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	2023 Interconnection Process Enhancements updates and other process updates, including:
Implementation Deposit – Section 3.12
Commercial Viability Criteria Clarification – 6.1.5.1
Clarify timing allowance for fuel type changes – 6.5.3 & 6.5.10
Construction Sequencing request timing – 6.2.1.4
Post-COD Mod request technical requirements – 6.4.2
Customer response time to modification deficiency – 6.4.4 
TPD Transfer Limitations – 6.5.4
Clarification that technology change request may impact or be impacted by TPD status – 6.5.5
Limited Operation Study request timing – Section 8
Limited Operation Study and MMA timing – Section 8


[bookmark: _Toc420935465]3.12 Implementation Deposit 	Comment by Author: Just some paragraph breaks, here and below.
Within thirty (30) days of the effective date of the GIA, the Interconnection Customer will provide the CAISO with a $35,000 implementation deposit. Generating facilities interconnecting pursuant to a Participating TO Wholesale Distribution Access Tariff must submit a $6,000 implementation deposit at the commencement of the CAISO new resource implementation process. The CAISO will deposit the implementation deposit in an interest bearing account at a bank or financial institution designated by the CAISO. 

The implementation deposit will be applied to pay for prudent costs incurred by the CAISO or third parties at the direction of the CAISO to manage the Interconnection Request between GIA execution and the Commercial Operation Date, including without limitation executing GIA amendments, modeling and testing for synchronization, preparing for metering and telemetry, and incorporating the Generating Units into the CAISO Markets. The CAISO will not use implementation deposit funds to offset or obviate processes that require separate deposits under this GIDAP, including without limitation Material Modification Assessments, Permissible Technological Advancements, and Limited Operation Studies. 

The Interconnection Customer will be responsible for the actual costs incurred by the CAISO and applicable Participating TO(s). If the actual costs are less than the deposit provided by the Interconnection Customer, the Interconnection Customer will be refunded the balance, including interest earned. If the actual costs are greater than the deposit provided by the Interconnection Customer, the Interconnection Customer will pay the balance within thirty (30) days of being invoiced. The Participating TO(s) will invoice the CAISO for any work within seventy-five (75) days of the Commercial Operation Date or withdrawal, and, within thirty (30) days thereafter, the CAISO will issue an invoice or refund to the Interconnection Customer, as applicable, based upon such submitted Participating TO invoices and the CAISO’s own costs. 

In the event that the CAISO confirms that the PTO has no costs under the Implementation Deposit, the CAISO will forgo the 75-day period and provide the invoice or refund within 30 days.

6.1.5.1 Commercial Viability
Commercial viability is not applicable for Commercial Operation Date acceleration requests or when only a technical modification is requested.  In the event that a modification request and results trigger an extension of the Commercial Operation Date and where commercial viability is applicable, commercial viability must be demonstrated.	Comment by Author: Moved below, under “Exceptions.”	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 

To demonstrate commercial viability when applicable, the Interconnection Customer must meet all of the following criteria for the project: 
a.	the Interconnection Customer must have applied for the necessary governmental permits or authorizations appropriate at the time of the request considering the proposed construction schedule of the project, and the permitting authority must have deemed such provided documentation to be data adequate for the authority to initiate its review process.  The CAISO, in consultation with the Participating TO, will determine what permits are appropriate for the project based on the project’s specific facts;
b.	the Interconnection Customer has an executed power purchase agreement (PPA), and the PPA must have the following in common with the proposed Generating Facility in the GIA:
1.	the Point of Interconnection; 
2.	MW capacity (allowing differences in utility defined project size before transformation and line losses);
3.	fuel type and technology; and 
4.	site location; 
c.	the Interconnection Customer must demonstrate Site Exclusivity for 100% of the property necessary to construct the Generating Facility through the COD requested in the modification request.  A Site Exclusivity Deposit does not satisfy this criterion; 
d.	the Interconnection Customer has an executed GIA; and
e.	the GIA for the Generating Facility must be in good standing such that: (1) neither the Participating TO nor the CAISO has provided a Notice of Breach; or (2) if such Notice has been issued, the breach has either been cured or the Interconnection Customer has commenced sufficient curative actions consistent with the relevant terms of the GIA.

