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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Enhance

Demand Response in California. Rulemaking 25-09-004

JOINT PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E)

In response to the Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Setting Pre-Hearing Conference
(PHC) issued November 21, 2025 (ALJ Ruling) and the December 5 Email Ruling Partially
Granting Request for Extension of Time to Submit Joint Pre-Hearing Conference Statement,
Southern California Edison (SCE) submits this Joint Pre-Hearing Conference (PHC) Statement
on behalf of the following 24 parties: 350 Bay Area, Advanced Energy United (United), Ava
Community Energy (Ava), Bloom Energy Corporation (Bloom Energy), California Community
Choice Association (CalCCA), California Efficiency + Demand Management Council
(CEDMC), California Solar and Storage Association (CALSSA), Carrier Global Corporation
(Carrier Energy), Enchanted Rock, LLC (Enchanted Rock), EnergyHub, Leapfrog Power (Leap),
Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E, U 39-E), Public Advocates Office at the California
Public Utilities Commission (Cal Advocates), Renew Home, San Diego Gas & Electric
Company (SDG&E, U 902-M), Small Business Utility Advocates (SBUA), Southern California
Edison Company (SCE, U 338-E), Tesla, Inc. (Tesla), The Utility Reform Network (TURN),
Universal Devices (UD), UtilityAPI, Inc., Utility Consumers' Action Network (UCAN), Vehicle-



Grid Integration Council (VGIC), Vote Solar (collectively as “Parties” or “Respondents”).L

SCE attaches the following:

e (Attachment A) Joint Participant List

¢ (Attachment B) Online Form for the Joint PHC Statement

e (Attachment C) Summary Table of Parties’ Responses to Multiple Choice Questions in
Online Form2

e (Attachment D) List of All Parties That Submitted Detailed Responses

e (Attachment E) Table of Additional Issues and Party Positions

This Joint PHC Statement does not contain all of the parties in the service list for

Rulemaking (R.) 25-09-004. Despite best efforts, the timeline was short, and not all parties

participated or responded to the online form intended to capture parties’ positions on the scope of

proceeding, proceeding schedule, need for evidentiary hearings, anticipated motions, and

anticipated environmental and social justice issues. Also, there may also be new parties that were

not included because they were not on the service list when the instructions and/or Meet and

Confer meetings were announced.3

NS
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Pursuant to the Commission’s Rule 1.8(d) of Practice and Procedure, these parties have authorized
SCE to file this Joint PHC Statement and related attachments on their behalf.

Here is the link to access a summary of all responses submitted online:
https://forms.office.com/Pages/AnalysisPage.aspx? AnalyzerToken=a5SRrPY11 XU1iX8PF7SVF93T1o
TtuhH1B&id=708qW5VM3EuKrhlviqyxtjyQOKGMdLNKqVbHhgSQiQVURDVNM 1pGSO0YyUF
NUUJREMDhTRTFCRUZNOCA4u.

Note that two parties, United and Tesla, did not respond using the Online Form; these responses are
not included in the table in Attachment C. SCE is still including United and Tesla’s word document
submissions in the collection of submissions available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-
VAGfCzn8QptWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbc8PbMspEVUtZSLRVLQ.

To the best of SCE’s knowledge, these are the parties on the service list last updated on December 9,
2025 who are not included in this Joint PHC Statement: Association Of Bay Area Governments on
behalf of the Bay Area Regional Energy Network program (BayREN), County Of Ventura on behalf
of the Tri-County Regional Energy Network program (3C-REN), San Diego Community Power on
behalf of the San Diego Regional Energy Network program (SDREN), Kaluza (US) LLC, U.S.
Venture, Inc., The Mobility House, Olivine, California Large Energy Consumers Association, Weave
Grid, Inc., Voltus, Inc., Enphase Energy, Inc., California Independent System Operator Corporation
(CAISO), California Energy Storage Alliance, and Coalition for Renewable Natural Gas (RNG
COALITION).
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I
BACKGROUND

To create this Joint PHC Statement, Meet and Confer meetings were held on December 2,
2025, December 5, 2025, and December 10, 2025. At the December 5 meeting, Parties decided
that a third meet and confer would be needed (scheduled for December 10, 2025), and an
extension was sought to allow Parties time to create a Table of Additional Issues and Party
Positions (Attachment E). The ALJ partially granted the extension requiring the Joint PHC
Statement be filed on Thursday, December 11, 2025. Most relevant files described herein are
published on SCE.com, to access these files, please follow these steps:

1) Go to www.sce.com/applications,

2) Click on “View & Search all CPUC Documents,”

3) Select Proceeding # and click on “Filter by,”

4) Type Proceeding # (R.25-09-004), and

5) Click on “Open” and sort by “Published Date.”

A. December 2. 2025 Meet and Confer

On November 26, 2025, PG&E e-mailed the service list communicating instructions for
the Joint PHC Statement online form (Online Form).# The Online Form was developed with the
intent to collect Parties’ responses on the issues and topics requested in the ALJ Ruling and
information about the Meet and Confer teleconference calls scheduled on December 2, 2025 and
December 5, 2025. Parties were requested to complete the Online Form-by close of business
(COB) Wednesday, December 3, 2025.5

At the December 2, 2025 Meet and Confer meeting, SCE discussed the purpose of the

Online Form, reviewed its contents, and discussed next steps. No party expressed concerns with

See Attachment B.
Supra Section B (describing the December 5 Meet and Confer and the re-opening of the Online
Form).
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the Online Form, which was discussed in detail. The recording® and transcript? of the December
2, 2025 Meet and Confer was sent to the service list at approximately 1:48 p.m. on Tuesday,

December 2, 2025.

B. December 5. 2025 Meet and Confer

On December 5, 2025, a Meet and Confer was held to review the summary of the Online
Form responses,8 review a draft of the December 9, 2025 Joint PHC Statement that SCE
circulated to the service list on December 4, 2025, and to obtain Parties’ express authorization to
submit the Joint PHC Statement on their behalf. During the Meet and Confer, Parties requested:
(1) that Parties be allowed to make updates to their Online Form responses? and (2)
representatives for Bloom Energy/Enchanted Rock, TURN, and UCAN stated a preference to
include a summary table listing Respondents’ additional issues and Parties’ positions on those

additional issues.l? Bloom Energy/Enchanted Rock’s representative issued a list of additional

&  Link to recording available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:v:/t/Public/regpublic/IQDrF1wp2RQqTIpyNwCosqgsATbulUealr6
4ryDYajSJtIRE.

