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	The following checklist accompanies the report, Effectively Considering the Distribution System in Integrated Resource Plans (IRPs). The list summarizes leading practices identified in this study to help guide integration of distribution system elements in IRP using processes that are transparent, data-driven, and capable of optimizing investments across all levels of the electricity system. 

While the checklist includes the primary actor(s) for each item — public utility commission (PUCs), utilities, or both — stakeholder engagement is a hallmark of effective planning processes. For example, State Energy Offices and utility consumer advocates play important roles in identifying state and utility customer interests and actions that support those interests. 



	Action
	Primary Actor(s)

	Regulatory & Institutional Alignment

	[bookmark: Check1]|_| Develop regulatory frameworks for integrated or coordinated system planning
	PUCs

	|_| Align utility regulatory guidance for IRP and distribution system planning (e.g., specify expectations for consistent forecasts and scenarios)
	PUCs

	|_| Develop a roadmap to improve practices over time and establish a common vision
	Utilities

	Aligned Timelines & Horizons

	|_| Sequence planning cycles so distribution insights (e.g., available hosting capacity) feed into IRP decisions on time, and vice versa (e.g., quantity of grid-edge resources [GERs[footnoteRef:1]] selected in IRP) [1:  Also called distributed energy resources.] 

	PUCs

	Stakeholder Engagement & Transparency

	|_| Share scenarios, assumptions, and results openly with public utility commissions and stakeholders to solicit input on consistency
	Utilities

	|_| Incorporate stakeholder input from various forums into unified forecast assumptions, scenario design, and review processes
	Utilities

	Common Data & Assumptions

	|_| Establish unified methodologies, associated load and GER forecasts, and adoption scenarios across IRP and distribution planning
	Utilities, PUCs

	|_| Maintain a unified integrated data set in an accessible repository for sharing inputs and results
	Utilities

	Disaggregated Distribution Forecasting

	|_| Align IRP and feeder and substation-level distribution forecasts through a reconciliation method to capture both local and bulk system needs
	Utilities

	Hosting Capacity & Deliverability

	|_| Assess results of hosting capacity and GER deliverability studies in the IRP process
	Utilities

	|_| Publish hosting capacity maps/tools to guide developer siting decisions for procurements coming out of IRPs
	Utilities, PUCs

	Convergent vs. Divergent Value Analysis

	|_| Screen all eligible identified electricity system needs for cost-effective non-wires alternatives
	Utilities

	|_| Identify when, where, and how GERs provide simultaneous (convergent) benefits to bulk power and distribution needs and evaluate these potential solutions in more detail
	Utilities

	|_| Flag cases where GERs help one level of the electricity system but not the other (divergent) and determine possible mitigations
	Utilities

	Bulk Power & Distribution System Resource Co-Optimization

	|_| Use technology-neutral procurements
	Utilities 

	|_| Include GERs as a selectable resource in IRPs and use technology-neutral methodologies for performance accreditation to allow GERs to contribute to resource adequacy assessments
	Utilities

	|_| Incorporate findings from coordinated planning into procurement processes and validate planning assumptions for cost and performance based on procurements
	Utilities
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