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Tolling Agreement decisions,527

1 CAISO Track 4 opening testimony of Robert Sparks submitted August 5, 2013,

2 SCE and SDG&E Track 4 opening testimony submitted August 28, 2013.

3 See Figure 11-1 of SCE Track 4 opening testimony, page 8. This vaiue is based on the
Los Angeles Basin Generation scenario (2,802 MW) and recommended additional 500 MW of 
procurement authorization (see p, 7 of SCE Track 4 opening testimony),

4 See Table 3 of SDG&E Track 4 opening testimony of John M. Jontry, page 12,

5 Decision 13-02-015 and Decision 13-03-029, respectively.
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® See page 1 of Track 4 reply testimony submitted by the Sierra Club which states that “[e]ven 
without considering the [CAISO's] 2013/2014 transmission studies, there is no need for new 
generation.” Also see page 2 of Track 4 reply testimony submitted by CEJA.

^ See pages 2-1 through 2-3 of PG&E’s reply testimony regarding a Track 4 need determination.

Decision 13-02-015 and Decision 13-03-029, respectively.

® See poag ORA’s Track 4 reply testimony of Robert IVl, Fagan and pages II-3 and II-6 of
Track 4 reply testimony of CEERT.
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being considered to meet this need, the CPUC should provide procurement 
authorization as soon as possible to ensure local reliability is maintained in 

southern California.
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SCE and SDG&E did not evaluate 2018 needs in their 2012 LTPP Track 4 studies. 

^ See pages 3 and 9 of TURN’S Track 4 reply testimony.
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attributes, associated with each alternative,21

22

23

24

25 Q 9

southern California is necessary at this time?28

27 A 9 A total local
at this time t<28

ai . date29 on

pages 2 and 4 of TURN’S Track 4 reply testimony,

^ See Figure 11-1 of SCE Track 4 opening testimony, page 8, This value is based on the
Los Angeles Basin Generation scenario (2,802 MW) and recommended additional 500 MW of 
procurement authorization (see p, 7 of SCE Track 4 opening testimony).

Table 3 of SDG&E Track 4 opening testimony of John M, Jontry, page 12,
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Track 1 of this proceeding,20

21 Q 11

22 A 11

23

24

tive25

is26

proceeding,1627

28 Q 12

29 A 12

30

pages 2-4 of AES Southland’s Track 4 reply testimony of Hala N. Balllouz; pages 47-48 and 
54-55 of Independent Energy Producers Association’s Track 4 reply testimony; pages 3 and 9 of 
TURN’S Track 4 reply testimony; and pages 3-4 of WPTF’s Track 4 reply testimony,

pages 4-10 of TURN’S Track 4 reply testimony.
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costs, It states that the Commission shall:29
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^ See pages 8-15 of AReM/DACC’s joint Track 4 reply testimony and page 13 of WPTF’s Track 4
reply testimony.

See page 7 of AReM/DACC’s joint Track 4 reply testimony.
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19 A 14 , it does.
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