7 Link to transcript available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:w:/t/Public/regpublic/IQC6nsDBxi2sSb_H 2TtCWXrAdN1gMONe
X1Qb4epXWKIHBI.

8  Initial responses to the Online Form were requested by Wednesday, December 3, 2025. These online
responses were summarized and exported into an Excel workbook and shared with the R.25-09-004
Service List on December 4, 2025. The Excel file is available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:x:/t/Public/regpublic/IQBcInMzN 10HS515Z-
nKfJILIAQCS_bWQYIMF95Xg719gnQ0.

2 SCE agreed to re-open the form and allow Parties to make updates or modifications to their responses
by 11:59 p.m. on December 5, 2025. These updated responses, including the MS Word responses
from United and Tesla, are available at https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-
V4GfCzn8QpfWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbc8PbMspEVUtZSLRVLQ.

10 To create the table, counsel for Bloom Energy/Enchanted Rock manually populated verbatim from
each Respondent’s Online Form entry that was submitted by December 4, 2025, except where noted,
and Tesla’s Form entry submitted on December 5, 2025, except where noted, and therefore does not
included changes that Parties may have made when the Online Form was reopened on December 5.
The table may therefore include outdated, duplicative or overlapping proposals. The summary
faithfully reflects the language submitted by Parties and could include additional issues that may not
exactly match the Party’s opening or reply comments. It was discussed fully at the December 10,
2025 Meet and Confer.
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issues extracted from Respondents at approximately 4:39 p.m. on Friday, December 5, 2025.
The recording!! and transcript!2 of the December 5, 2025 Meet and Confer was sent to the

service list at approximately 3:48 p.m. on Friday, December 5, 2025.

C. December 10, 2025 Meet and Confer

On December 10, 2025, a Meet and Confer was held to review the results of the
additional issues table with Parties’ positions that were received by Bloom Energy/Enchanted
Rock’s counsel on Monday, December 8, 2025. If a Party is not listed in either the Support or
Opposition column, either the party did not respond, there may have been insufficient
information available in the table for the party to formulate a position or the party does not have
a position on the issue. The recordingl3 and transcript!4 of the December 10, 2025 Meet and

Confer was sent to the service list the same day.

II.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Attachment A — Joint Participant List

The ALJ Ruling stated “parties shall file and e-mail to the Service List the Joint PHC
Statement as well as a Joint Participant List showing the name, position, e-mail address, and

telephone number of the parties’ proposed speakers that will appear at the PHC. Additionally,

1 Link to recording available at

https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:v:/t/Public/regpublic/IQBDua9s6pRnT7YpwNLIUIOwAaqOLbtJjId

a6dzdtDm_Xb0.
12 Link to transcript available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:w:/t/Public/regpublic/IQAThqgcKVws7ToGXnZWRS_7tAQbKsWj

E6y7xkKeHam9Fxlw.

13 Link to recording available at https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:v:/t/Public/regpublic/IQBgP 1 Frw-
SiSLIT21dLXepwAfUgV4hHCSD7TTrwefuxxAA.

14 Link to transcript available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:w:/t/Public/regpublic/IQBhVU1JG780T5R-
fXiTT6cLAYnDne8coE3NQkOvJKS51NHI.
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please e-mail the Joint Participant List to amjad.issa@cpuc.ca.gov and
james.donovan@cpuc.ca.gov.”15 Attachment A is the list of proposed speakers from the Parties
who responded to SCE by December 9, 2025 stating their intent to appear at the December 16,
2025 PHC. This list was also e-mailed to CPUC staffers Amjad Issa and James Donovan and

copied to the service list on December 9, 2025. It is being filed pursuant to the ALJ Ruling.

B. Attachment B — Online Form for the Joint PHC Statement

The ALJ Ruling asked Parties’ Joint PHC Statement to detail Parties’ agreed and
disputed positions on specified topics. The issues from R.25-09-004 were used to create the
questions in Section II of the Online Form. Under Section III of the Online Form, Parties were
also able to add additional issues to be considered in scope (based upon the party’s Opening
and/or Reply Comments), and to say whether those issues fall within broader categories. For
each issue, Parties were asked whether the issue listed may require the rulemaking to be a
ratesetting proceeding.

To identify the agreed and disputed positions, the Online Form asked Parties positions on

the following:

1. Dual participation

2. Valuation methodologies and evaluation metrics

3. California Independent System Operator (CAISO) market integration topics
4. Resource adequacy valuation and slice-of-day implementation

5. DR Guiding Principles

6. Data systems and processes
7. Environmental issues
8. Social justice issues

13 ALJ Ruling, p. 2. The December 5 Email Ruling Partially Granting Request for Extension of Time to

Submit Joint Pre-Hearing Conference Statement did not explicitly extend the time to provide the Joint
Participant List.



9. Other issues
10.  Proceeding Schedule
11.  Need for Evidentiary Hearing

12.  Anticipated Motions

C. Attachment C — Summary Table of Parties’ Responses to Multiple Choice Questions

in Online Form

Attachment C summarizes Parties agree/disagree position on these topics, as well as,
whether a party considers the topic to be quasi-legislative or ratemaking. This includes all but

three Parties (United, Tesla, and Renew Home) that did not fill out an online form.16

D. Attachment D - List of All Parties That Submitted Responses

Although the Online Form provides a summary of results, it does not provide an easy
way to show, by party, what was submitted online. Therefore, SCE has compiled what each party
submitted via the online form. After completing this work, SCE received two submissions, and
was able to include them in this list. One Party, Renew Home, did not submit a detailed form. All
detailed submissions from each participating party, including the Word response SCE received
from United and Tesla, are available for the convenience of the Commission and parties at

https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-

VA4GfCzn8QpfWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbec8PbMspEVUtZSLRVLQ.

