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Section 
number 

Party Comment ISO Response 

7.7.15.2.1 PG&E There are multiple revisions that change “SLIC” to “outage management system”. 
Is this actually a result of the Bidding Rules policy? Or is this general tariff clean 
up resulting from a separate systems change? If the latter, CAISO should explain 
this in their tariff filing to FERC. 

The reference to the Scheduling and Logging system for the 
CAISO and SLIC in the CAISO tariff are to the technology 
name of the CAISO’s system for outage management, 
which the CAISO replaced in 2014 with the new outage 
management system.  When the CAISO made supporting 
tariff changes, we should have removed those references 
and moved the requirements in the definition into Section 9.  
The CAISO is now proposing to move the detail in that 
defined term into Section 9.3.3 as it is also proposing to 
specify in the tariff under what conditions it expects 
resources will rerate their PMin. Therefore, for purposes of 
this filing, the CAISO is also cleaning up all prior references 
to SLIC and referring to Section 9 generally or Section 
9.3.3. more specifically as appropriate to refer to the 
CAISO’s rules for outage management and submissions of 
outages.  

11.8.2.1.1 PG&E Can CAISO explain why this is being removed? The definition of Minimum Load Energy is already provided 
generically in Appendix A and we will add the condition 
regarding MSGs in that definition.  This eliminates 
redundancy and confusion.   

PG&E asks a number of questions related to the 
qualification of start-up costs for IFM, RUC and RTM.  The 
CAISO is proposing changes to these sections because the 
policy change requires changes to the tariff language to 
conform the language to how start-up costs are actually 
qualified, which the CAISO does not intend to change under 
this filing.  In the IFM, today the CAISO bases the 
qualification based on whether the “relevant metered 
Energy in the applicable Settlement Intervals indicates the 
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unit is Off before the time the resource is instructed to be 
On as specified in its Start Up Instruction and is On in the 
Settlement Intervals that fall within the CAISO IFM 
Commitment Period.” 

Whether the resource is On is based on whether they are at 
or above their Minimum Load.  Today the CAISO looks at 
the value of the Minimum Load as registered in the Master 
File.   Under this policy change, the CAISO intended for the 
policy to result in its systems consistently updating the 
value of Minimum Load to the value reflective of its revised 
Minimum Load Energy definition.  Due to implementation 
constraints, the CAISO is not able to consistently update its 
use of the revised Minimum Load Energy.  Accordingly, for 
purposes of determining whether the resource started up for 
an IFM commitment, the CAISO will continue to follow the 
same rule.  However, the CAISO agrees to add that rule in 
the tariff to be clear.   

Please see the explanations to the RUC and RTM start-up 
cost qualifications below.  

11.8.2.1.5 PG&E There are multiple revisions that involved references to “registered” or 
“applicable” Minimum Load. Can CAISO please clarify the difference between 
these two terms, and the appropriate context to use them? 

The CAISO agrees to add language that more clearly states 
when the CAISO means minimum load as registered in the 
Master File as opposed to as registered in the Master File 
or as rerated through the outage management system.   

To summarize the difference of usage of minimum load, 

1. In SIBR bids, ISO continues to use Minimum Load 
as registered in the Master file; 

2. In IFM/RTM,  ISO will use applicable minimum load 
to increase the total minimum load cost as adjusted 
after the rerate; 

3. In Bid Cost Recovery for minimum load cost, ISO 
uses the minimum load, as rerated if it is rerated, for 
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both the bid cost (minimum load cost) and revenue 
side (minimum load energy). 

4. In Bid Cost Recovery for Startup Cost and Transition 
Cost, ISO will continue to use minimum load as 
registered in the Master File to check whether the 
unit has actually started up or transitioned. 

5. Whenever ISO compares two MSG configurations to 
determine which one is higher or lower, ISO 
continues to use the minimum load as registered in 
the Master File. 

11.8.3.1.1 PG&E Does this revision actually change what is considered a start up? This seems out 
of scope for this initiative. 

