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SUBJECT: PG&E-15, CHAPTERS 7 & 9

QUESTION 011

Re: Rebuttal Ex. PG&E 15, Chapter 9, page 9-70, lines 22-26: Is it PG&E’s contention
that, given these data, curtailment would have occurred over fifty times since April 1,
2020 in the absence of Reserve Capacity, or were there other ways to avoid that
outcome?

ANSWER 011

PG&E is not asserting that curtailment would have been necessary each time Reserve
Capacity was utilized. Rather, PG&E is emphasizing that Reserve Capacity has
provided supply relief on more than 50 occasions since its inception. While it is possible
that curtailment could have been the only viable alternative to resolve some of these
occurrences in the absence of Reserve Capacity, that conclusion is inherently
speculative. The specific system conditions on those days, and whether they would
have resulted in curtailment absent immediate supply-side relief, cannot be determined
with certainty.
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