16 MS Forms creates representation of the aggregated inputs that the Commission may find helpful.
Here is the link to access a summary of all responses submitted online:
https://forms.office.com/Pages/AnalysisPage.aspx?AnalyzerToken=a5RrPY11 XU1iX8PF7SVF93T1o
TtuhH1B&id=708qW5VM3EuKrhlviqyxtjyQOKGMdLNKqVbHhgSQiQVURDVNM I pGSO0YyUF
NUUjREMDhTRTFCRUZNOC4u.
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E. Attachment E — Table of Additional Issues and Party Positions

Attachment E summarizes additional issues to be considered in scope as proposed by
Respondents through Section II of the Online Form as requested/supported by the representative
for Bloom Energy/Enchanted Rock, as well as the representatives for TURN and UCAN at the
December 5 Meet and Confer. Each proposed additional issue has been populated verbatim from
respondents’ submissions to the Online Form to ensure accuracy and transparency. Where
different Respondents proposed similar or overlapping issues, each has been listed separately to
preserve the full range of input provided. The table also identifies, for each proposed additional
issue, whether the respondent requested the matter to be treated as a standalone issue or
incorporated into one of the preliminary issue categories in identified in the Order Instituting
Rulemaking (“OIR”) or the Online Form. The table was circulated to give all Parties an
opportunity to state their party positions (i.e., support or opposition) on the proposed additional
issues beyond the Respondents who originally submitted them. Lastly, Parties were not limited
to solely identifying their support or opposition to identified additional issues on which they
provided Opening or Reply Comments.

Not all Parties responded to each of the proposed additional issues in Attachment E.

As noted in a footnote in Attachment E, if a party is not listed in either the Support or Opposition
column, either they did not respond, there is insufficient information available in this table for
the party to formulate their position, or the party does not have a position on the issue.

Parties’ Opening and Reply Comments contain greater detail on their positions to-date.



I11.
CONCLUSION

The Parties hope this assists with the December 16, 2025 PHC and discussion.

Respectfully submitted on behalf of 24 parties,

ANNA VALDBERG
R. OLIVIA SAMAD

/s/ R. Olivia Samad

By: R.Olivia Samad

Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Post Office Box 800

Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone:  (626) 302-3477

E-mail: Olivia.Samad(@sce.com

December 11, 2025
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Attachment A

Joint Participant List

PHC Participant Company
or Organization

PHC Participant
Representative’s
Name(s)

Representative’s Position

Representative’s E-mail Address

Representative’s
Telephone Number

1. 350 Bay Area (350 Bay
Area)

Claire Broome

Lead, Clean Energy Team

cvbroome@gmail.com

510-219-9629

2. Advanced Energy United | Brian Turner Director bturner@advancedenergyunited.com 202.380.1950
(United)

3. Ava Community Energy | Claire Huang Regulatory Analyst II chuang@avaenergy.org 510-759-5269
(Ava)

4. BayREN, 3C-REN, and Elizabeth Kelly Counsel beth@emk-law.com 415-535-9998
SDREN (Joint RENs)"

5. Bloom Energy Chasity Hendren Attorney for Bloom Energy chasityhendren@dwt.com 415-276-6500

Corporation (Bloom
Energy)

Corporation

6. California Community
Choice Association
(CalCCA)

Leanne Bober

Deputy General Counsel and
Director of Regulatory Affairs

leanne(@cal-cca.org

(415) 302-2376

7. California Efficiency + Megan Myers and Luke | Attorney and meganmmyers@yahoo.com and (415) 994-1616 and
Demand Management Tougas Consultant l.tougas@cleanenergyregresearch.com (510) 326-1931
Council (CEDMC)

8. California Solar and Jon Hart Policy Director jon@calssa.org 619-517-3723

Storage Association
(CALSSA)

9. Carrier Global
Corporation (Carrier
Energy)

Laura Schepis

U.S. Policy Leader

laura.schepis@carrier.com

571-632-1761

1 The Joint RENSs did not participate in the Meet and Confer meetings given the limited scope of issues presented in their Response to the OIR,
but did attend the December 16, 2025 Pre-hearing Conference at which point they stated they would not join the Joint PHC Statement.




Attachment A

Joint Participant List

PHC Participant

PHC Participant Company Representative’s Representative’s
or Organization Name(s) Representative’s Position Representative’s E-mail Address Telephone Number
10. Enchanted Rock, LLC Chasity Hendren Attorney for Enchanted Rock chasityhendren@dwt.com 415-276-6500
(Enchanted Rock)
11. EnergyHub Gabriela Olmedo Manager, Policy and olmedo@energyhub.com 949-518-5695
Regulatory Affairs
12. Leapfrog Power (Leap) Collin Smith; Regulatory Affairs Manager; collin@leap.energy 267-742-1081
Megan Myers Legal Counsel

13. Pacific Gas & Electric

Jomo Thorne and

Director, Load Management

Jomo.Thorne@pge.com and

415-370-1029 and

Company (PG&E) Shirley Woo Strategy and Policy, and Shirley. Woo@pge.com 415-830-7742
Attorney
14. Public Advocates Office | David Gibbs Attorney david.gibbs@cpuc.ca.gov 213-576-7031
at the California Public
Utilities Commission (Cal
Advocates)
15. Renew Home Erik Lyon Energy Regulatory Manager erik.lyon@renewhome.com 650-714-3948
(West)
16. San Diego Gas & Electric | Roger Cerda Counsel rcerda@sdge.com 858-654-1781
Company (SDG&E)
17. Small Business Utility Britt Marra Executive Director britt@utilityadvocates.org 971-417-9730
Advocates (SBUA)
18. Southern California 1. R. Olivia Samad; 1. Senior Attorney; 1. olivia.samad@sce.com; 1. (626) 302-3477,
Edison Company (SCE) 2. Jesse Feinberg 2. Senior Advisor 2. jesse.feinberg@sce.com 2.(562) 491-2624
19. Tesla, Inc. Andy Schwartz Senior Managing Policy anschwartz@tesla.com 510-410-0882
Advisor
20. The Utility Reform Ruthie Lazenby Energy Attorney rlazenby@turn.org 415-248-8447
Network (TURN)
21. Universal Devices (UD) Michel Kohanim CEO michel@universal-devices.com 818-631-0333 x 26
22. UtilityAPI, Inc. Kelly Crandall VP, Regulatory and Policy kelly@utilityapi.com (720) 315-5184
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Attachment A

