Attachment A
Stakeholder Process: Reliability Demand Response Product

Summary of Submitted Comments

Stakeholders submitted four rounds of written comments to the 1SO on the following dates:

= Round One: Initial design concepts, 06/24/10
= Round Two: Straw Proposal, 08/12/10

= Round Three: Draft Final Proposal, 09/20/10

= Round Four: Revised Draft Final Proposal, 09/29/10

Parties that submitted written comments: Calpine, California Department of Water Resources, California Public Utilities Commission -
Division of Ratepayer Advocates, Dynegy, EnergyConnect, EnerNOC, Pacific Gas & Electric,
San Diego Gas & Electric and Southern California Edison

Parties that participated in meetings or conference calls: (All the parties above), Customized Energy, Modesto Irrigation District, Turlock
Irrigation District, City of Anaheim, Olivine, JP Morgan, WAPA, Powerex,
RTO Advisors, California Public Utilities Commission, APX

Stakeholder comments are posted at: http://www.caiso.com/27f4/27f476832fc20.html

Other stakeholder efforts included:

In-person working group meetings to discuss product design concepts, 06/10/10 and 06/18/10

In-person stakeholder meeting to review straw proposal, 08/05/10

Working group conference call to discuss refinements to the product design outlined in the straw proposal, 08/17/10
Stakeholder conference call to review draft final proposal, 09/13/10
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Neutral; O_p pose; high . The ISO desired a product feature
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. Supports . . but SCP is sufficient . SCP No Comment supportive of : .
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Exceptional No contribute No No operational No No No Comment No Comment not forego its authority to
Dispatch Comment Comment Comment P - Comment Comment exceptionally dispatch resources
to LMP mechanisms -
- - that could help stabilize the system
price for dispatch if f h K
formation if for some reason the market or
other I1SO systems fail to dispatch
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is supported by stakeholders.
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Real-time

This bidding requirement ensures

energy bid that these high value resources
submission No No No cannot set a low locational marginal
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a discrete dispatch.
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