
CAISO Public
CAISO Public

DAY 3: RA Enhancements Draft 
Final Proposal and Sixth Revised 
Straw Proposal 
January 5-7, 2021 



CAISO Public

Agenda – Day 3
Draft Final Proposal & Sixth Revised Straw Proposal 

Time Topic Presenter

1:00 – 1:10 Welcome and Introduction Isabella Nicosia

1:10 – 2:00 RA Imports Milos Bosanac

2:00 – 3:20 Operationalizing Storage 
(Draft Final Proposal) 

Gabe Murtaugh

3:20 – 3:50 Backstop Capacity Procurement 
(Draft Final Proposal and 6RSP)

Bridget Sparks

3:50 – 4:00 Next Steps Isabella Nicosia
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RA IMPORTS
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Supply conditions across the Western Interconnection 
are tightening and needs are growing more coincident

• Recent August and September system conditions point to the need 
for reliable and dependable capacity, including RA imports

• CAISO capacity deficiencies place greater emphasis on imports to 
manage grid conditions, particularly during net load peak hours

• Capacity conditions are tightening across the Western 
Interconnection as states enact clean energy policy goals and retire 
older resources

• Severe west-wide climate events cause simultaneous tight system 
conditions across multiple BAAs, impacting once reliable supply 
diversity benefits
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Current RA imports rules add reliability risk

• Non resource-specific RA imports do not assure dedicated physical 
supply at the time of the RA showings

– Poses risk of supply not being committed to CAISO

• Lack of transmission delivery requirements supporting RA imports 
can further subject the CAISO to non-delivery when system needs 
are the tightest

– Deliveries on low priority transmission pose risk to delivery

• Further limitations by Local Regulatory Authorities (LRA) on 
economic bidding of RA imports can limit market efficiency 

– Does not provide commensurate reliability benefits or guarantee 
physical supply

Page 5



CAISO Public

Objectives of RA import rule modifications

• Ensure RA imports are backed by physical capacity, not 
“double-sold” or committed elsewhere, and are dependable 
and reliable

• Treat RA imports more comparably to internal CAISO RA 
resources

• Ensure transmission service supporting RA imports is secured 
in advance and is of a priority that provides greater level of 
certainty of delivery under different conditions

• Create requirements that track and reasonably assimilate to 
provisions of other ISOs/RTOs and industry practice
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RA Import Minimum Requirements

• The proposed rules represent the minimum requirements 
that must be met by RA imports

• The setting of minimum requirements is intended to 
ensure consistent quality and attributes of RA imports 
procured by LSEs

– Ensures reliable and dependable RA imports

• Local Regulatory Authorities (LRA) will continue to have 
the ability to set additional requirements or restrictions, 
above and beyond these minimum requirement, 
applicable to their jurisdictional LSEs
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RA Imports – Overview of Proposed Rules

• RA imports must be resource or BAA specific

• RA imports must be delivered on high priority 
transmission service
– Firm service (7-F) on last transmission leg to CAISO

– No lower than Monthly Non-Firm service (5-NM) on all other 
intervening transmission legs

• RA imports must meet attestation requirements
– Ensures capacity has been committed solely to CAISO

• RA imports will be subject to a Day-Ahead (DA) market 
and an interim Real-Time (RT) market must offer 
obligation

Page 8



CAISO Public
CAISO Public

Dedicated Source Proposal
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Qualifying Types of RA Imports

• Three types of RA imports:

1. Pseudo-tie resources

2. Dynamically scheduled resources

3. Non-dynamic resource-specific resource adequacy (RA) imports:
• Single resource;
• A specified portfolio or aggregation of resources within and 

single balancing authority area; or
• A balancing authority area’s pool or system of resources

• Non-resource specific imports would no longer be eligible to provide 
RA import capacity
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Source Specification requirements for RA imports

• RA imports will be required to provide the following 
information:
– Name of resource(s) supporting the RA import(s) and source BAA e-

tag identifier
– Name of single source BAA

• Note: a RA import which is a BAA pool or system of resources 
is only required to identify the source BAA

• Source information will be required at the time of submission 
of the annual and monthly RA supply plans
– Information will be provided by the Scheduling Coordinator (SC) 

submitting RA supply plan
– RA supply plan template will provide a field for source information
– CIRA will not accept a supply plan if information is not provided
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RA imports must meet attestation requirements at the 
time of submission of the supply plan

Attestation requirements:

