
1 
 

 

 

Market Renewal Program: Market and System Operations market 
rule amendment proposal – Vlad Urukov Written Comments 
 

Market Rule Section Reference Description 
 

 

While I understand the applicability of 
“integrated fashion” when applied to a real time 
energy and OR markets (i.e., joint 
optimization), does this term make sense across 
Day Ahead AND real-time. These are distinct 
markets with integrated Energy and OR, but not 
integrated across all four bullets. 
 
Why is OR thought as comprised of “physical 
transactions”. I understand the distinction to 
“virtual” but perhaps there is more appropriate 
terminology for reserve, which is a stand by 
product.  

Stakeholder Feedback and IESO Response 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 
 
 

 
 

The MMCP is a defined term. I propose the 
definition is repeated here rather than coming 
up with new language. 
 
The MORP is a defined term. I propose the 
definition is repeated here rather than coming 
up with new language. 
 
 
Also, if the “by the IESO board” is a change to 
MMCP and MORP, propose language is added to 
Chapter 11 definitions as it exists for 
“Settlement floor price for energy” 
 
 
Correct “;” to a “.” For 1.6.1.4 

 

 

Can we confirm that variable generation 
resource is defined. Seems there is a term 
missing in the latest revision of Ch 11 

 

These were subject to public consultation. 
Check if IESO Board is appropriate and/or 
additional language should be added to 
describe the process and participant 
engagement. 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

What is a “lamination volume limit”? 

 

Why “for a given dispatch day”.  Wouldn’t the 
same apply even if it is for a given “hour”? 
Propose “during a given dispatch day” 
 
I don’t think “administrative pricing” is defined 
– “administrative price” is 

 

Use defined terms or at least use “calculation 
engines”. Is it issuance or publication? 
 
What is an example of such information? 

 

In case there is an active dispute when the new 
market is operationalized, what reference levels 
will the IESO use – should that possibility be 
recognized in the market rules.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

I don’t understand 2.1.3.3’s reference to “in the 
case of a distribution system” when 2.1.1 refers 
to “facility embedded within a distribution” 
system. Propose to correct or clarify. 
 
Even if corrected to include “facility embedded 
within a distribution”, confirm the 1MW applies 
(if its embedded) 

 

“Maximum number of starts per day” is a 
defined term – italicize.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

 

 

 

 

Change “not exceeding …” to limited to the 
number of. Current wording suggest the value 
has to be less then the number of units, which 
is not the case.  
 
Not clear if starts will increment once the 
schedule is again lower than the number  

 

Add “and” after “;” 
 
Clarify if these forbays need to be linked, as the 
timelag is only a feature of the linked forebay 
 
Consider adding specificity in terms of which 
forebays are referenced here.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

 

 
 
 
 

What is the reason for removal of 
“commissioning generation facility” while 2.2A 
still states “in accordance with section 2.2”. 
Now section 2.2 doesn’t have any made 
mention of commissioning.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
 

 

 

Why is the word “associated” deleted? The term 
resources is not mentioned in the first part of 
the sentence and therefore the term “those … 
resources” is unclear – what resources is this 
referring to? 

 

Could you explain why changing to a DL 
required 180 days in comparison to the 75 days 
for any other direction of change on the load 
side (including from a DL to NDL or PRL) 
 
2.2.20 adds confusion in relation to 2.2.19.2 
which gives a 75 day window.  

 

 

Where is the “resource specific information” 
listed (see Deletion of Ch 9). Also, isn’t there a 
further requirement as to what some of the 
information is to actually contain – see 
definition requirements.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

 

 

 

Why does 2.2A.2 use the term “generation 
facilities associated with a self-scheduling 
generation resource” while applied to 
“commissioning generation facility” rather than 
the term “self-scheduling generation facility”, 
which is already defined based on a “self-
scheduling generation resource” 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Why does 2.2.A.3 refer to participation in the 
day ahead or real time markets, whereas 
2.2.A.1 refers to participation in only the real 
time market.  

