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1. Please provide your organization’s feedback on Updating CAISO’s Default Resource
Adequacy Rules element of the straw proposal. Additionally, include any specific changes
your organization would like the CAISO to consider regarding the proposal’s design and
process, along with the rationale for these suggested changes.

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on
the California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO’s) Track 1 Straw Proposal. The CAISO proposes to allow
for relatively frequent loss-of-load expectation (LOLE) studies to inform the default planning reserve margin
(PRM) and counting rules. The CAISO also proposes to use average effective load carrying capability (ELCC)
for wind, solar, energy storage, and dispatchable hydro and an unforced capacity (UCAP) methodology for
thermal and demand response resources. CalCCA appreciates the CAISO’s intention to develop its UCAP
methodology in parallel with the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). The direction local regulatory
authorities (LRA) take in implementing counting rules such as UCAP will necessarily impact CAISO processes
such as its application of the resource adequacy availability incentive mechanism (RAAIM). The CAISO should
therefore reevaluate its default counting rules, and other related processes such as RAAIM, once its
coordination with the CPUC and other LRAs concludes to ensure holistic alignment on counting rules and
availability incentives.

2. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the Accounting for RA Resource
Capabilities during Peak Conditions element of the straw proposal including the following
elements: a. Should CAISO continue to develop a standardized/minimum verification
process to account for ambient derates? b. If yes, how should the verification design be
modified or applied? Would a single calculation based on an annual analysis be sufficient,
if applied only to key summer months (e.g. July-September)? Or would a monthly/seasonal
calculation and verification process be preferable?

The CAISO should modify its proposal to:
(1) Allow resources to demonstrate, through testing, capabilities not reflected in historical data;

(2) Ensure that the CAISO has a full 20 days of data for each resource where the only outage reported
is reflective of an ambient derate; and

(3) Reflect resource capability with sufficient granularity informed by historical data, recognizing ambient
derates are more likely in hot summer months rather than cooler non-summer months.

The CAISO proposes to use historical performance data to create “capability values” as part of the existing net
qualifying capacity (NQC) process to represent each resource adequacy (RA) resource’s capabilities which often
correlate with high ambient temperatures. CalCCA supports using a historical performance approach, but the
CAISO should modify its proposal to ensure it accurately reflects resource capabilities. First, the CAISO should
allow scheduling coordinators (SCs) to demonstrate their resource’s capability through testing when the
historical data is disputed or otherwise not reflective of the resource’s capabilities. RA is a very important, and
therefore valuable, product. If a SC can demonstrate its derate based on historical data is not reflective of its
capabilities, then it should be able to revise its capability value. The CAISO has unit testing processes in place
for other products such as ancillary services, suggesting that adopting one for the purpose of informing
capability values, only when necessary to improve accuracy, should not be prohibitively burdensome.



Second, the CAISO should calculate capability values by obtaining a sufficient sample without overlapping
outages. The CAISO proposes to assess the 20 days with the highest hourly peak load over the last two years,
and then only use the lowest ten of those 20 days to calculate capability values. The Straw Proposal highlights
that one drawback to this approach is that other types of forced outages can overlap with ambient derates. To
address this, the CAISO could evaluate the 20 highest peak load days and select the lowest 10 days without
overlapping outages. If the 10 days that do not have overlapping outages within the 20-day sample are not
available, the CAISO should evaluate at the 215t highest peak load day, and so on, until it obtains 10 days
without overlapping outages.

Third, the methodology for creating capability values should be sufficiently granular to accurately reflect resource
capability by month. CalCCA’s understanding is that ambient derates due to temperature typically occur during
the peak summer months at times when ambient temperatures exceed certain limits. The CAISO can determine
the level of granularity (e.g., seasonal, monthly, July-September) necessary to accurately reflect capabilities by
evaluating historical data.

. Please provide any additional comments on the straw proposal.

CalCCA has no additional comments at this time.