1. The capacity shown is owned or contractually secured;

2. The capacity shown has not been sold or otherwise committed to 
any other party;

3. The capacity can only be interrupted for reliability reasons as 
determined under the host BAA’s tariff, a transmission curtailment 
or plant outage; and

4. Transmission service of proper firmness has been reserved for 
delivery of the identified import RA resource(s) to the CAISO 
system.
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Attestation elements #1 and #2 ensure RA import is 
dedicated to the CAISO

• The first two elements of the attestation ensure that the 
RA import is secured and committed to the CAISO at the 
time of RA supply plan submission

• If the RA import capacity being shown is also committed 
to another party, the attestation requirement is not met

• Example:

– If same capacity that is committed to RA import is also part of a 
reserve sharing program, the capacity is committed to another 
party
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Proposed enhancement to attestation element #2 to 
further ensure the capacity is committed to CAISO

• The third party seller/supplier to the LSE identified on the 
plan, or alternatively the LSE where it is the owner, has 
committed that:
a. It expects the capacity shown will be available to support 

delivery of the RA import resource(s) to the CAISO, and 
will not be dependent on securing additional capacity to 
make it available;

b. It expects the capacity shown will be surplus to its 
obligations to serve load or meet other commitments in 
the host BAA; and

c. The capacity shown has not been, and will not be, sold or 
otherwise committed to any other party than the LSE 
identified on the plan.
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Attestation element #3 further ensures the RA import is 
not interruptible for non-reliability reasons

• The third element of the attestation is intended to ensure that the RA 
import cannot be interrupted by the seller/supplier at their discretion 
or for non-reliability reasons

• Reliability reasons:

– As determined by the host BAA (a directive from the host BAA);

– A transmission curtailment across any of the transmission systems 
delivered to CAISO; or

– An outage of a plant supporting the RA import

• Example:

– Force majeure interruption provisions – OK.  It either leads to BAA 
action as a result of the event, or a plant outage
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Attestation element #4 provides high certainty RA 
imports are deliverable for the duration of showing

• The fourth element of the attestation requires 
transmission arrangements supporting RA import be in 
place by the time of RA supply plan showing

– Provides CAISO with ability to rely and depend upon RA imports 
during the showing period

• RA imports not supported by transmission arrangements 
until closer to real-time pose risk to delivery due to 
potential unavailability of transmission

• This element of the attestation must be met only for the 
monthly showings, not annual RA supply plan showings
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Attestation requirement - implementation

• The Scheduling Coordinator (SC) submitting the RA supply 
plan will be responsible for meeting the attestation 
requirements
– SC will be bidding and representing the RA import in the market and 

is in the best position to be aware of the commitments and attributes 
of the capacity to attest

• The attestation requirement must be met for annual and 
monthly RA supply plan showings which include RA imports
– Element #4 must be met only for monthly showings

• The attestation will consist of a checkbox in CIRA
– Validations in place to not accept plan if attestation box not checked
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Contractual arrangements supporting RA imports must 
meet the source and attestation requirements

• Contractual arrangements supporting RA imports must 
meet the identified minimum requirements:
– Source specification
– Attestation
– Transmission delivery (high priority service)

• WSPP Schedule C Agreements
– Must meet source specification and attestation requirement, and 

be delivered on high priority transmission
– Cannot source from multiple BAAs

• Legacy Agreements
– Should be reviewed to ensure they meet the minimum 

requirements
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Delivery Assurance
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Proposed transmission delivery requirements for RA 
imports
• RA imports must be delivered on Firm transmission on the last transmission leg to the 

CAISO (last line of interest)
– Firm transmission has a 7-F reservation priority and is the last type of transmission to be 

curtailed

• RA imports must be delivered on transmission service no lower than Monthly Non-
Firm Point-to-Point service on all other transmission legs

– Can be delivered on following types of transmission:

• Monthly Non-Firm (5-NM priority)

• Conditional Firm (6-CF priority)

• Firm (7-F priority)

• RA imports delivered on transmission lower than Firm transmission, if curtailed, will 
be treated as an outage and considered for UCAP purposes

– Curtailments of Firm transmission will not be considered for UCAP purposes
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NERC Transmission Reservation Priorities
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• Some Transmission Providers offer Conditional Firm service under their tariffs 
which is Firm service except for a certain number of hours throughout the year or 
under contractually pre-determined conditions it becomes Conditional Firm with a 
lower, level 6-CF, priority. 