 

 
 
 

3.1.12 and 3.1.13 refer to instances when an 
ADE is not established, meaning its not set 
whereas 3.1.13 speaks to an increase 
presumably from a set value. Seems like 3.1.14 
need to be amended to reflect an approval of 
something more than an increase to cover 
section 3.1.12/13 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Are “day-ahead market submission window”, 
“day ahead market restricted window” and 
“standing dispatch data” defined terms? 

 

In what case will the IESO use 3.2.6 (most 
recent dispatch data) in the context of 3.2.4 
which states the IESO will approve submission 
within a window. Is this saying that if the IESO 
DOES NOT approve as per 3.2.4, the IESO 
WILL then use the data submitted before 10:00 
EPT on the day prior? 
 
It is not very clear with the current wording 
 
Is EPT deliberate, where EST is used 
elsewhere? 
 

 

In IESO’s response to OPG comment on 3.2.5, 
the IESO indicated that the language should not 
only reflect IESO’s inability to “receive dispatch 
data”, but also a participant’s ability to “send 
information”. The current language does not 
reflect this dual mode of failure and should be 
updated. 
 

 

“on a resource” or “for a resource”? 
What is the difference between a revision to 
dispatch data and revised dispatch data.  
 
What is the significance/intent of this  section? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Change “;” to “:” 

 

What is the significance of the reference to 
market manual? In what circumstance will the 
MM allow for a revised ADE? 

 

 

Is the intent of this statement that a GOG-
eligible resource scheduled in DA can not 
increase SNL and can not increase the prices 
for quantities up to MLP from the last DA offer 
price? 
 
If so, suggest clarifying as “above the latest 
offer price corresponding to this quantity” 
 

 

 

 

Explain rationale for not changing offers for 
hours when a resource has NOT received a 
commitment? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Why is the term “latest offer” used in 3.3.3.7 
and “its energy offer prices” in 3.3.3.8 

 

Explain what does “b” require? An example 
would be useful 

 

a) relates to time and b) to a quantity  
 
explain how a and b are applied with an 
example 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Assuming these are “and” conditions, apply 
same nomenclature as elsewhere using  
“; and”  

 

Can the resources be a part of a different 
facility? If so, what is the definition of “without 
delay”. Does this relate to a shared forebay 
definition? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

What “quantity” is being referenced in relation 
to “poses risk”? 

 

Explain the last sentence in regards to referring 
changes to the MSP. What criteria will the IESO 
use? Is this applicable only to section 3.3.5  

 

Change “;” with “.” For c) 

 

What is “certain daily dispatch data” referring to 
and what is the applicable market manual? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Is this applicable to (iv) or to 3.3.8  
Consider rewriting as a separate section 
 
Clarify what is “change in quantity” and under 
what circumstances. 
 
Why is the MSP flagged here given that this 
section is titled “obligation to Revise Dispatch 
Data”  

 

What is referred to here as “the appropriate”? 

 

What is referred to by “dispose of excess 
energy” 

 

Clarify that it is not the sum of the submissions, 
but rather the sum of all MHOs for each hour in 
a given day 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Reword “expects to be necessary”  in terms of 
what is expected to be necessary  

 

Are there any defined terms in 3.5.22.6? 
Replace “;” with “.” In 3.5.22.7 

  

 
 

 There is no further explanation as to what is 
expected from a thermal state submission in 
3.5.35 
 
Are both of these needed? 

 

Why was “for each class of OR” deleted? There 
are 2-5 PQ pairs for each class – see 3.6.1 

 

Clarify “by a corresponding”. There can be up 
to 20 energy offers and 5 OR offers. Consider 
rewording for clarity 

 
 

Proposes to inject “energy” ? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
 

 

Where are the extra requirments re 10N and 
30R as per below flagged 
 

 

 

Isn’t the submission of the RLP in itself 
sufficient to govern the DSO. It may be hard for 
participants to track this. In other words, why 
submit an RLP if the participant then is 
expected only to offer if RLP is not an issue? 