As noted above, the CAISO does not propose to change 
the way in which RUC Start-up costs are qualified. 
However, the current tariff specifies that “An actual Start-Up 
is detected between two consecutive Settlement Intervals 
when the relevant metered Energy in the applicable 
Settlement Intervals increases from below the Minimum 
Load Energy and reaches or exceeds the relevant Minimum 
Load Energy.  The Minimum Load Energy is the product of 
the relevant Minimum Load and the duration of the 
Settlement Interval.”  The CAISO is modifying the definition 
of Minimum Load Energy to reflect that MLE will be based 
on the PMin as rerated if it is re-rated.  This is not the case 
today and therefore use of the Minimum Load Energy in this 
section to qualify start-up cost is equivalent to using the 
Minimum Load in the Master file.  That will no longer be the 
case with this change. Therefore, the CAISO must also 
change this section to be clear that the resource’s startup 
costs are based on the Minimum Load as registered in the 
Master File.  The RUC language is revised to be consistent 
with the IFM and RTM.  

Please see ISO reply to the PGE’s comment in 11.8.2.1.5 
for the different rules using registered versus applicable 
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minimum load. 

11.8.3.1.2 Six Cities In the second line, the reference should be to § 30.7.10.2. Accept 

11.8.4.1.1 PG&E Why is this tariff revision needed to implement this policy? Please see explanation to 118.3.1.1 

11.8.4.1.2 Six Cities In the third line, the reference should be to § 30.7.10.2. Accept 

30.5.1 NRG 

 

Accept proposed changes 

30.7.10.2 PG&E Can CAISO include this section in the tariff revisions as well? We do not include tariff sections that we are not amending 
in a tariff amendment filing. 
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30.7.10.2 NRG 

 

Accept 

 

 FMM 
Derate 
Energy 

Six Cities In the fifth line, there appears to be something missing after “PMax.”  The phrase 
“higher of” is used in the line, but there is no reference to a second value. 

Agree to clarify 

FMM 
Derate 
Energy 

PG&E What about upwards ramping to meet a rerated PMIN per section 11.5.5? 

 

The condition in 11.5.5 continues to apply as it does today.  
We propose to add a statement to reflect the rule in 11.5.5 
that RIE ramping to meet a re-rated PMin will continue to be 
included in the Derate Energy energy type.  

Further clarified this section to respond to PG&E’s proposed 
redline. 



Bidding Rules enhancements- Minimum Load Costs – Stakeholder Comment Matrix on Revised Draft Tariff Language 
California Independent System Operator Corp.  

 

March 9, 2016   Page 6 of 8 

 

 

FMM 
Minimum 
Load 
Energy 

PG&E 

 

We do not agree to add the specific MSG scenario.  The 
rule is applicable to all resources and is applied to MSG 
units as well by configuration.  It would become 
unnecessarily detailed to describe in each energy type 
exactly how the rules are applied to MSGs.   

We accept the second clarification requested in this 
comment. 
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Minimum 
Load 
Costs 

Six Cities In the last line, change “maybe as” to “may be.” Accept 

RTD 
Derate 
Energy 

Six Cities In the sixth line, there appears to be something missing after “Schedule.”  The 
phrase “lower of” is used in the line, but there is no reference to a second value. 

Agree to clarify 

RTD 
Derate 
Energy 

PG&E 

 

 

How does this correlate with Section 11.5.5? Is PMIN rerate the appropriate term 
rather than PMAX derate? 

Accept 
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RTD 
Minimum 
Load 
Energy 

PG&E 

 

See response to FMM Minimum Load Energy 

Start-Up, 
On, and 
Off 

Six Cities In some tariff sections (e.g., §§ 11.8.2.1.2(e) and (f)), the term “On” is used to 
refer to production relative to Minimum Load.  Several of the proposed tariff 
revisions, however, delete references to Minimum Load in determining whether a 
resource is On or Off (e.g., §§ 11.8.3.1.1(f) and 11.8.4.1.1(f)).  Further, the 
definition of “Start-up” relies on the defined terms “Off” and “On.”  It is both 
confusing and likely to give rise to disputes to use the same terms to describe 
different conditions.  The Six Cities recommend that the ISO make the definitions 
and the use of the defined terms consistent throughout the Tariff. 

Agree to clarify 