• Transmission curtailments occur in reservation priority order
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Firm transmission service requirement on last 
transmission leg to CAISO (last line of interest)

• Firm transmission (7-F priority) on the last transmission leg to the 
CAISO provides a high level of certainty that RA imports will be 
deliverable across paths which are typically constrained

• Considering, for example, the interties between California and the 
Northwest, in summer months flows tend to be at or near the limits 
of the path thus increasing the risk of curtailment

– California Oregon Border (COB) intertie

– Nevada Oregon Border (NOB) intertie

• To the extent there is a need to curtail transmission service across 
these interties, RA imports delivered on Firm transmission would be 
curtailed last

– Often, curtailments of lower priority transmission service resolve the 
issues triggering a curtailment
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Identifying the last lines of interest

Page 24

• Reference Operating Procedures 2510A and 2510B

Tabs show all last 
lines of interest in 

E-tag format
Tabular form of last 

lines of interest
Link - http://www.caiso.com/Pages/documentsbygroup.aspx?GroupID=D3AD0598-A5A8-4F6C-AE08-C700257915A2

http://www.caiso.com/Pages/documentsbygroup.aspx?GroupID=D3AD0598-A5A8-4F6C-AE08-C700257915A2
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California-Oregon Interface ( AC intertie)
Courtesy of Morgan Stanley
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Underlying 15-min interval data averaged into hourly values from BPA website, found 
here: https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/

https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/
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Nevada – Oregon Border (NOB or DC Intertie)
Courtesy of Morgan Stanley

Page 26

Underlying 15-min interval data averaged into hourly values from BPA website, found 
here: https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/

https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/
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Monthly Non-Firm transmission service, or higher 
priority, requirement on intervening transmission legs

• Transmission flows across paths or flowgates on 
different BAA networks generally tend not to be as 
constrained as across the COB/NOB interties

– Generally, this is reflected in a lower risk of curtailment

• CAISO will permit RA imports to be delivered on Monthly 
Non-Firm transmission (5-NM priority) across upstream 
transmission systems

– Can also be delivered on higher priority Conditional Firm (6-CF) 
or Firm (7-F) transmission
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South of Allston Flowgate (BPA System)
Courtesy of Morgan Stanley
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Underlying 15-min interval data averaged into hourly values from BPA website, found 
here: https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/

https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/
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South of Custer Flowgate (Northern Intertie/Puget 
Sound Area) (BPA System) Courtesy of Morgan Stanley
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Underlying 15-min interval data averaged into hourly values from BPA website, found 
here: https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/

https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/
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North of John Day Flowgate (BPA System)
Courtesy of Morgan Stanley
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Underlying 15-min interval data averaged into hourly values from BPA website, found 
here: https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/

https://transmission.bpa.gov/Business/Operations/Paths/
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RA import tagging requirements

• Prior initiatives developed the following tagging 
deadlines which will be implemented in 2021 for all 
imports:

– T-40 minutes: submission of valid e-tags with transmission 
profile equal to economic bid or self-schedule

– T-20 minutes: revision of energy profile of e-tag

• However, the CAISO is considering the potential 
inclusion of a DA tagging requirement for RA imports
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Potential DA tagging requirement

• CAISO is proposing submission of RA import e-tags in DA to provide 
further visibility of the transmission service supporting RA imports
– Only the transmission profile will be required in DA tags

– Subsequent tagging deadlines for adjustments (T-40, T-20) remain as 
noted previously

• Tagging deadline: by 3pm on DA

• DA tagging requirement would:

– Provide operational visibility into the RA imports that could flow and the 
associated transmission priority supporting those imports

– Support Day-Ahead planning for the BAA and RC West, improved 
interchange forecasting

• Change will be reflected in the Final Proposal
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Stakeholder concerns – potential for exercise of 
transmission market power on the interties

• A number of stakeholder have expressed concern that 
entities holding transmission rights on COB/NOB 
interties can exercise transmission market power
– Perception that two or three entities hold the vast majority or all 

the Long-Term (Yearly) Firm transmission rights

• Concern that these entities can control or limit access to 
Firm transmission of Yearly or Monthly duration

• Concern that holders can seek high prices for resale of 
Firm transmission rights

• Those stakeholders recommend Non-Firm transmission 
be sufficient to support RA imports across the interties
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Addressing stakeholder concerns

• There is a broad pool of entities holding Yearly Firm 
transmission rights on the COB/NOB interties
– Twenty one (21) different entities hold Yearly Firm rights on the 