Joint Participant List

PHC Participant Company
or Organization

PHC Participant
Representative’s
Name(s)

Representative’s Position

Representative’s E-mail Address

Representative’s
Telephone Number

23. Utility Consumers' Action
Network (UCAN)

Jane Krikorian

Staff Attorney

jane@ucan.org

858-205-3954

24. Vehicle-Grid Integration | Grace Pratt External Consultant grace@caliberstrat.com 818-264-6437
Council (VGIC)
25. Vote Solar Edward Smeloff Consultant edonthesunnyside@gmail.com 707-407-7097

A-3
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Joint Pre-Hearing Conference (PHC) Statement Form

This form is intended to capture information required by the Administrative Law Judge's (ALJ) Ruling for parties in the Order
Instituting Rulemaking {R.25-09-004) to file a Joint PHC Statement Flease provide your party's positions on scopefissues,
schedule, need for evidentiary hearing, anticipated motions, anvironmental and sodal justice issues, and PHC participant
info rmation.

* Required

Party Information

Party and their PHC Participant Information (* Indicates required field)

1. Full Mame of Party *

2. Farty Short Mame or Acronym (if applicable)

3. PHC Farticipant Mame *

4, PHC Farticipant Position,/Title *

5. PHC PFarticipant E-mail Address *

6. PHC Farticipant Telephone Mumber *

B-1



Scope and Issues

Party Pesition on the Scope of the Proceeding, Including Anticipated Erwvironmental and Social Justice |ssues

7. Party Position on Dual Participation (lssue in EDR OIR Section 4.1.2.3)
[] Agree, thisissue should be in scope

[] Disagree, this issue should not be in scope

8. Citation to Party's Comments on Dual Participation (eg. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Please enter at most 250 characters

9. Additional updates to Dual Participation (detail Party's position and cite to Comments)

Flease enter at most 600 characters

10. Categorization of Dual Participation lssue
[ quasi-legislative

D Ratesetting

11. Briefly describe how Dual Participation issue may be guasi-legislative

Flease enter at most 600 characters

12. Briefly describe how Dual Participation issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

Party Position on Vzluation Methodologies and Bvaluation Metrics {lssue in EDR QIR Section
41.2.b)

[[] Agree thisissue should be in scope

[] Disagree, this issue should not be in scope

Citation to Party's Comments on Valuation Methodologies (e.q. Opening or Reply, p. X}

Please anter at most 250 characters

Additional updates to Valuation Methodologies and Evaluation Metrics (detail Party's position
and cite to Comments)

Flease anter at most 600 charactars

Categorization of Valuation Methodologies Issue
[] Quasi-legisiative

[_] Ratesetting

Briefly describe how Valuation Methodologies issue may be guasi-legislative

Please anter at most 600 characters

Briefly describe how Valuation Methodologies issue may be ratesetting

Flease enter at most 600 characters

Party Position on CAISO Market Integration Topics (Issue in EDR OIR Section 4.1.2.¢)

[[] Agree thisissue should be in scope

[] Disagree, this issue should not be in scope
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20. Citation to Party's Comments on CAISO Market Integration Topics (e.g. Opening or Reply, p. X)

21,

23,

24,

25,

26,

Flease enter at most 250 characters

Additional updates to CAISO Market Integration Topics (detail Party's position and cite to
Comments)

Please enter at most 600 characters

. Categorization of CAISO Market Integration lssue

(] Quasi-legisiative

[_] Ratesetting

Briefly describe how CAISO Market Integration issue may be guasi-legislative

Please enter at most 600 characters

Briefly describe how CAISO Market Integration issue may be ratesetting

Flease enter at most 600 characters

Farty Position on Resource Adeguacy Valuation and Slice-of-Day Implementation (lssue in EDR
QIR Section 4.1.2.d)

[ Agree this issue should be in scope

[] Disagree thisissue should not be in scope

Citation to Party's Comments on Resource Adeguacy Valuation (e.g. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Flease anter at most 250 characters
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27. Additional updates to Resource Adequacy Valuation and Slice-of-Day Implementation [detail
Party's position and cite to Comments)

Please enter at most 600 characters

28. Categorization of Resource Adeguacy Valuation lssue
[[] auasi-legislative

[_] Ratesetting

29. Briefly describe how Resource Adeguacy Valuation issue may be guasi-legislative

Please enter at most 600 characters

30. Briefly describe how Resource Adequacy Valuation issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

31. Party Position on Updates to DR Guiding Principles (lssue in EDR OIR Section 2.1)

[] Agres this issue should be in scope

[] Disagree, this issue should net be in scope

32. Citation to Party's Comments on DR Guiding Principles (e.g. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Please enter at most 250 characters

33, Additional updates to DR Guiding Principles (detail Party's position and cite to Comments)

Flease enter at most 600 characters
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34, Categorization of DR Guiding Principles lssue
[[] quasi-legisiative

[_] Ratesetting

35. Briefly describe how DR Guiding Principles issue may be guasi-legislative

Please enter at most 600 characters

36. Briefly describe how DR Guiding Principles issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

37. Party Position on Updates to Data Systems and Processes (lssue in EDR OIR Section 2.3)
[[] Agree, this issue should be in scope

[] Disagree thisissue should not be in scope

38. Citation to Party's Comments on Data Systems and Processes (e.g. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Please enter at most 250 characters

39. Additional updates to Data Systems and Processes (detail Farty's position and cite to Comments)

Please enter at most 600 characters

40, Categorization of Data Systems and Processes |ssue
[ quasi-legisiative

D Ratesetting
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41,

42,

43,

45,

46.

47.