6.1.5.2  Exceptions to Commercial Viability Criteria
Limited Exception for Interconnection Customers who do not have a PPA
If an Interconnection Customer satisfies all commercial viability criteria except criterion (b) above, the CAISO will postpone converting the Generating Facility to Energy-Only Deliverability Status for one year from the day the Interconnection Customer submits the modification request, or eight years after the CAISO received the Interconnection Request, whichever is later.  Interconnection Customers exercising this provision must continue to meet all other commercial viability criteria during this period.

One-time Exception for Customers with Recently Published Phase II Study Results
Interconnection Customers in Queue Cluster 7 and beyond whose Phase II Interconnection Study reports identify a Network Upgrade required for the project that is beyond the 7-year threshold are exempt from the commercial viability criteria provided that they modify their project dates, including the COD within six (6) months of the CAISO’s publishing the Phase II Interconnection Study report.  Such change should be enacted by the Interconnection Customer providing an MMA in accordance with Section 6 of this BPM.  This exemption is inapplicable to report addenda or revisions required by a request from an Interconnection Customer to modify its project for any reason.  In other words, if, at the time the Phase II study results are published, the earliest achievable In-Service and CODs for the project are beyond 7 years, the Generating Facility will not be subject to the commercial viability criteria if they request to extend the project milestones to the earliest achievable In-Service Date and COD.  

If the Interconnection Customer desires In-Service and CODs beyond these earliest-achievable dates, such a request will be subject to the commercial viability criteria.

Commercial Operation Date acceleration:  Commercial Viability Criteria are not applicable for Commercial Operation Date acceleration requests or when only a technical modification is requested, even where the current Commercial Operation Date is beyond 7 years time in queue.  In the event that a modification request and results trigger an extension of the Commercial Operation Date, even though such an extension was not requested, then where Commercial Viability Criteria are applicable, compliance with those criteria must be demonstrated.	Comment by Author: Moved from 6.1.5.1 above, with additional edits for clarity.	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 	Comment by Author: 

PTO delay:  Commercial Viability Criteria are not applicable if the COD must be extended due to a delay beyond the dates in the executed GIA in Participating TO construction of required PTO’s Interconnection Facilities or Network Upgrades, as long as the delay is not caused by any action or inaction by the Interconnection Customer.  Documentation supporting such a COD extension can be from: (1) a formal PTO delay notice; (2) a study report (e.g., Reassessment report); or (3) a Transmission Development Forum (TDF) spreadsheet revision.

FCDS timeline:  Commercial Viability Criteria are not applicable for COD extensions to match the in-service dates of Network Upgrades needed to support a TPD Allocation award.

[bookmark: _Toc369876894][bookmark: _Toc368318122]6.2.1.4 Construction Sequencing[footnoteRef:2] [2:   See Appendix U, Section 12.2; Appendix Y, Section 12.2; or Appendix DD, Section 14.2; as applicable.] 

If a the COD of a proposed Generating Facility requires ais COD extension or acceleration changed by approximately  no more than 6 months (either before or after the COD set forth in the GIA), then the requested change in dates for the In-Service Date, Initial Synchronization Date, and COD may be requested and approved without going through the MMA process.  

Interconnection Customers with executed GIAs, where the Generating Facility has commenced construction, and is within nine (9) months of the then-current Initial Synchronization Date  will communicate this information in their monthly status reports.  Construction sequencing extensions may be exerciserequestd  Construction Sequencing  to delay or accelerate the COD byfor up to a cumulative six (6) months before triggering the need for an MMA request.  A COD may only be extended pursuant to this section of the BPM if the required RNUs are completed.  If a COD needs tomust be extended because both Network Upgrades or PTO’s Interconnection Facilities are delayed, and because of a construction sequencing issue, the Network Upgrade delay will be considered first, and then the clock will start on 6 months of allowable construction sequencing.
[bookmark: _Toc368318123][bookmark: _Toc420935484][bookmark: _Toc434592567][bookmark: _Toc434592757][bookmark: _Toc16518221][bookmark: _Toc132807430][bookmark: _Toc141712945]6.4 Modification Assessment Process and Timeline[footnoteRef:3] [3:   See Appendix S, Section 1.3.4.2; Appendix U, Section 4.4.6; Appendix Y, Section 6.9.2.3; or Appendix DD, Section 6.7.2.3; as applicable..] 