 

Is it practicale for participants to remove OR 
offers based on a PD energy run, as 
subsequent runs the energy schedule may be 
above RLP. In essense same point as above, 
isn’t the RLP there to help participant not 
needing to micromanage offers? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Is the use of EST/EPT particulary for 2.2 and 
2.3 deliberate?  

 

I don’t see “intertie meter” as a defined term, 
only “intertie metering point”. Connected is not 
a defined term, “connect” is. 

 

“may” vs “will”. In what circumstances will the 
IESO use this, particularly given the recent 
issue in this regard? 

 

Propose “that represents” instead of “to 
represent” 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
“reliable” is not a defined term. 

Should it be “contingency event” (not “events” 
plural) which is defined as a failure of single or 
multiple components? 

What practice is referred to by  the statement 
“IESO’s commitment to neighbouring 
trnamission systems for regulation”? 

Why is “demand forecast” not inlcuded in 
“forecast data” in 3A.1.7? 

“DAM calculation engine” is not a defined term, 
although day-ahead market and DAM are both 
defined. Would be less confusing if only one is 
used. 

IESO’s feedback stated that notification will 
take the form of “DAM notification” on IESO’s 
website as per MM4.1. S7.2.  Suggest language 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
reflects means of notification or at a minimum 
states “in accordance with the MM”  

What is the “forecast period” in this context? Is 
it a longer period than the “for the next 
dispatch day”? If not, consider removing or 
clarifying 

Can you provide an example of how these 
prices will be published. 

Can you provide an example of how the 
“summary of hours related to global market 
power” will be published. 

“Publish” is a defined term but “issue” is not. I 
assume the distinction relates to publishing 
broadly vs. providing specifically on a 
participant basis. Consider defining “issue” for 
consistency  

Could you provide an example of the 
information that will be provided 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
What is the definition of “materially incorrect”?  
This is confusing as PD will be issued every 
hour. Clarify what is meant here in reference to 
“the previous PD schedule”? 

Consider adding specificity related to these 
being locational prices, and/or Ontario zonal 
price etc… 

What is the difference between “actual” and 
“forecast” in the context of PD 

Consider adding “as per …” in order to point to 
the part of the MR where this expansion 
request  

` 

“two minutes before” seems very precise. 
Consider making a more flexible statement. 

6.2.1.3 is missing the “action” i.e., shall be set 
etc… as it is a distinct entry from 6.2.1.2 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
What is meant by “the total energy and 
operating reserve in real time schedules”? 

Clarify with an example. This indicates a single 
set for 12 intervals rather than 12 runs. What is 
the exact application  

What is meant by “total energy from such 
operating reserve”? 

I don’t think “trading date” is a defined term, 
“trading day” is.  

Can you elaborate on what this is. Will this be 
given on a participant resolution? What is the 
definition of “significant”. What is meant to 
“result of the real-time calculation”. Can you 
provide an example and discuss the frequency 
being at least once a month. What happens if 
there are no such instances in a given month? 
What is meant by “for each dispatch interval”? 
Clarify that each 5 minutes will issue data for 
one interval at a time, rather than balance of 
intervals for the entire hour 

How often will “the schedule to provide 
contracted ancillary services” be issued 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
What “ancillary services” are included in 
6.7.3.2? 

Propose to add “issued a release notification for 
that resource” as at a participant level there 
may be multiple release notifications for other 
resources. 

Why was “best effort” notionall lowered to 
“reasonable effort”? Does the IESO expect a 
different level of ability to provide these 
advisories? If not, best effort should remain as 
the goal. 

Same as above, “best effort” should be the 
aspirational standard. Also is “cosistent with” 
well defined?  “Closely approximate” is more 
clear.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
“Failure of a resource to follow dispatch” is a 
very low bar to have the IESO not comply with 
7.2.1.  Propose language is added to qualify the 
subset of instances where not following 
dispatch by one resource would cause the IESO 
to not comply with 7.2.1 

Same comment re “reasonable” vs “best effort” 

The original language stated that the IESO may 
issue instructions that depart from the pre-
dispatch schedule. 