Briefly describe how Data Systemns and Processes issue may be quasi-legislative

Flease enter at most 600 characters

Briefly describe how Data Systems and Processes issue may be ratesetting

Flease enter at most 600 charactars

Farty Position on Environmental lssues
[_] Yas, Party antidpates Environmental lssues to be in scope

D Mo, Farty does not anticipate Environmaental Issues to be in scope

. Citation to Party's Comments on Environmental lssues (e.g. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Flease enter at most 250 characters

Additional updates to Environmental lssues [detzil Party's position and cite to Comments)

Flease enter at most 600 charactars

Categorization of Environmental lssues
[[] auasi-legisiative

[_] Ratesatling

Briefly describe how Environmental lssues may be quasi-legislative

Flease enter at most 600 charactars
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49,

50.

51

52,

53

54

. Briefly describe how Environmental Issues may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

Farty Position on Social Justice lssues

D Yes, Party antidpates Social Justice Issues to be in scope

[_] Mo, Party does not anticipate Social Justice |ssues to be in scope

Citation to Party's Comments on Social Justice |ssues (e.q. Opening or Reply, p. X)

Please enter at most 250 characters

Additional updates to Social Justice Issues (detail Farty's position and cite to Comments)

Please enter at most 600 characters

Categorization of Social Justice Issues
[] quasi-legisiative

[ | Ratesetting

Briefly describe how Social Justice lssues may be quasi-legislative

Please enter at most 600 characters

Briefly describe how Social Justice Issues may be ratesetling

Please enter at most 600 characters
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Other Issues

Additional lssues that Should Be Scoped into this Rulernaking and Specific lssues Previously Addressed or Undernway in Other
Commission Proceedings that Require Coordination with this Rulernaking (please list each issue separately). Up to eight (8)
Additional lssues can be added, ifrmore than 8 lssues are needed, please contad Aimee Wong (@imeewong@sce com). If no
Additional Issues, then please |eave this Section blank.

55. State Additional Issue/Detail not included in Section abowe (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Flease enter at most 60 characters

56. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Please enter at rmost 600 charactars

57. Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?

[:] Yas
[_] Mo

58. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain,

Flease enter at most 600 characters

59. Categorization of Additional lssue
[[] auasi-egisiative

[_] Ratasetting

60. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be quasi-legislative

Flease enter at most 600 characters



61. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

62. State Additional lssue/Detail potincuded in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Please enter at most 60 characters

63. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Flease enter at most 600 characters

64, Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Freliminary lssues above?
[_] Yas
|:| Mo

65. If this Additional Issue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the Issues above, please briefly
explain.

Flease enter at most 600 characters

66. Categorization of Additional lssue
[] auasi-legiskative

[j Ratasetting

67. Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be quasi-legislative

Please enter at most 600 characters



68.

69,

0.

1.

T2

73

T4,

Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Flease anter at most 600 charactars

State Additional Issue/Detail potincluded in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Please enter at most 60 characters

Detail about Additional Issue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Flease enter at most 600 charactars

Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?
[_] Yas
|:| Mo

If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain.

Flease anter at most 600 charactars

Categorization of Additional lssue
[ quasi-legisiative

[j Ratesetting

Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be guasi-legislative

Flease anter at most 600 charactars



75. Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

76. State Additional lssue/Detail potincluded in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibiled Resources or Bridge Funding)

Flease enter at most 60 characters

77. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening andfor Reply Comments

Please enter at most 600 characters

78. Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Freliminary lssues above?
[_] Yes
|:| Mo

79. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the |ssues above, please briefly
explain.

Flease enter at most 600 characters

BO. Categorization of Additional lssue
[ auasi-legisiative

[j Ratesetting

B1. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be guasi-legislative

Flease enter at most 600 characters
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B2. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Flease enter at rmost 600 charactars

B3. State Additional Issue/Detail potincluded in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibiled Resources or Bridge Funding)

Flease enter at most 60 characters

B4, Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Flease enter at rmost 600 charactars

B5. Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?

[_] Yes
|:| Mo

BE6. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain.

Flease enter at rmost 600 charactars

B7. Categorization of Additional lssue
[ quasi-legisiative

D Ratesetting

B8. Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be quasi-legislative

Flease enter at rmost 600 charactars



89. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Flease enter at most 600 characters

90. State Additional Issue/Detail notincuded in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Flease enter at most 60 characters

91. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening andfor Reply Comments

Flease enter at rmost 600 characters

92. Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?

[_] Yas
|:| Mo

93. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain.

Flease enter at rmost 600 characters

94, Categorization of Additional lssue
[ quasi-legisiative

D Ratesetting

95. Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be guasi-legislative

Flease enter at rmost 600 characters
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96. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at most 600 characters

97. State Additional lssue/Detzil pot included in Section above (please try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Flease enter at most 60 characters

98. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Flease entar at most 600 characters

99, Can this Additional lssue/Detail be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?
[_] Yos
|:| Mo

100. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain,

Flease entar at most 600 characters

101. Categorization of Additional lssue
[ quasi-legisiative

[j Ratesetting

102. Briefly describe how Additional lssue may be guasi-legislative

Flease entar at most 600 characters



103. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at rmost 600 characters

104, State Additional 1ssue/Detail potincluded in Section above (pleasze try to limit title of issue in a
few words, such as Prohibited Resources or Bridge Funding)

Please enter at most 60 characters

105. Detail about Additional lssue and cite to Party's Opening and/or Reply Comments

Please entar at most 600 characters

106. Can this Additional lssue/Detzil be Scoped into one of the Preliminary lssues above?
[_l Yas
|:| Mo

107. If this Additional lssue can or cannot be Scoped into one of the lssues above, please briefly
explain.

Please entar at most 600 characters

108. Categorization of Additional lssue
[ uasi-egisiative

[:] Ratesetting

109. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be guasi-legislative

Please enter at rmost 600 characters

110. Briefly describe how Additional Issue may be ratesetting

Please enter at rmost 600 characters



Schedule, Hearings and Motions

Party Position on Schedule, Evidentiary Hearing, and Anticipated Motions (Responses Required)

111. Does Party agree with the Preliminary Schedule? *
() ‘es, Party agrees with the Preliminary Schedule
() Partially, Party partly agrees and/or partly disagrees with the Preliminary Schedule

