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	Section
	Subsection 
	Stakeholder Comment

	

	2.0 Purpose
3.0 Introduction
	
	The UCA does agree with other stakeholders that while there is agreement that the current framework is somewhat out of date, it is an unlikely candidate to be receiving this amount of priority at this time.

	4.0 Market Suspension Policy and Principles
	4.1 Electric Utilities Act (EUA) and Policy documents
	

	
	4.2 Market Suspension Principles

· Are there any principles that are missing, that should be included? Please include reasons why.

· Are there any principles listed that should not be included? Please include reasons why.
	The AESO states “In the absence of a FEOC market, market suspension may be contemplated.”   If the range of conditions that could lead to Market Suspension will remain contingent on policies determined in the FEOC review, then shouldn’t the establishment of the FEOC policies take precedence over the establishment of Market suspension principles?

	5.0 Market Suspension Issue Identification Paper –Stakeholder comments
	
	

	6.0 Authority to suspend the market
	6.1 Authority of the AUC within the rule
· Do you agree or disagree with the AESO’s proposal to remove the authority of the AUC to suspend market operations from the rule language? Please include reasons why.
	The discussion paper doesn’t provide much in the way of background as to why the rule once provided that authority, or the specific portion of the Alberta Utilities Commission Act through which  the AUC maintains that authority. Unless the reference in the Rule creates ambiguity with the Act, the UCA is uncertain of the benefits of removing the reference.  UCA also questions whether the AESO interprets the AUC’s authority as being unilateral or initiated by  complaint?

	
	6.2 Authority of the System Controller to suspend market operation
· Do you agree or disagree with the AESO’s assessment within this section? Please include reasons why.
	With the CEO authority being required but eligible for delegation, does this result in any change? Are restrictions considered for delegation?

	7.0 Options for consideration during the loss of market management tools
	7.1 Limited Market Operation – market management tool outages
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment in Table 1?
	

	
	7.2 Suspend all markets

· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment in Table 1?
	

	8.0 Pricing during an energy market suspension
	· Which energy market suspension pricing option proposed in sections 8.1-8.6 does your company support? Are there any other options that should be considered?
	The Discussion Paper contemplates applying the same pricing structure to a market suspension no matter what the cause.   It is reasonable to apply the same administrative pricing methodology when the system is only experiencing market tool failures.   In a blackout situation or major infrastructure failure; however, it is conceivable that a cost based pricing approach may be a more appropriate method of compensating participants affected at the time.    Recognizing that cost based compensation could take time to establish, this method could be used to adjust the pricing that resulted from the initial application of the methodology used for market tool failures.

	
	8.1 Similar day demand patterns
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	

	
	8.2 30 Day Rolling Average
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	Given the low probability of a market suspension event triggered by a market tool failure, it is a reasonable expenditure of current resources to accept a less complex solution.   The 30 Day Rolling Average would set a more reasonable administrative price than the current rule methodology and be easy to administer. 

	
	8.3 Reference Price

· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	

	
	8.4 Status Quo
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	

	
	8.5 Same day of the week
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	

	
	8.6 Combined approach
· Are there any points that the AESO has not considered in it’s assessment on this option in Table 2?
	

	9.0 Market Suspension for reliability issues
	
	It is not clear what the references to Category D outages is intended to convey. Referring to a power system which is not sufficiently intact to enable market operation as a reliability issue does not seem particularly appropriate.
See Response to 8.0

	10.0 Market Suspension for market issues
	
	

	11.0 Importing during a market suspension
	· Are the existing mechanisms under OPP 807 and OPP 803 sufficient during a market suspension?
	

	12.0 Next steps
	
	

	Additional Comments
	
	











PAGE  
1