The new language states that the IESO doesn’t 
have to issue instrucitons altoghether.  

That is a material difference and I don’t 
understand why the IESO woulnd’t issue ANY 
instruction if, for example, a resource fails to 
follw dispatch instructions (7.2.5A.3)  
Consider reinstating original language.  

Aso clarify that this section applies only to “a 
boundary resource” 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
Isn’t NISL violation respected in the calc 
engine? A bit surpirsed that a schedule would 
violate it in the first place. 

7.1.1A captures dispatchable loads and as such 
section 7.3.1.2 is not accurate in terms of its 
reference to “additional energy production”. 
See 7.4.2 

Also consider rewording 7.3.1.3 replacing 
“same” with a more descriptive language. 

Confirm boundary enetiry receive a ramp rate 
indication as described here.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
Please comment on how 7.4.2.1 and 7.4.6 are 
related ensuring that there isn’t overall over-
collection as both of these items are reductions 
to revenues under the same condgition. 

Currently there are two documents that speak 
to compliance with dispatch – an Interpretation 
Bulletin and a Statement of Approach. It will be 
much better if the IESO issues one, clear 
document outlining expectations and means of 
assessment (data source, meter type etc) 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
Applying language at the resource level, takes 
us further from the compliance aggregation 
model that allows for resources to meet 
dispatch at an aggregate level. Please comment 
on how compliance aggregation is 
contemplated here. 

Is the appropriate unit of application the 
resource or the facility? 

Is publicaiton of data adressed in another 
section? 

Should state “determine and issue” if “issue” is 
a term covering instanses when IESO shares 
confidential information with a market 
participant (see prior note).  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
It is unclear what priority would be used by the 
IESO to use one  of more of these ways of  
Determining administered prices. It is also 
unclear why there are so many options. 

Will locational prices be consistent  with the 
source as to how they were derived. Or 
different approached can be applied to each 
location? How can participants validate the 
approach used? 

The IESO should add language in terms of 
determining and issuing Economic Operating 
Point and any other relevant information in 
accordance with a specified timeline (reference 
to 6 BD in 8.3.1) 

Is the IESO expecting contracted ancillary 
services to be provided at a resource level 
(rather than a facility)? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Why are DA MWPs included in the “not entitled” 
provision given that the reduction of active 
power is a real time phenomenon? 
Also what if the reduciton is only partially 
causing the MWPs (as in there are other 
reasosn why the MWP is being received). 
Suggest this laguage is updated to reflect only 
the MPWs that is associated with the event.  

 

It is unclear what constitutes a type of “failure 
to follow dispatch” in terms of materiality that 
would warrant the IESO to not issue a start up 
notice. Same comment was made previosuly in 
terms of clarity in regards to what constitutes 
singificant instance of not following dispatch.  

 

I can’t tell if the ‘s’ has been inadvertantly 
deleted? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Could the IESO confirm that the use of different 
ways to specify the relevant resource (GOG-
eligible vs Dispatchalbe Gen that is a non quick 
stat and not Nuclear) is intentional. An example 
would be useful. 

 

“Intermittend generators” should be its own 
category and “any generator….”  a new item 
Split into 11.1.2.2 and 11.1.2.3 

 

“embedding facility” is not a defined term. 
Consider defining it for clarity. 
 
 

 

Please confirm that with the deletion of the two 
hour reference, a quick start resourse would 
have NO obligation to notify the IESO as long 
as it received an instruction.  
 
Please describe how this will work from a timing 
perspective. If the first instruction is received at 
the top of the hour for example, the applicable 
resource may need to have already 
synchronized. Again, questioning the timing 
aspect of having the have achnowledged an 
instruciton as a pre-condition to synchronize.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 
 
Also in the context of “synchronize …. to … 
embedding facility”, is the notion of dispatch 
instruction (which indicates dispatchability) 
appropriate in the context of “embedded gen”, 
which doesn’t receive a dispatch? 
 