O Mo, Party does not agree with the Preliminary Schedule

112, Party partially agrees with the following portion(s) of the Preliminary Schedule

Flease entar at most 600 characters

113, Party partially disagrees with the following portion(s) of the Preliminary Schedule

Please entar at most 600 characters

114, If Mo, Party does not agree with the Preliminary Schedule please explain

Flease enter at most 600 characters

115. Does Party want Evidentiary Hearings? *

Yas, Party wants Evidentiary Hearings

O O

Maybe, Party rmay want Evidentiary Hearings

O

Mo, Party does not want Evidentiary Hearings



116. If yes or maybe, Party wants Evidentiary Hearings for the following subject(s)

Flease enter at most 600 characters

117. Will Farty file 2 Motion? *

f_:} Yas, Party wants to file a Motion
O Maybe, Party antidpates that it may want to file a Motion

() Mo, Party will not file a Motion

118. If yes or maybe, Party plans to file a Motion on the following

Flease enter at most 600 characters



Attachment C

Summary Table of Parties’ Responses to Multiple Choice Questions in Online Form




Summary Table of Parties’ Responses to Multiple Choice Questions in Online Form

Attachment C

Topics/Issues Scoped in the Enhanced Demand Response Rulemaking
Parties/ ; i i Tdenti
Dual Participation Valuation Methodologies and Evaluation Metrics CAISO Market Integration Resource Adequacy Valuation and Slice-of-Day Implementation Updates to DR Guiding Updates to Data Systems and Environmental Issues Social Justice Issues Preliminary | Evidentiary | o0
Respondents to Topics Principles Processes Schedule | Hearings
Online Form
Position Category Position Category Position Category Position Category Position Category Position Category Position Category Position Category Position | Position | Position
1 [ss0BayArea Agree Agree Agree Disagree Agree Yes Yes Yes No No
2 |ava Agiee | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree | Quasi-legislative Yes No No
3 |Bloom Energy Agree | Quasi-legistative Agree | Quasi-legistative Agree | Quasi-legislative Partially No No
Quasi-legislative;
4 |calcca Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree ratcsetting No Yes | Quasi-legistative | Partially No No
5 |ceomc Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree Quasi-legislative Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative | No No Partially | Maybe No
6 |caissa Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative Yes Maybe No
7 |carrier Energy Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legislative |  Yes No No
s |enchantedRock | Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Ratesetting Agree | Quasi-legislative Partially No No
o |EnergyHub Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legistat Yes No No
10 [leap Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Disagree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative |  No No Partially | Maybe No
Quasi-legislative; ) . Quasi-legislative;

1 |posE Agree Agree uasi-legislative Agree uasi-legislative | Agree uasi-legislative ree uasi-legislative ree No No Partially | Maybe | Maybe

i Ratesetting i Q ¢ ¢ Quasi-leg ¢ Q 8 A Q i A8 Ratesetting v v 4
12 [cal Advocates Agree | Quasi-legistative | Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legist Quasi-legis! Quasi-legislative | Partially | Maybe No
13 [SDGAE Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative | Disagree Quasi-legislative Agree Q“;::}:i‘;‘::ve; Agree QHZ:'I?;?‘STE;WQ No No Partially No Maybe
14 [sBUA Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legistative |  Yes No Maybe
15 |sce Agiee | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Ratesetting Yes | Quasi-legislative |  No Partially | Maybe | Maybe

Quasi-legislative Quasi-legislative
NOTE: While th: NOTE: While
16 [TURN Agree | Quasi-legist Agree issue, 4 Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree his ssue, Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legist Yes | Quasi-legislative |  Yes Maybe No
exparte restrictions pursuant to Rule 8.2(d) of the Rules of Practice and to Rule 8.2(1
5 atepaye

17 |up Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative |  No No Yes No Maybe
18 [ucAN Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Yes Yes Partially | Maybe | Maybe
19 [UtilityaPl, Inc. Agree | Quasi-legislative Partially No No
20 |voic Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative | Agree | Quasi-legislative No No No
21 |vote Solar Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agiee | Quasi-legistative |  Agree Quasi-legislative Agree | Quasi-legislative |  Agree Yes | Quasi-legislative |  Yes | Quasi-legistative |  Yes Maybe No
Legend for to Scoped

Blank Field - Party did not submit a response

Agree - Party agrees topic/issue should be in scope

Disagree - Party does not agree that topic/issue should be in scope

Quasi-Legislative - Top d be categorized as quasi-legislati
- Topi could b as ratesetting

Yes - This may be a potential Issue

No - Does notanticipate this being a potential Issue

Legend for Responses to AL) Additional Topics:
Preliminary Schedule:
Yes - Party agrees with the Preliminary Schedule
Partially - Party partially agrees and/or disagrees with the Preliminary Schedule
No - Party does not agree with the Preliminary Schedule
Evidentiary Hearings:
Yes - Party wants Evidentiary Hearings
Maybe - Party may want Evidentiary Hearings
No - Party does notwant Evidentiary Hearings
Motion(s):
Yes - Party wants to file a Motion
Maybe - Party anticipates thatit maywant o file a Motion
No - Party will notfile a Motion

Link to the Excel version of this table is available at
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:x:/t/Public/regpublic/IQCF2WK5v1q0QSbz92K4LCx11AXp2T34hNT2acOBrvuf-G8&s.



https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:x:/t/Public/regpublic/IQCF2WK5y1qQSbz92K4LCx1lAXp2T34hNT2aeOBrvuf-G8s
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Attachment D
List of All Parties That Submitted Responses

23 Parties submitted responses to the Online Form or in Word*:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)

350 Bay Area

Advanced Energy United (United)*

Ava Community Energy (Ava)

Bloom Energy Corporation (Bloom Energy)
California Community Choice Association (CalCCA)
California Efficiency + Demand Management Council (CEDMC)
California Solar and Storage Association (CALSSA)
Carrier Global Corporation (Carrier Energy)
Enchanted Rock, LLC (Enchanted Rock)

EnergyHub

Leapfrog Power (Leap)

Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E)

Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities Commission (Cal Advocates)
San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E)

Small Business Utility Advocates (SBUA)

Southern California Edison Company (SCE)

Tesla, Inc. (Tesla)*

The Utility Reform Network (TURN)

Universal Devices (UD)

UtilityAPI, Inc.

