Excerpts from Resolution E-5211
Items to be addressed in January 8, 2023 ALs:  
This Is a Partial List
Does Not Include Topics Identified by Non-IOU Participants During Workshops Which Are in Addition to These Listed Topics

· These ALs shall specify which items have reached consensus within the workshop participants and which items have not reached consensus. If an item has not reached consensus, the Large IOUs shall provide details as to the bases for lack of consensus and the alternative proposals, if any. 
· Hence, we conclude the ALs have failed to include a “description of how the Utilities will implement Ordering Paragraph 15.” We reiterate our direction for the Large IOUs to comply with this requirement in the subsequent ALs as directed in the prior Decision as well as the workshop requirements in this Resolution. 
· We clarify that “whether” means the circumstances that lead to a reduction of export (e.g., a “yes or no” response to a specific scenario or question) and that “how” means the procedure to determine the level of reduction of export power (e.g., the process to determine an updated LGP and what changes are required to interconnection agreements or the grid)…. Given the clarification above, we find that the Large IOUs have failed to meet the requirements of OP 16. 
· These Tier 3 ALs shall fulfill the direction given in OP 16 by articulating specific and defined conditions (the “whether”) under which a LGP customer may be required to reduce export power to the lowest ICA-SG value identified at the time of interconnection or other value and shall propose a process (the “how”) to reduce a customer’s LGP. These conditions and this process proposal shall be actionable and described at a level of detail such that they do not require further stakeholder discussions to address policy or technical questions for implementation. 
· Therefore, for transparency, the Large IOUs shall delineate two sets of categories for circumstances that lead to curtailment of export power in the subsequent ALs. The Large IOUs shall identify any circumstances that are already applicable to generating facilities (i.e., business-as-usual, or existing practices). The Large IOUs shall further identify circumstances that would normally be applicable to existing practices but have specific considerations that are only applicable under the LGP-option (LGP-only practices) and detail the cause for why disparate treatment for LGP-option systems may be necessary. 
· … Factor 1 (The Utilities need to reduce generation to ensure safe and reliable service without grid updates) and Factor 2 (Future grid conditions resulting in actual hosting capacity being below the published Integration Capacity Analysis-SG) … In the subsequent ALs the Large IOUs shall discuss specifics of how these two Factors would inform whether and how curtailment should be imposed. Additionally, nothing in the Decision pre-empts the Large IOUs from taking proper action to avoid such curtailments (e.g., circuit reconfiguration) or from utilizing existing mitigations. 
· The Large IOUs should define and discuss what low-cost and common mitigations are available (and if the mitigations include grid upgrades) to avoid curtailment and under what circumstances they could be applied. 
· The application of this requirement raises fairness and cost causation issues. There are three elements that should be discussed: (1) the extent to which the LGP- option allows for performance that avoids triggering upgrades within existing hosting capacity constraints; (2) if future grid conditions reduce the hosting capacity, the extent to which Large IOUs may need to reduce generation to ensure safety and reliability without grid upgrades; and (3) the permanence of that reduction of capacity in generation. That is, if another entity takes future action that reduces hosting capacity for those using the LGP-option, the other entity is the one causing the issue and should ultimately be responsible for the cost of curing the lack of hosting capacity. The ability of LGP customers to dial back production to the grid hosting capacity is a convenient and expedient short-term fix, but this expediency alone is not justification for a permanent reduction of export power. As part of the discussions, the Large IOUs shall present on scenarios that trigger analysis using cost causation principle. 
· We further clarify that the Large IOUs reduction of the export value to the lowest value of the ICA-SG identified at the time of interconnection in response to future grid conditions is a limitation, not a requirement. The Large IOUs shall not request export power reductions in excess of the amount required to preserve safety and reliability and these reductions must be justified by the Large IOUs when giving notice to the LGP customer. We also note that nothing impedes ongoing power reduction to be negotiated by mutual agreement between the generating facility and the Large IOUs. This determination is made without changes to previous orders. 
· The workshop discussions as ordered in this Resolution shall clearly outline elements of the circumstances that will prompt a reduction of export power and specific reasons for doing so. Any reference to profile reductions needed for ensuring safe and reliable service shall be clearly substantiated and justified. Use cases that would result in such reductions shall be specified and enumerated. The underlying concern, triggering condition(s) and parameters that must be satisfied to justify a reduction in profile values for each prospective use case shall be explicitly specified. The Commission will not entertain arguments from the Large IOUs that merely state a reference to safety and reliability concerns without proper discourse articulating how profile reduction proposals ensure safety and reliability. This discourse shall include clear detailed examples and shall articulate the most likely outcomes of adopting or not adopting the proposals. This requirement applies to any topic where safety and reliability is concerned. 
· In our discussion of Issues 2A and 2B we identified topics brought up in protests that warrant discussion. In addition to those, here we present a partial list of items we have identified need addressing in the workshop discussions…. The topics initially identified for consideration during workshop discussions are: 
· Understanding of the Large IOUs’ current business-as-usual practices on curtailment of export power and how they apply to the LGP-option, including circumstances in which export power may be reduced to below the lowest ICA-SG value identified at time of interconnection; 
· Process for curtailment of export power for LGP customers and fairness to non-LGP customers who may have paid for grid upgrades; 
·  Defining Future Grid Conditions and the effect they may have on LGP customers; 
· Defining and evaluating the availability of mitigation options, and how mitigation options differ from upgrade measures; 
· Criteria to establish a new LGP and process to implement it. 
