the historical availability during the RAAIM hours for years prior to
2019 and the historical availability during the 20% tightest supply
cushion hours in years 2019 and beyond for hydro resources, as
described in section 4.1.2. Please explain whether this approach is
necessary or preferred to the standard UCAP calculation to reflect hydro
availability.

CDWR supports availability based on RAAIM hours for a historical period.

iv. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the modifications for
UCAP counting rules for storage resources as described in section 4.1.2.
Please explain your rationale and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

c. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the System RA Showing and
Sufficiency Testing topic as described in section 4.1.3. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.
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d. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Must Offer Obligation and
Bid Insertion Modifications topic as described in section 4.1.4. Please explain
your rationale and include examples if applicable.

Please provide your organization’s feedback on generally defining
variations to the must offer obligations and bid insertion into the day-
ahead market based on resources type, as described in Table 12 in
section 4.1.4. Please explain your rationale and include examples if
applicable.

The proposal on page 47, Table 12 indicates that a participating load will
not be subject to DA bid insertion; CDWR supports this provision.
However, the proposal also states, “Participating load that is pumping
load shall submit Economic Bids for Energy and/or a submission to self-
provide Ancillary Services in the Day-Ahead Market for its Resource
Adequacy Capacity that is certified to provide Non-Spinning Reserve
Ancillary Service.” Currently, the model does not allow to offer bids for
energy in DA market, and RA capacity is allowed only to offer non-spin

in the DA market. CDWR would like clarification if this will continue under
RA enhancements.

As CDWR previously commented in the latest DAME proposal!, please
clarify whether a PL resource can offer RCU/RCD as a part of MOO for
its RA capacity beyond its current capability to provide non-spin to meet
RA obligation. In addition, what would be the RTM MOO for a
participating load if it continues to provide RA by non-spin in DAM under
proposed RA enhancements?

In general, CDWR supports exemption of bid insertion for hydro
resources.

e. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Planned Outage Process
Enhancements topic as described in section 4.1.5. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.

In previous comments? on DAME, CDWR had raised several questions related
to outages. CWDR would appreciate CAISO’s responses on those questions.
DWR also seeks confirmation that under CAISO proposal Option 1, resources
can take planned outages any time during the year for the non-RA capacity

1 http://www.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/CDWRComments-Day-

AheadMarketEnhancementsRevisedStrawProposal.pdf; Section 5

2 http://www.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/CDWRComments-Day-

AheadMarketEnhancementsRevisedStrawProposal.pdf; section “Additional Comments”.
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portion and that only the RA capacity portion is allowed to take planned
outages during June 1 through October 31%t period.

Please provide your organization’s feedback on the RA Import Requirements
topic as described in section 4.1.6. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.

i. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the issue of whether firm
transmission service on the last line of interest to the CAISO BAA will
ensure reliability and is feasible, or whether the CAISO should require
point-to-point, source to sink firm transmission service as originally
proposed, as described in section 4.1.6 page 68. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.

If an e-tag indicates the import is “Firm” and sourced from another BAA pool of
resources, it should meet the firm requirement. Attestation is sufficient to
address double counting.

ii. Please provide your organization’s feedback on other BAA’s systems
bordering the CAISO and whether such a “last line of interest” proposal
is feasible and would effectively support RA import capacity
dependability and deliverability, as described in section 4.1.6 page 68.
Please explain your rationale and include examples if applicable.

If an e-tag indicates the import is “Firm” and sourced from another BAA pool of
resources, it should meet the firm requirement. Attestation preferably by the
importing SC is sufficient to address double counting.

iii. Please provide your organization’s feedback on whether a non-
compliance penalty or other enforcement actions are necessary if
delivery is not made under firm transmission service, as described in
section 4.1.6 page 69. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.

No comment.

iv. Please provide your organization’s feedback on how to convey the last
line of interest, as described in section 4.1.6 page 69. Please explain
your rationale and include examples if applicable.
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v. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the options proposed in
section 4.1.6 and any other potential mechanisms that would best
ensure RA imports are dependable and deliverable if the CAISO were to
adopt, as an alternative, a “last line of interest” firm transmission service
requirement. Please explain your rationale and include examples if
applicable.

No comment.

g. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Operationalizing Storage
Resources topic as described in section 4.1.7. Please explain your rationale
and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

2. Flexible Resource Adequacy

Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Flexible Resource Adequacy topic
as described in section 4.2. Please explain your rationale and include examples if
applicable.

No comment.

3. Local Resource Adequacy

Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Local Resource Adequacy topic
as described in section 4.3. Please explain your rationale and include examples if
applicable.

a. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the UCAP in Local RA Studies
topic as described in section 4.3.1. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.

No comment.

4. Backstop Capacity Procurement Provisions

Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Backstop Capacity Procurement
Provisions topic as described in section 4.4. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.

Fifth Revised Straw Proposal Comments
Page 5



CAISO Resource Adequacy Enhancements

a. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Capacity Procurement
Mechanism Modifications topic as described in section 4.4.2. Please explain
your rationale and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

b. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Making UCAP
Designations topic as described in section 4.4.3. Please explain your rationale
and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

c. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Reliability Must-Run
Modifications topic as described in section 4.4.4. Please explain your rationale
and include examples if applicable.

i. Please provide your organization’s feedback on an appropriate
availability incentive design to apply to RMR resources after the removal
of the RAAIM tool, as described in section 4.4.4. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

d. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the UCAP Deficiency Tool topic
as described in section 4.4.5. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.

No comment.

5. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the implementation plan, including the
proposed phases, the order these policies must roll out, and the feasibility of the
proposed implementation schedule, as described in section 5. Please explain your
rationale and include examples if applicable.

No comment.

6. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the proposed decisional classification
for this initiative as described in section 6. Please explain your rationale and include
examples if applicable.
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Additional comments

Please offer any other feedback your organization would like to provide on the
Resource Adequacy Enhancements fifth revised straw proposal.
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