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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

• The Commission should adopt the CAISO’s recommendation to specify the IRP proceeding 
as the venue to determine the specific portfolio of resources that will be procured to replace 
Aliso Canyon. 
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The California Community Choice Association1 (CalCCA) submits these reply 

comments pursuant to Rule 14.3 of the California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) 

Rules of Practice and Procedure2 on the proposed Decision Adopting Biennial Assessment 

Process3 (Proposed Decision), dated November 13, 2024.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Proposed Decision correctly defers the procurement of any non-gas fired generation 

needed to reduce the reliance on the Aliso Canyon gas storage facility (Aliso Canyon) to a 

procurement-related proceeding. The Commission “finds reasonable the Staff Proposal’s 

 
1  California Community Choice Association represents the interests of 24 community choice 
electricity providers in California: Apple Valley Choice Energy, Ava Community Energy, Central Coast 
Community Energy, Clean Energy Alliance, Clean Power Alliance of Southern California, CleanPowerSF, 
Desert Community Energy, Energy For Palmdale’s Independent Choice, Lancaster Energy, Marin Clean 
Energy, Orange County Power Authority, Peninsula Clean Energy, Pico Rivera Innovative Municipal 
Energy, Pioneer Community Energy, Pomona Choice Energy, Rancho Mirage Energy Authority, Redwood 
Coast Energy Authority, San Diego Community Power, San Jacinto Power, San José Clean Energy, Santa 
Barbara Clean Energy, Silicon Valley Clean Energy, Sonoma Clean Power, and Valley Clean Energy. 
2  State of California Public Utilities Commission, Rules of Practice and Procedure, California 
Code of Regulations Title 20, Division 1, Chapter 1 (May 2021): https://webproda.cpuc.ca.gov/-
/media/cpuc-website/divisions/administrative-law-judge-division/documents/rules-of-practice-and-
procedure-may-2021.pdf. 
3  Proposed Decision Adopting Biennial Assessment Process, Investigation (I.) 17-02-002 (Nov. 13, 
2024): https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/SearchRes.aspx?docformat=ALL&docid=545343706. 

https://webproda.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/divisions/administrative-law-judge-division/documents/rules-of-practice-and-procedure-may-2021.pdf
https://webproda.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/divisions/administrative-law-judge-division/documents/rules-of-practice-and-procedure-may-2021.pdf
https://webproda.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-website/divisions/administrative-law-judge-division/documents/rules-of-practice-and-procedure-may-2021.pdf
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/SearchRes.aspx?docformat=ALL&docid=545343706
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portfolio mix of carbon neutral resources – renewable generation and storage, building 

electrification, and energy efficiency – and leaves for other proceedings to determine in what 

proportion these resources will be procured and how and when they will come online.”4 CalCCA 

strongly supports this finding and recommends, in response to parties’ Opening Comments,5 that 

the Commission:  

• Adopt the California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO’s) recommendation 
to specify the Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) proceeding as the venue to 
determine the specific portfolio of resources that will be procured to replace Aliso 
Canyon. 

II. THE CAISO’S RECOMMENDATION TO SPECIFY THE IRP PROCEEDING 
AS THE VENUE TO DETERMINE THE SPECIFIC PORTFOLIO OF 
RESOURCES THAT WILL BE PROCURED TO REPLACE ALISO CANYON 
SHOULD BE ADOPTED  

Parties generally concur with the Commission’s finding that other proceedings should 

determine the volume, timing, and procurement of the portfolio to replace Aliso Canyon.6 The 

CAISO supports this finding but also recommends, “that specific proceedings be identified to do 

this analysis rather than providing possible venues.”7 The CAISO “supports the Commission 

consolidating decisions regarding electric system planning and procurement into the IRP 

proceeding which evaluates the electric system as a whole and recommends the [Proposed 

Decision] specifically direct to this proceeding.”8  

 
4  Proposed Decision, at 44.  
5  References to Opening Comments herein refer to those filed on or about December 3, 2024, in 
I.17-02-002: 
https://apps.cpuc.ca.gov/apex/f?p=401:56::::RP,57,RIR:P5_PROCEEDING_SELECT:I1702002.  
6  See CalCCA Opening Comments, at 2; CAISO Opening Comments, at 3; Indicated Shippers 
Opening Comments, at 6; Issam Najm Opening Comments, at 7; Southern California Edison Company 
Opening Comments, at 2; and The Utility Reform Network Opening Comments, at 3.  
7  CAISO Opening Comments at 3 (emphasis added).  
8  Id., at 4.  

https://apps.cpuc.ca.gov/apex/f?p=401:56::::RP,57,RIR:P5_PROCEEDING_SELECT:I1702002
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The Commission should adopt the CAISO’s recommendation to specify the IRP 

proceeding as the venue to analyze the procurement needed to replace Aliso Canyon. The IRP 

proceeding provides the most integrated examination of electrical generation, demand response, 

energy efficiency, and transmission infrastructure needs to support reliable electric service. 

While one party proposes specific online dates for the procurement of resources to replace Aliso 

Canyon in the IRP proceeding,9 it is premature to dictate the timing at which such procurement 

should occur without a comprehensive evaluation of needs in the IRP proceeding. For these 

reasons, the Commission should adopt the Proposed Decision’s finding that other proceedings 

will determine in what proportion the portfolio mix will be procured and how and when they will 

come online. The Commission should also adopt CAISO’s recommendation to specify the IRP 

proceeding as the venue to make this determination.  

III. CONCLUSION 

CalCCA appreciates the opportunity to submit these reply comments and requests 

adoption of the recommendations proposed herein.  

 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 

Leanne Bober, 
Director of Regulatory Affairs and Deputy 
General Counsel 
CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE 
ASSOCIATION 

 
 
December 9, 2024 
 

 
9  Issam Najm Opening Comments, at 7.  
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