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E
xem

ptions:

T
he C

A
IS

O
proposes that all
declines be subject
to m

easurem
ent and

there w
ould not be

conditions that
w

ould exem
pt a

p
a
r
c
u
l
a
r
 
d
e
c
l
i
n
e
d

dispatch from
 the

chage.

C
oordiation w

ith
T

ariff Section 37
(Feasible B

ids):

in proposal

N
o C

om
m

ents

B
rief 

Position: T
arff

section 37 should be
revised so that a
paricipant w

ho is
penalized is not
subject to additional
sanction.

C
J\ISO

/M
S/M

O
/SM

onga

O
ppose

B
rief position: T

he Straw
Proposal does not draw
any distinction betw

een
schedules that are cut at
the direction of the
m

arket paricipant or the
C
A
I
S
O
 
(
o
r
 
a
 
t
h
d
 
p
a
r
)
.

T
here is no rationa basis

for includig C
A

IS
O

-
directed curlm

ents and
cuts in any penalty
assessm

ent of m
arket

parcipants.

Page 3 of3 B
r
i
e
f
 
p
o
s
i
t
i
o
n
:

C
onstellation understads

that incorporating specific
exem

ptions w
ould add

adm
instrative com

plexity
to the proposal, and that
the com

plexity does not
appear w

aranted given the
anticipated inequency of
the tyes of events (i.e.,
force m

ajeure) that
possibly w

ould create an
exem

ption from
 the

charge. H
ow

ever, C
A

IS
O

should allow
 M

P' s to seek
exem

ption from
 specific

c
h
a
g
e
s
 
b
a
s
e
d
 
o
n

extenuating circum
staces

p
u
r
s
u
a
n
t
 
t
o
 
p
r
o
v
i
s
i
o
n
s
 
t
h
t

govern settem
ent disputes

O
ppose

B
rief 

P
osition: T

he C
A

IS
O

proposes that all Force
M

ajure (FM
) events, such

as tranm
ission cuts from

 a
t
h
d
 
p
a
r
 
T
r
a
n
m
i
s
s
i
o
n

O
w
n
e
r
,
 
o
r
 
i
n
t
r
c
t
e
d

tranm
ission cuts due to

W
E

C
C

 U
nscheduled Flow

,
s
h
o
u
l
d
 
b
e
 
i
n
c
l
u
d
e
d
 
i
n
 
t
h
s

5%
 tolerance band. T

he
reasonable outcom

e w
il be

that m
arket paricipants

w
ho m

ust now
 bear ths

risk, thus increasing costs
for C

aliforna consum
ers.

B
rief 

Position: T
arff

section 37 should be
r
e
v
i
s
e
d
 
s
o
 
t
h
t
 
d
e
c
l
i
n
e

levels below
 the theshold

values are not to be
sanctioned.

Support

B
rief position: A

 m
arket

w
ithout the penalty for

r
e
n
e
g
i
n
g
 
o
n
 
a

com
m

tm
ent w

ould
create "call" or "put"
options w

ithout any
o
p
t
i
o
n
 
f
e
e
 
-
 
a
 
s
i
t
u
a
t
i
o
n

t
h
t
 
d
o
e
s
 
n
o
t
 
e
x
i
s
t
 
i
n

a
n
y
 
f
i
a
n
c
i
a
l
 
m
a
r
k
e
t
.

C
PU

C
 staff agrees w

ith
the C

A
IS

O
 proposal that

a chage or penalty on
pre-dispatches m

ay
chage bid volum

e for
energy (a.k.a. m

aket
liquidity).

O
ppose

N
o C

om
m

ents

B
rief position: PG

&
E

supports i 00%
 penalties for

all declines w
ith appropriate

exceptions justified by
dem

onstration
of uncontrollable events
such as transm

ission
derates.
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Support

B
r
i
e
f
 
p
o
s
i
t
i
o
n
:

Pow
erex

believes the 5%
theshold is
suffcient
enough to
account for real-
tim

e schedule
changes.
Pow

erex
b
e
l
i
e
v
e
s
 
t
h
t
 
t
h
e

C
A

ISO
 has the

inform
ation

available to
rem

ove these
schedules from
the theshold.

B
rief 

Position:
T
a
r
f
f
 
s
e
c
t
i
o
n
 
3
7

should be
revised so that a
paricipant w

ho
is penalized is
not subj ect to
additional
sanction.

Support

B
rief position:

SC
E

 generally
s
u
p
p
o
r
t
s
 
t
h
e

C
A

ISO
's

proposal.

T
he C

A
ISO

 proposal rem
ains

that exem
ptions are not to be

included. Intead, the C
A

IS
O

has addressed concerns by
increasing the threshold size
as discussed above.

T
he C

A
ISO

 w
il consider

these com
m

ents w
hen crafting

the taiff languge.