COB intertie

– Nine (9) different entities hold Yearly Firm rights on NOB intertie

– Holders include a mix of marketers and LSEs

• Suppliers seeking Monthly or Yearly Firm transmission 
rights on the interties, can seek to procure these via 
resale from existing holders to support RA imports
– Resale information, including prices, is posted on the relevant 

Transmission Provider OASIS
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COB intertie - Long-Term Firm transmission rights 
holders 
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NOB intertie – Long-Term Firm transmission rights 
holders
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Addressing stakeholder concerns

• To the extent there is evidence of transmission market power on the 
interties, those concerns should be raised under the relevant 
Transmission Provider’s tariff (under which the transmission is sold) 
and with FERC

– Firm transmission rights on interties are valuable and are used to 
support load service and other business needs

• Low priority Non-Firm transmission does not provide the needed 
reliability or dependability for delivery of RA imports (on the interties 
or on the different networks)

– Demand for Non-Firm transmission does not drive transmission 
expansion

• Demand for Long-Term Firm transmission sends signals to 
Transmission Providers for system expansion

– Provides the revenue and duration needed to drive transmission 
expansion
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Transmission delivery requirements – implementation 
aspects

• As part of the attestation requirement, transmission arrangements 
supporting RA imports will need to be in place by the time of the 
submission of monthly RA supply plan

• CAISO will monitor the transmission reservation priority supporting 
RA imports through e-tags

– RA imports delivered on transmission of lower firmness than required 
will be flagged:

• Lower than Firm transmission (7-F priority) on last transmission leg to 
CAISO (last line of interest)

• Lower than Monthly Non-Firm transmission (5-NM priority) on all other 
transmission legs

– CAISO may refer the instance of RA imports delivered on lower 
transmission priority to DMM for investigation
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Must Offer Obligation
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RA imports will be subject to a DA and an interim RT 
must offer obligation

• Currently, RA imports are only subject to a Day-Ahead (DA) market 
must offer obligation
– If no award in DA, no obligation to bid in RT

– If bid not provided in DA, CAISO inserts bids

• CAISO proposes extending the must offer obligation into the Real-
Time (RT) market on an interim basis
– Must bid full RA capacity in RT, regardless of whether awarded in DA

– Bid insertion applies in RT to the extent a bid is not submitted

• RT must offer obligation will remain in place through the transition 
period proposed in the Day Ahead Market Enhancements (DAME) 
initiative
– DAME initiative will determine the scope and applicability of a RT must 

offer obligation
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Summary of RA Import must offer obligations by import 
type (pre-DAME initiative)

Page 41

Day Ahead Market Real Time Market 
(Interim)

Pseudo-Tie and 
Dynamically Scheduled 
resources

Bid full RA capacity (status 
quo).

*Bid insertion applies.

Short and medium start units 
– bid full RA capacity.
All other units – bid full RA 
capacity for any hour in which 
receive DA award.

*Bid insertion applies

Non-Dynamic
Resource Specific RA 
Imports

Bid full RA capacity (status 
quo).

*Bid insertion applies.

Bid full RA capacity regardless 
of DA award.

*Bid insertion applies.

• Pseudo-Tie and Dynamically Scheduled RA imports, of a specific 
technology type, will continue to have a must offer obligation associated 
with that technology type consistent with CAISO internal resources.
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Miscellaneous Items
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RA Import Bidding Practices 

• Stakeholders expressed concerns with the ability of RA imports to 
submit high bids in DA to avoid an award from CAISO, and selling 
the energy elsewhere

• DMM shared data on RA import bidding practices for  August 2018

– Data indicates that 13.8% of non-resource specific RA import average 
hourly bids were above $500/MWh

• CAISO gathered data for August 2019 and August 2020 for non-
resource specific RA import bids

– Data indicates a significant decrease in average hourly bids above 
$500/MWh

• August 2019 – 2.8%

• August 2020 – 2.0%
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In August 2018, 13.8% of average hourly non-resource 
specific RA import bids were above $500/MWh
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In August 2019, average hourly non-resource specific 
RA import bids above $500/MWh decreased to 2.8%
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In August 2020, average hourly non-resource specific 
RA import bids above $500/MWh decreased to 2.0%
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RA Imports proposed rule changes add further 
protections and incentives for competitive bids

1. Introduction of a RT must offer obligation ensures RA imports 
remain available through RT, regardless of whether awarded in DA