Utility Consumers' Action Network (UCAN)
Vehicle-Grid Integration Council (VGIC)

Vote Solar

United and Tesla submitted their responses in a Word document and included with all submitted
responses available in a Zip file at https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-
VA4GtCzn8QpfWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbc8PbMspEVUtZSLRVLQ.



https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-V4GfCzn8QpfWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbc8PbMspEVUtZsLRVLQ
https://edisonintl.sharepoint.com/:u:/t/Public/regpublic/IQD-V4GfCzn8QpfWZSPLkJ9aAf8Cbc8PbMspEVUtZsLRVLQ
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L BIIE LI A1F SO EE L ITD Support on Additional Opposition on
No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the PP PP 1
. Issuel Additional Issue’
OIR or Online Form
Response to Online Form2
1 | 350 Bay Area Data platform coordination Standardized data systems, CALSSA, UtilityAPI,
with other Proceedings communication protocols, and United, Leap, UCAN,
data transfer processes CalCCA, Ava, CEDMC
2 | Bloom Energy Prohibited Resource Policy Standalone Issue United, SDG&E, Leap, TURN, 350 Bay Area,
UCAN, PG&E, Cal Advocates
Enchanted Rock
3 | CalCCA Strategies to reduce barriers | Resource adequacy valuation CALSSA, United, 350 SDG&E, Cal
to DR adoption and slice-of-day implementation | Bay Area, Leap, UCAN, | Advocates
Tesla, Ava, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
4 | CEDMC Equal access to technology Resource adequacy valuation TURN, United, Leap SDG&E
incentives and slice-of-day implementation
5 | CALSSA Direct Metering Valuation methodologies and United, SDG&E, Leap,
evaluation metrics Tesla, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
6 | Enchanted Rock Co-located distributed Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
energy resources SDG&E, Bloom Energy,
CEDMC
7 | EnergyHub Streamline competing Dual participation UCAN, United, Tesla, SDG&E
programs and administrators CEDMC

If Party is not listed in either the Support or Opposition column, either they did not respond, there is insufficient information available in this table for the Party
to formulate their position, or the Party does not have a position on the issue.
Responses summarized below were populated verbatim from information provided through the Online Form and may not reflect each Respondent’s complete
position on the additional issue, including any further details, nuances, or preferred categorizations that were captured in the Online Form itself.




Standalone issue or scoped into

No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the Support on Additional Op.p.o sition on 1
. Issuel Additional Issue*
OIR or Online Form
8 | Leap Device-level measurement of | Standalone Issue CALSSA, United,
DR performance SDG&E, 350 Bay Area,
VGIC, Tesla, Ava,
EnergyHub, CEDMC
9 | PG&E Demand Response Bridge Standalone Issue CALSSA, SCE, Tesla,
Funding EnergyHub, CEDMC
10 | CalAdvocates Performance penalties for Standalone Issue TURN, Tesla CEDMC
RA delivered through DR
programs
11 | SDG&E Interoperability Standardized data systems, UtilityAPI, Leap, 350 Bay Area
communication protocols, and UCAN, CalCCA, PG&E,
data transfer processes CEDMC, Enchanted
Rock
12 | SCE Bridge Funding Standalone Issue CALSSA, VGIC, Tesla,
PG&E, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
13 | Tesla Bridge funding for ELRP Standalone Issue CALSSA, VGIC, Cal Advocates
CEDMC
14 | UCAN Monitoring other relevant Standalone Issue United, Leap, CalCCA
proceedings
15 | VGIC Exports Dual participation; Valuation CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates

methodologies and evaluation
metrics; CAISO market
integration topics; and Resource
adequacy valuation and slice-of-
day

SDG&E, Leap, CalCCA,
Tesla, EnergyHub,
CEDMC




L BIIE LI A1F SO EE L ITD Support on Additional Opposition on
No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the PP PP 1
. Issuel Additional Issue*
OIR or Online Form
Response to Online Form3
16 | 350 Bay Area Incorporation of Demand No response United, Leap, CalCCA, Cal Advocates
Response in state-wide4 PG&E, EnergyHub
Energy Planning
17 | Bloom Energy Co-located Distributed Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
Energy Resources SDG&E, UCAN,
Enchanted Rock
18 | CalCCA Strategies to reduce barriers | Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, 350 SDG&E, Cal
to DR adoption Bay Area, Leap, UCAN, | Advocates
Tesla, Ava, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
19 | CALSSA Competitive neutrality Standalone Issue United, Leap, CalCCA, Cal Advocates
CEDMC
20 | Enchanted Rock Prohibited Resources Standalone Issue United, SDG&E, Leap, TURN, Cal Advocates
PG&E, Bloom Energy
21 | EnergyHub Utility role and incentives Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Tesla, | Cal Advocates
CEDMC
22 | Leap Reforming "qualified" DR Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, SCE, | Cal Advocates
program rules for incentives CalCCA, Tesla, Ava,
CEDMC

(O8]

B

Responses summarized below were populated verbatim from information provided through the Online Form and may not reflect each Respondent’s complete
position on the additional issue, including any further details, nuances, or preferred categorizations that were captured in the Online Form itself.
“State-wide” added to initial response for clarity.