[bookmark: _Toc420935485][bookmark: _Toc434592568][bookmark: _Toc434592758][bookmark: _Toc16518222][bookmark: _Toc132807431][bookmark: _Toc141712946][bookmark: _Toc368318124]6.4.1  Obligation for Assessment
Each modification assessment will be performed under the direction and oversight of the CAISO, although the Participating TO or third parties engaged by the Participating TO may perform certain parts of the assessment work pursuant to agreement between the CAISO and the Participating TO as to their allocation of responsibilities.[footnoteRef:4]  During the 45 60 calendar days, the CAISO and the Participating TO shall also determine whether a facility reassessment is required if the modification is deemed non-material.  In case a facility reassessment is required to update the Interconnection Facilities or Network Upgrades for the generator that is requesting the modification, the CAISO and the Participating TO shall use reasonable efforts to complete the modification assessment within 90 120 calendar days. The CAISO shall notify the Interconnection Customer that the assessment will take an additional 45 60 calendar days.  The CAISO will conduct or cause to be performed the required modification assessment and any additional assessment the CAISO determines to be reasonably necessary, and will direct the applicable Participating TO to perform portions of the assessment where the Participating TO has specific and non-transferable expertise or data and can conduct the assessment more efficiently and cost-effectively than the CAISO. [4:   See Appendix U, Section 13.2, 13.3 and 13.4; Appendix Y, Appendix 4; and Appendix DD, Appendix 4; as applicable.] 

The CAISO shall use reasonable efforts to commence and complete modification assessments within 45 60 calendar days.[footnoteRef:5]  For any portion of an assessment performed at the direction of the CAISO by the Participating TOs or by a third party, the CAISO shall require that this work also be completed within the timelines set forth in this BPM.  If an assessment cannot be completed within those timelines, the CAISO will notify the Interconnection Customer and provide an estimated completion date with an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.  [5:   See Appendix S, Section 1.3.4.2; Appendix U, Section 4.4.6; Appendix Y, Section 6.9.2.3; Appendix DD, Section 6.7.2.3 and this BPM Section 6.4.] 

The CAISO will also coordinate with Affected System Operators under Appendix Y, Section 3.7 and GIP BPM Section 18.1; and Appendix DD, Section 14.4 and GIDAP BPM Section 12.4.  However, the Interconnection Customer is responsible for contracting with any applicable Affected System for construction of Affected System Network Upgrades which are necessary to safely and reliably connect the proposed Generating Facility to the CAISO Controlled Grid.  The CAISO will provide Affected System Operators with information regarding any modification that has been approved.
[bookmark: _Toc420935486][bookmark: _Toc434592569][bookmark: _Toc434592759][bookmark: _Toc16518223][bookmark: _Toc132807432][bookmark: _Toc141712947]6.4.2  How and What to Submit for a Modification
The Interconnection Customer or Participating TO should submit all modification requests to QueueManagement@caiso.com for review.  The subject of this email should include the project name, queue position, and study process (i.e., serial, SGIP, C4, etc.).  In addition to the modification assessment deposit, all requests should include:
· a completed Modification Request Form
· For Post-COD modification requests, the interconnection request and technical data package must include the entire existing generating facility as well as the portions being changed, including technology addition.
· In the event an existing generating facility submits a post-COD modification request while simultaneously proceeding through the Transmission Planning BPM Generator Model Update process, the generating facility must complete the Transmission Planning BPM Generator Model Update process prior to the modification request being processed.
· applicable technical information and diagrams (except for changes to Appendix B milestones, all change requests should be accompanied by a complete revised Attachment A to the Interconnection Request, including both PSLF load flow and dynamic models.  
· The load flow model should be provided in GE PSLF .epc format.  
· The dynamic model should be provided using GE PSLF library models in .dyd format 
· Results from the Inverter Based Resource (IBR) Model Validation Procedure / Tool
In case the GE PSLF library does not contain the model for the technology of the Generating Facility, a user written *.p EPCL file should be submitted.  Because of a limitation on the number of user-defined models that can be used, it is recommended that the best available WECC-approved dynamics model be used);
Note: A list of deficiencies frequently found in technical data submitted with modification requests can be found here: 
· changes after the allowable time in queue must be accompanied by evidence that the Generating Facility meets the commercial viability criteria described in Section 6.1.5.1 of this BPM, including the following:
· Proof that necessary governmental permits or authorizations have been applied for
· A copy of the Power Purchase Agreement(s) (PPA).  The CAISO will review the PPA(s) to confirm the PPA(s) align with the Point of Interconnection, MW capacity, fuel type and technology, and site location listed in the GIA.  Please see Section 6.5.2.3 of this BPM for more details on aligning the PPA COD with the COD in the Generator Interconnection Agreement (GIA).  The Interconnection Customer may be asked to clarify differences between the PPA(s) and GIA, should they exist, and an MMA may be required to reconcile any date differences.
· Proof of site exclusivity for 100% of the property necessary to construct
[bookmark: _Toc12598068][bookmark: _Toc12598069][bookmark: _Toc12598070][bookmark: _Toc369876900][bookmark: _Toc15980105][bookmark: _Toc15982025][bookmark: _Toc16158389][bookmark: _Toc15980106][bookmark: _Toc15982026][bookmark: _Toc16158390][bookmark: _Toc15980107][bookmark: _Toc15982027][bookmark: _Toc16158391][bookmark: _Toc368318126][bookmark: _Toc420935488][bookmark: _Toc434592571][bookmark: _Toc434592761][bookmark: _Toc16518225][bookmark: _Toc132807434][bookmark: _Toc141712949]6.4.4 Timeline
The modification assessment will not commence until a completed modification request (including all of the necessary technical documents) has been deemed valid and data complete by the CAISO and the Interconnection Customer’s modification assessment deposit have been received.  