2. Attestation requires RA import capacity not be committed to any 
other party for the duration of the showing
– Incents competitive economic bidding since capacity is only committed 

to CAISO, cannot make it available elsewhere

3. Suppliers have to utilize existing, or procure new, high priority 
transmission service to deliver RA imports
– Incents competitive economic bidding to recover associated 

transmission costs

4. CAISO will cost-verify and reduce RA imports bids above 
$1000/MWh
– Implementation of FERC Order 831
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RA import policy implementation timeline

• Proposed RA import policy structure will be implemented 
through a 2-step process

– Step 1 – RA compliance year 2022 will be a bridge year 
with suppliers encouraged, but not required, to meet the 
identified policy requirements for RA imports

• Allows for review of contracts to ensure compliance with 
requirements

• Allows for acquisition or development of a strategy for 
transmission acquisition to support RA imports

– Step 2 – Mandatory compliance with RA import rules 
starts with RA compliance year 2023
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OPERATIONALIZING 
STORAGE
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Battery storage may become a rapidly growing 
segment of California’s resource mix 

• The CPUC authorized new resource procurement for 
3,300 MW of resource adequacy capacity

• Retirement over next few years include older steam 
resources and Diablo Canyon nuclear facility in 2024 

• Today there are about 200 MW of storage online, but 
the ISO may be dispatching thousands of MW shortly

• Much of the new procurement may come in the form of 
battery storage and hybrid (solar + storage) resources

• These resources bring new integration challenges
• The minimum state of charge (MSOC) requirement will 

work with other RA tools to ensure storage is charged
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Planning for storage resources assumes ‘arbitrage’ of 
day-ahead energy prices for batteries
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In the future storage will be critical for meeting load on 
days with the highest net load peak
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The ISO is implementing a number of tools across 
three initiatives to ensure grid reliability with storage 
integration in real-time market
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DA Market
24x7 MOO 

Market Power Mitigation 

Efficient 24-hour 
schedule

RT Market
MOO at DA Schedule                       

Charge Requirement at DA Sched.
Market Power Mitigation 
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In response to stakeholder feedback the ISO proposes 
a number of improvements to the MSOC requirement

• The MSOC requirement will continue to ensure that 
storage resources can meet their day-ahead schedules
– Sufficient SOC to meet energy discharge schedules
– Day-ahead energy to maintain local reliability

• These requirements are only applied to RA storage 
resources

• ISO proposes a rule to apply this requirement on only 
the most critical days
– Apply only on days when non-storage cannot meet 110% of net load

• Requirement will be applied at the later of a charge 
scheduled or the lowest prices
– Prevents requirement being imposed starting at hour ending 1

Page 54



CAISO Public

BACKSTOP CAPACITY 
PROCUREMENT 
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CAISO currently has authority to backstop for CPM for 
a number of scenarios

Existing CAISO CPM authority
1. System annual/monthly deficiency
2. Local annual/monthly deficiency
3. Local collective deficiency
4. Cumulative flexible annual/monthly deficiency
5. Significant event
6. Exceptional dispatch
7. Risk of retirement*

* Authority moving to RMR in the RMR-CPM enhancements initiative

Page 56



CAISO Public

CAISO seeks, and stakeholders support, modified or 
new CPM authority for the following scenario

1. DFP: New CPM authority to cure a deficiency when a 
local area or Sub-area fails to meet energy sufficiency 
test

2. 6th RSP- Clarified System CPM Designations in terms of 
UCAP/NQC

3. Pending element- Failed portfolio analysis 
• There remain outstanding questions on how the 

portfolio analysis would identify and inform 
backstop procurement that will be worked out in 
conjunction with further development of the 
portfolio analysis
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With the transition to UCAP/NQC, System Deficiencies 
will now be assessed and cured in terms of 
UCAP/NQC
• Not proposing changes to the process the CAISO uses to assess 

and designate system deficiencies, but the RA Requirements and 
counting methodology will change, and so the CAISO will now make 
System CPMs in terms of UCAP/NQC once implemented

• CAISO would not backstop if a single LSE was deficient, but rather if 
there is an overall deficiency based on all RA showings

• Will apply in the year-ahead and month-ahead timeframes

• Will continue to notify and allow entities to first cure the identified 
deficiency before the CAISO makes a backstop designation

• These clarifications have been moved to the 6th RSP to keep in step 
with UCAP policy development
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CPM Designation Order

Page 59

• System UCAP/NQC deficiencies

• Local individual deficiencies

• Local collective deficiencies

• Portfolio analysis deficiencies
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UCAP Deficiency Tool- Removed from proposal