 

 
 

What is a “proposed synchronization plan”? 
Please expland on the significance of the plan 
and as to what that encompasses. 

 

How is “receit of the notification” established?  
 
Could you cross-reference the “any applicable 
provisions … relating to over-generation 
dispatch”. It is important for generators to have 
a clear understanding as to when the IESO may 
require de-synch 

 

Should there be a corresponding section in the 
precedding section that specifies that a 
resource may request approval that will be 
conditional on 11.2.4A. This section speaks to 
an ability but it is unclear under what 
circumstances a participant may ask for such 
approval in the first place.  
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Whereas the synchornizaiton plan was limited 
to “non-quick start resources”, this section 
applies to all generators. Can you clarify how 
this applies to “quick-start”, preticualrly given 
the condition that getting an instruciton is 
sufficient to synchronize. Is there a 
synchronizaiton plan specific to a “quick start” 
resource? If not consider, revising and limiting 
to “non-quick start” 

 

 

 

 

Based on the definition of GOG-eligible 
resource, does it make sense to incldue “ …. or 
embedding facility”?  
 
Is there a significance of the pluralziaiton of 
“dispatch instructions” – does a resource have 
to receive at least two such instructions? 
Consider providing an example. 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

 Deleted language specified “at least one hour”, 
whereas new language is “one hour”. Calrify if 
“at least one hour” still applies and if not, what 
is the flexibility that must exsit as participatns 
won’t be able to notficy exactly one hour in 
advance. 

 

Please clarify how this process will work for 
“quick start” resources.  If the resource needs 
to notify five minutes in advance (see 11.3.1) 
and the IESO has 5 minutes to accept, then 
there is an obvious possibility that there will be 
lack of clarity by the time the resource needs to 
take action.  
 
Or, is 11.3.4 specific to non-quick start as it 
speaks to a “plan”.  See comment on needing 
to define what such plan is. If the latter 
consider, limiting to the relevant resource.  

 

How does this work for “quick start” resources, 
given the 5 minute window? See comment 
above. 



34 
 

Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

There is a material difference between “de-
synchronize” and “to not synchronize” 
 
Isn’t the IESO’s ability to requrest desynch for 
reliability already captured in other sections? 
 
Isn’t the “to not synchize” covered in the above 
sections which give the IESO the right to reject 
approval in all possible cases? 
 
As per above, I do not think this section is 
required unless it introduces a new case – 
please explain. 

 

What is the definition of ”energy capability of 
generation resource”. Is this different than the 
“genertor capability” report which is an after 
the fact report? 

 

What is the significance of the use of EPT in a. 
on days prior and EST in d. ? 
 
Is the “;”, supposed to be a “,”? 
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Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

What is the significance of “or an advisory of 
the total MW of energy being directed to 
submit….” 
Seems there would be duplication of advisory 
notices – is that intentional? 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Inconsistency of “to increase demand” as 
compared to “that will reduce demand”. 
Recommending to align.  
 
Also I don’t think the definition of “response” 
(italization of defined term) is what is captured 
in the Chapter 3 definition which is the basis of 
the defined term.  Remove italisization  

 

Consider changing “implement” to “enact”  or 
“execute” 

 

 

I don’t see “market operations” as a defined 
term in Ch 11. Therefore the deletion in 13.1.1 
is innapropriate as it leaves the term undefined.  
 
 



36 
 

Market Rule Section Reference Description 

 

Given the locational nature of the prices, will 
the IESO also validate revenue sufficiency as it 
relates to instances when these prices are not 
sufficient to cover participant costs at a 
locational level. (see comment re: locational 
nature of administered prices) 

 

Correct font size 

 

Italisize “offer” in i)  
 
Could you clarify if non complinace with 21.4.2 
will result in further action than the forgoing of 
DA and RT MWPs described in 21.4.3 
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