The applicable Participating TO will provide a list of deficiencies for the modification request, or any re-submittals from the Interconnection Customer in response to a deficiency notice, within 10 business days after the modification request or re-submittal is submitted.	Comment by Susan Schneider: We understand why our earlier suggestion about provision of a single deficiency list was not accepted, but we continue to believe that there should be time limits on PTO responses, not just the proposed limitation on the IC below.  This is especially important if the PTO is not limited to a single deficiency list.

Each modification assessment will be completed, and a response will be provided to the Interconnection Customer in writing, within 45 60 calendar days after the CAISO receives a completed modification request and modification assessment deposit, unless the modification request is submitted during the Reassessment process, the Phase I or Phase II study or any other exception provided for under the Tariff (see BPM Section 6.1.1 above).  If the modification request results in a change to the Interconnection Facilities or Network Upgrades, the modification assessment could take up to ninety one hundred and twenty (90120) calendar days.  If the modification assessment cannot be completed within that time period, the CAISO shall notify the Interconnection Customer and provide an estimated completion date with an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.  

During the modification request validation process, CAISO Queue Management will work with the PTOs to improve the initial and subsequent validation reviews and will host modification calls between CAISO/PTO engineering teams and the Interconnection Customer after the second or third validation turn.	Comment by Susan Schneider: This is language from the 2023 IPE Track 2 final proposal.  This helpful offer will be meaningless if it remains buried in the proposal document – documenting it here is necessary for ICs to understand that this help is available.