L BIIE LI A1F SO EE L ITD Support on Additional Opposition on
No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the PP PP 1
. Issuel Additional Issue-
OIR or Online Form
23 | PG&E Role of Dynamic Rates in Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Leap, | 350 Bay Area
Load Management UCAN, SCE, CalCCA,
Ava, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
24 | Cal Advocates Pilot Program Sunset Criteria | Standalone Issue UCAN VGIC, CEDMC
25 | SDG&E Fragmentation Standalone Issue UCAN, CalCCA, PG&E,
EnergyHub, CEDMC
26 | SCE Compliance Requirements Standalone Issue PG&E, CEDMC 350 Bay Area
27 | Tesla Program Enrollment Dual Participation CALSSA, United, 350 SDG&E, PG&E
Streamlining Bay Area, Leap, VGIC,
EnergyHub, CEDMC
28 | VGIC Bridge funding Standalone Issue CALSSA, SCE, Tesla,
PG&E, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
Response to Online Form3
29 | Bloom Energy Exports from Behind-the- Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
Meter Resources SDG&E, Leap, UCAN,
350 Bay Area, CalCCA,
PG&E, Enchanted Rock,
EnergyHub, CEDMC
30 | CalCCA RTP Pilot Evaluations Updates to policies United, UCAN, SCE, Leap, Cal Advocates,
Ava, CEDMC PG&E
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Responses summarized below were populated verbatim from information provided through the Online Form and may not reflect each Respondent’s complete
position on the additional issue, including any further details, nuances, or preferred categorizations that were captured in the Online Form itself.
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Standalone issue or scoped into

No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the Support on Additional Op.p.o sition on 1
. Issuel Additional Issue-
OIR or Online Form
31 | CALSSA Rename/Recategorize DR as | Standalone Issue United, 350 Bay Area, Cal Advocates
Virtual Power Plant Tesla, Enchanted Rock
32 | Enchanted Rock Behind-the-Meter Export Standalone Issue CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
Capability SDG&E, Leap, CalCCA,
PG&E, Bloom Energy,
EnergyHub
33 | Leap Addressing discrepancies in | Valuation methodologies and CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
DR bidding obligations evaluation metrics; CAISO CEDMC
market integration topics; and
Resource adequacy valuation
and slice-of-day
34 | PG&E Technology Incentives and Standalone Issue SDG&E, Leap, CEDMC
Open Standards
Requirements
35 | Cal Advocates Statewide Administration of | Standalone Issue CALSSA, 350 Bay Area, | SDG&E, Leap, SCE,
Demand Response Programs UCAN, EnergyHub PG&E, CEDMC
36 | SDG&E Categorization of DR CAISO market integration topics | UCAN, CalCCA, PG&E
37 | SCE Definition of Qualified DR Standalone Issue CALSSA, Leap, 350 Bay Area, Cal
Program CalCCA, PG&E, Ava, Advocates
CEDMC
38 | Tesla Device level Valuation Methodologies and CALSSA, United,

measurement/metering

Evaluation Metrics

SDG&E, 350 Bay Area,
Leap, VGIC,
EnergyHub, CEDMC,
Enchanted Rock

E-5




SN DE U D SR B L Support on Additional Opposition on
No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the pp p.p. 1
. Issuel Additional Issue-
OIR or Online Form
Response to Online Formé¢
39 | Bloom Energy Enable third-party aggregator | Standalone Issue CALSSA, UtilityAPI, Cal Advocates
participation United, Leap, UCAN,
CEDMC, Enchanted
Rock
40 | CalCCA Revisit Demand Flex Staff No response United, UCAN, Ava, Leap, PG&E
Proposal CEDMC
41 | CALSSA Hybrid load Standalone Issue United, Bloom Energy, Cal Advocates
modifying/supply side and Enchanted Rock, Bloom
VPP framework Energy, EnergyHub
42 | Leap Revise rules for derating DR | Valuation methodologies and CALSSA, United, Tesla, | Cal Advocates
portfolios evaluation metrics; and Resource | CEDMC
adequacy valuation and slice-of-
day
43 | PG&E Streamlining Requirements Standalone Issue CALSSA, Leap, SCE,
CEDMC
44 | SDG&E Funding Future Program Standalone Issue UCAN, PG&E, CEDMC | 350 Bay Area
Years
45 | SCE Load Flexibility Standalone Issue United, SDG&E, 350 Bay Area
CalCCA, Tesla, PG&E,
CEDMC
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Responses summarized below were populated verbatim from information provided through the Online Form and may not reflect each Respondent’s complete
position on the additional issue, including any further details, nuances, or preferred categorizations that were captured in the Online Form itself.

E-6




Standalone issue or scoped into

No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the Support on Additional Op.p.o sition on 1
. Issuel Additional Issue*
OIR or Online Form
46 | Tesla Systematic consideration and | Valuation Methodologies and CALSSA, United, Cal Advocates
efforts to unlock additional Evaluation Metrics SDG&E, 350 Bay Area,
grid service from VPPs Leap, CalCCA, PG&E,

EnergyHub, CEDMC,
Enchanted Rock, Bloom

Energy
Response to Online Form?2
47 | CalCCA Enhanced definitions of DR | Guiding Principles CALSSA, Leap, UCAN, | Cal Advocates
and its elements and types Ava, EnergyHub,
CEDMC
48 | PG&E Prohibited Resources Environmental or Social Justice | SDG&E, Leap TURN, Cal Advocates
49 | SDG&E Renewable Natural Gas in Standalone Issue Leap, UCAN, PG&E, 350 Bay Area, Cal
DR Enchanted Rock, Bloom | Advocates
Energy

1 Responses summarized below were populated verbatim from information provided through the Online Form and may not reflect each Respondent’s complete
position on the additional issue, including any further details, nuances, or preferred categorizations that were captured in the Online Form itself.




L BIIE LI A1F SO EE L ITD Support on Additional Opposition on
No. Party/Respondent Additional Issue preliminary issues listed in the PP PP 1
. Issuel Additional Issue-
OIR or Online Form
Additional Issues Raised in Parties’ Form Responsesg
50 | United Standardization/transparency | Standalone issue
for how load-modifying DR
reduces RA requirements
51 | CALSSA Export Credit for DERs Resource Adequacy/Valuation
Methodologies
52 | CEDMC Transparent Load Impact Resource adequacy valuation
Protocol review process and slice-of-day implementation
53 | CEDMC Providing Resource Resource adequacy valuation
Adequacy outside the AAH | and slice-of-day implementation
54 | CEDMC DR testing requirements Resource adequacy valuation
and slice-of-day implementation
55 | CEDMC IOU and DR provider Resource adequacy valuation
CAISO market bidding and slice-of-day implementation
obligations
56 | CEDMC Data access principles and Standardized data systems,
performance requirements communication protocols, and
data transfer processes
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Parties were not able to respond to these additional issues as these issues were added after circulation on December 5, 2025.
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