• The UCAP Deficiency Tool would have penalized individual 
LSEs whose showing were short, and paid to LSEs who over 
showed to prevent leaning

• Stakeholder comments largely did not support moving forward 
with this tool
– Suggested that being charged CPM costs was a sufficient 

deterrent 

– Might further distort bilateral market

– Might duplicated LRA compliance penalties

• While the CAISO disagrees with some of these assertions, it 
has decided to remove the UCAP Deficiency Tool from the 
RAE initiative, but may revisit the policy if leaning becomes a 
significant issue in the future
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RMR AVAILABILITY PENALTY 
STRUCTURE
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With sun setting of RAAIM, RMR resource need a new 
tool to ensure availability 

• Removal of the RAAIM tool will remove the incentive 
mechanism currently in place for RMR resources

– RAAIM currently has a 96.5% monthly availability target with a 
+/- 2% dead band for determining incentive or penalty payments

• RAE will propose a new penalty structure to help ensure 
RMR’s availability

• While there are only a few RMR resources today, this 
may increase in the future as more of the fleet nears 
retirement
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New RMR Availability Penalty Structure

• RMR resources will be assessed on a 24x7 basis
• Monthly availability target of 94.5%
• Availability will be measured through bids submitted to 

the market, assumes that when the resource is not 
bidding in, it is on outage

• If an RMR resource bids less than 94.5% of the hours 
that month, it will be assessed a penalty based on the 
RMR monthly fixed costs
– This will be returned to entities responsible for paying the RMR 

contract

– If it bids above 94.5%, there will be no penalty
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RMR Penalty Structure Cont.

• The CAISO believes the standardized availability target will 
be appropriate for most resources

• Also considering modifications to the proforma RMR 
agreement: 

– Specifically RMR Article 7 and Schedule L request and approval 
process to reimburse the resource if longer maintenance outages 
need to be taken to keep the resource operational outside of the 
94.5% availability target

– These provisions would allow the resource to true-up costs of not 
meeting the APS target by adjusting the RMR daily fixed costs 
moving forward to ensure the resource can recover lost daily fixed 
costs revenues while the unit was on a major maintenance outage
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NEXT STEPS 
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Agenda – Day 4
Sixth Revised Straw Proposal 
Time Topic Presenter

10:00 – 10:10 Welcome and Introduction Isabella Nicosia

10:10 – 10:50 Minimum System RA Requirement Karl Meeusen

10:50 – 11:20 Must Offer Obligations Lauren Carr

11:20 – 11:50 Backstop Capacity Procurement (if
needed)

Bridget Sparks

11:50 – 12:00 Next Steps Isabella Nicosia

Page 66

*Agenda items may move times/days as time permits
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Resource Adequacy Enhancements Policy 
Development Schedule 

Date Milestone

Dec 17 Draft Final Proposal – Phase 1 and Sixth Revised Straw Proposal 

Jan 5-7 2021 Stakeholder meeting on Draft Final Proposal – Phase 1 and Sixth Revised Straw 
Proposal

Jan 15 2021 Stakeholder meeting on remaining Sixth Revised Straw Proposal elements

Jan 21 2021 Stakeholder comments on  Draft Final Proposal – Phase 1 and Sixth Revised Straw 
Proposal

Jan 29 2021 Stakeholder comments on remaining Sixth Revised Straw Proposal elements

Feb 2021 Final Proposal – Phase 1 and Draft Final Proposal – Phase 2A

Feb 2021 Stakeholder meeting on Final Proposal – Phase 1 and Draft Final Proposal – Phase 2A

Feb 2021 Stakeholder comments on  Draft Final Proposal – Phase 2A

Mar 2021 Present proposal on Phase 1 elements to CAISO Board

May 2021 Present proposal on Phase 2A elements to CAISO Board

Sept 2021 Present proposal on Phase 2B elements to CAISO Board 

* Dates are tentative and subject to change
** Detailed Phase 2 schedule in the paper
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Comments 

• Submit comments on draft final proposal and sixth 
revised straw proposal elements discussed during the 
January 5-7 stakeholder calls by January 21, 2021 using 
the template provided on the initiative webpage: 
http://www.caiso.com/StakeholderProcesses/Resource-
adequacy-enhancements

• Submit comments on the sixth revised straw proposal 
elements to be discussed during the January 15 
stakeholder call by January 29, 2021.
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