If during the modification request validation process, the IC fails to provide a timely response to any given request to cure deficiencies or otherwise provide a response, the CAISO reserves the right to cancel the modification request.  Therefore, if an interconnection customer does not respond to an modification package deficiency request or otherwise-related modification communication within 30 calendar days, the CAISO may cancel the request and will then refund any unused portion of the deposit.  If the request is canceled, the Interconnection Customer must resubmit a new modification request and deposit to restart the process.
[bookmark: _Toc369876923][bookmark: _Toc368315087][bookmark: _Toc368318140][bookmark: _Toc368318141][bookmark: _Toc420935495][bookmark: _Toc434592578][bookmark: _Toc434592768][bookmark: _Toc16518233][bookmark: _Toc132807442][bookmark: _Toc141712957][bookmark: _Toc368302948][bookmark: _Toc368303585][bookmark: _Toc368315089][bookmark: _Toc368318142][bookmark: _Toc368302949][bookmark: _Toc368315090][bookmark: _Toc368318143][bookmark: _Toc368302950][bookmark: _Toc368303587][bookmark: _Toc368315091][bookmark: _Toc368318144][bookmark: _Toc368302952][bookmark: _Toc368303589][bookmark: _Toc368315093][bookmark: _Toc368318146][bookmark: _Toc368318148]6.5.3 Changes to the Fuel Type of the Proposed Project
Generally, a change in the project’s fuel type absent a reduction in total MW capacity cannot be evaluated without a re-study, because the energy output profile of various fuel-types is different. In the deliverability study performed by the CAISO, the CAISO establishes an on-peak exceedance factor for each resource type as discussed in the table below.  As outlined in Section 6.1.3 of this BPM, where the CAISO has granted modifications after the conclusion of an Interconnection Customer’s Phase II Interconnection Study phase, the CAISO must be able to evaluate the change and find it acceptable without the need to undertake a re-study (Phase I and Phase II) in order to approve it as non-material.  
As detailed in Section 6.1.5 of this BPM and Section 6.7.2.5 of Tariff Appendix DD, fuel type changes are prohibited after (a) the Interconnection Customer has exceeded seven (7) years from the date the CAISO received its Interconnection Request without achieving its Commercial Operation Date, (b) the Interconnection Customer’s current Commercial Operation Date exceeds seven (7) years from the date the CAISO received its Interconnection Request, or (c) the change in fuel type will require the Interconnection Customer’s Commercial Operation Date to exceed seven (7) years from the date the CAISO received its Interconnection Request,a project has exceeded the allowable time in queue with the exceptions for de minimis changes and energy storage additions.  The CAISO will consider a change in fuel type before the allowable time in queue has been exceeded if the Interconnection Customer is willing to retain the maximum deliverability allowed by the deliverability transfer as described in Section 6.5.4.  
[bookmark: _Toc132807443][bookmark: _Toc141712958][bookmark: _Toc368318149][bookmark: _Toc420935496][bookmark: _Toc434592579][bookmark: _Toc434592769][bookmark: _Toc16518234][bookmark: _Toc340911403]6.5.4 Deliverability Transfer
Deliverability for Resource Adequacy purposes may not be assigned or otherwise transferred except as expressly provided by the CAISO Tariff.  An Interconnection Customer may reallocate its Generating Facility’s Deliverability to another Generating Facility that has a point of interconnection at the same substation/switchyard and at the same voltage level.  The Generating Facility’s aggregate output as evaluated in the Deliverability Assessment cannot increase as the result of any transfer, but may decrease based on the assignee’s Generating Unit characteristics and capacity.  The CAISO will inform the Interconnection Customer of each Generating Unit’s Deliverability Status and associated capacity as the result of any transfer.  The results will be based on the current Deliverability Assessment methodology.
Deliverability transfer may be requested through a deliverability transfer request, as part of a modification request, or as a part of a repowering request.  For example, an Interconnection Customer could request that deliverability be transferred from the original solar photovoltaic Generating Facility to an energy storage Generating Facility when requesting modification to add energy storage component to the solar PV generation project.  Alternatively, the Interconnection Customer could first request a modification to add an energy storage Generating Facility, and request a deliverability transfer after the approval of the modification.  
The Generating Facility receiving TPD transfers are subject to the same tariff requirements, obligations, limitations, and required timelines, as applicable, as the project that received the original TPD allocation. In other words, TPD transfers may not be used to circumvent existing tariff requirements.  Two examples that highlight potential situations:
1. [bookmark: _Toc144210298]Project A requested and received FCDS via a Group Three (3) TPD request.  Project A wants to transfer its TPD to Project B, a later queued project.  Since Group 3 is prohibited from extending its COD (otherwise it is converted to Energy Only deliverability status), Project B must have the same or an earlier COD as Project A and cannot extend that COD unless aligning the COD with the COD in an executed power purchase agreement (PPA) for Project B.  
2. If Project A requested and received FCDS via Group Three (3), and then requested a COD extension to align with the COD in an executed PPA, and a subsequent PTO extension is necessary, the COD would be based on the PTO extension date.  Due to the initial request to align the project COD with the COD in an executed PPA, if Project A requests to transfer TPD to Project B, Project B must also have an executed PPA.
3. If Project A requested and received FCDS via Group D, retained that TPD allocation in the following retention cycle via demonstration of being shortlisted or actively negotiating a power purchase agreement, and then requested a TPD Transfer to Project B, Project B must comply with the Group D retention requirements, including the demonstration of an executed power purchase agreement by the next TPD retention cycle.   
Additionally, unless the Interconnection Customer provides the CAISO with an executed Energy Only power purchase agreement for the capacity transferring Deliverability at the time it requests the Deliverability transfer, the resulting Energy Only capacity must be removed from queue by withdrawal or downsizing the Generating Facility.  The withdrawal or downsizing request must be submitted concurrent with the transfer request and such request cannot be canceled.  

[bookmark: _Toc132807444][bookmark: _Toc141712959]6.5.5  Project Technology Changes
6.5.1  Projects may request technology changes as identified below.  However, any changes that result in COD/milestone extensions will be evaluated as an Interconnection Customer requested change and will be subject to any applicable time in queue and TPD allocation obligations or restrictions. 
[bookmark: _Toc434592584][bookmark: _Toc434592774][bookmark: _Toc16518239][bookmark: _Toc132807449][bookmark: _Toc141712964]6.5.10 Energy Storage Capacity Conversions or Additions
Interconnection Customers may request to add or convert project’s technology to energy storage into an Interconnection Request in the queue.  The request will be reviewed through the MMA process outlined in Section 6.4 of this BPM.  These requests will either be (option 1) to replace up to 100% of an Interconnection Request with energy storage or (option 2) to add energy storage to an existing Interconnection Request.  
Option 1 – MW capacity conversion
Interconnection Customers may request to replace a portion or all of the requested MW interconnection capacity in their Interconnection Request with energy storage, except as prohibited as outlined in this BPM Section 6.5.3, Changes to Fuel Type of the Proposed Project.  Replacing existing capacity with storage is allowed provided the electrical characteristics of the Generating Facility are substantially unchanged.  Likewise, at any point in evaluating a fuel-type change, the CAISO may determine that the change is material such that it must come in the form of a new Interconnection Request.  
Option 2 – energy storage capacity addition 
[bookmark: _Toc420935508][bookmark: _Toc434592589][bookmark: _Toc434592779][bookmark: _Toc16518243][bookmark: _Toc132807459][bookmark: _Toc141712974][bookmark: _Toc398131197][bookmark: _Toc400026492]8. Limited Operation Study
In the event that a generation facility’s associated RNU(s) are not reasonably expected to be In-Service prior to the COD, the Interconnection Customer can request and fund a Limited Operation Study (“LOS”) in accordance with Article 5.9 of the GIA.  The LOS will determine the extent to which the generating facility can generate without the RNU(s) being In-Service.  The CAISO will accept requests for an LOS no earlier than 5 9 (nine) months prior to the Generating Facility’s Initial Synchronization.  If the Generating Facility is proposing to make other changes then an MMA will be required.  However, the LOS will not commence until a modification request is deemed technically valid.

Interconnection Customers may request a LOS by emailing QueueManagement@caiso.com and will be responsible for the actual costs incurred for the LOS.  A $10,000 study deposit is required.  Upon receipt of the request, the CAISO will coordinate a discussion of the RNU(s) that are delayed among the Interconnection Customer, the Participating TO, and the CAISO to determine the correct assumptions for the study.  The CAISO and Participating TO will develop a draft study plan that identifies the scope and assumptions including test schedule for the generating facility, and the schedule for the study.  The study scope and assumptions will be mutually agreed upon by the Interconnection Customer, Participating TO, and CAISO prior to the start of work.  The Interconnection Customer will receive invoices from the CAISO that list study expenses incurred and corresponding amounts due.  The Interconnection Customer shall pay all invoices within thirty (30) calendar days. 

In addition, if the testing of the generating facility is delayed due to delays in RNUs, the Interconnection Customer should notify the CAISO by emailing QueueManagement@caiso.com so that the CAISO can determine if an operating study similar to the LOS would be beneficial to establishing testing opportunities and limitations.  If it is determined that an operating study would be informative, then the process described above for the LOS deposit and study plan will be used.  

If an interconnection request package for any modification request is submitted simultaneously with a LOS that may impact the LOS, the results of the modification request must be deemed complete and valid prior to the ISO starting the LOS.  If a MMA is submitted after a LOS is completed and the MMA results may impact the LOS, the LOS may be re-evaluated or potentially restarted where a new LOS request may be required.	Comment by Author: Clarifications.
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