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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
Application of Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company to Revise Its Electric Marginal 
Costs, Revenue Allocation, and Rate Design  
 

(U 39 E) 
.  

Application No. 24-09-014 
 

 
RESPONSE OF CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION 
TO MOTION TO ADOPT A SCHEDULE FOR THE BIFURCATED REAL-
TIME PRICING TRACK OF PG&E’S 2023 GENERAL RATE CASE 

PHASE II 
 

Pursuant to Rule 11.1 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the California Public 

Utilities Commission (Commission), the California Community Choice Association1 (CalCCA) 

submits this response to Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s (PG&E) Motion to Adopt a Schedule 

for the Bifurcated Real-Time Pricing Track of PG&E’s 2023 General Rate Case Phase II 

(Motion).2 

CalCCA supports PG&E’s proposed bifurcated schedule for the Real-Time Pricing (RTP) 

Track of this proceeding and urges the Commission to adopt it with two key modifications. First, 

the Commission should adopt a Track A schedule that provides stakeholders with the opportunity 

to review the mid-term RTP pilot results—to be released in August of 2026—before submitting 

recommendations on PG&E’s proposed extension of these pilots. Second, the Commission should 

 
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  A.24-09-014, Motion to Adopt a Schedule for the Bifurcated Real-Time Pricing Track of PG&E’s 
2023 General Rate Case Phase II (Nov. 6, 2025) (Motion). 
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direct PG&E to seek extensions or pursue broader modifications at the California Energy 

Commission (CEC) for any Load Management Standards (LMS) deadlines that are unnecessarily 

complicating or hindering the efficient development of longer-term RTP rates. 

I. THE COMMISSION SHOULD MODIFY PG&E’S PROPOSED TRACK A 
SCHEDULE TO ENSURE PARTIES CAN REVIEW RTP PILOT RESULTS 
BEFORE OPINING ON THE EXTENSION OF THOSE PILOTS 

 
PG&E’s proposed Track B of the RTP schedule allows stakeholders a reasonable amount 

of time to review and incorporate into their testimony the relevant additional information from the 

forthcoming RTP pilot evaluations and decision in the Demand Response rulemaking.3 CalCCA 

agrees with PG&E that this extended schedule for Track B is critical to ensure parties can evaluate 

PG&E’s long-term RTP proposals with all the relevant information at hand.4  

PG&E’s proposed Track A schedule should be modified for the same reason. PG&E’s 

proposal for Track A requires intervenors to submit testimony on PG&E’s “Stop-Gap” proposal 

for extending the RTP pilots on April 2, 2026, before they have the opportunity to review the RTP 

pilot results that will become available in August of 2026.5 In fact, it would require all record 

development and briefing in Track A to occur prior to the release of the pilot results.6 These pilot 

results will be central to stakeholders’ analyses of whether the pilots are accomplishing their load 

shifting goals and therefore constitute a prudent use of ratepayer funds. Simply put, it does not 

make sense for stakeholders and the Commission to evaluate whether and how the pilots should 

be extended before they have any sense of how the pilots are currently performing. 

The Commission should adopt the modifications to PG&E’s proposed Track A schedule 

shown in Table 1 below. CalCCA’s proposed schedule pushes out the date for intervenor testimony 

 
3  Id. at 6-7. 
4  Id. at 2-3. 
5  Id. at 4, 9. 
6  Id. at 4-5. 
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until approximately two months after the release of the RTP pilot results, and adjusts the remaining 

procedural schedule accordingly. CalCCA’s version of the schedule would still give PG&E five 

to six months to make any necessary operational and systems changes before the January 2028 

start of the Interim RTP Proposal. While PG&E conservatively drafted a schedule that would allow 

it a full year to implement rate design changes to its pilots, it noted that this full year may not be 

necessary.7 Regardless, parties will not have a meaningful opportunity to suggest these kinds of 

pilot modifications if they are required to submit testimony without an understanding of the current 

pilot’s performance. It is therefore critical that the due date for Track A intervenor testimony is 

pushed out, even if this change reduces the number of months that PG&E will ultimately have to 

implement any proposed pilot changes. 

Table 1. Proposed Track A Schedule Revisions 

Activity PG&E Recommended Date CalCCA Recommended Date 
 

PG&E Serves Testimony 
Supporting Stop-Gap 
Interim RTP Pilots’ 
Extension Proposal  

January 30, 2026  
 

January 30, 2026  
 

Mid-Term M&E RTP 
Pilot Results Available 

 August 2026 

Cal Advocates’ 
Responsive Stop-Gap 
Testimony  

March 2, 2026  
 

September 30, 2026 (or 30 
days from the release of the 
Mid-Term M&E RTP Pilot 
Results) 

Other Intervenors’ 
Responsive Stop-Gap 
Testimony  

April 2, 2026  
 

October 30, 2026 (or 60 days 
from the release of the Mid-
Term M&E RTP Pilot Results) 

Settlement Discussions  April 9 – May 15, 2026  November – December 2026 
Concurrent Rebuttal 
Testimony on Applicable 
Contested Stop-Gap 
Issues  

June 5, 2026  
 

December 4, 2026 

 
7  Id. at 2-3. 
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Evidentiary Hearings (if 
needed on Contested 
Issues only)  

June 22-24, 2026  
 

December 16-18, 2026 

Opening Briefs  July 15, 2026  January 15, 2027 
Reply Briefs  July 31, 2026  February 1, 2027 
Proposed Decision  September 30, 2026  April 2027 
Opening Comments On 
PD  

October 20, 2026  + 20 Days from PD  

Reply Comments On PD  October 26, 2026 + 5 Days from Opening 
Comments  

Final Decision Voted Out 
By CPUC  

By November 30, 2026  Mid-July, 2027 

PG&E Makes Necessary 
Stop-Gap Operational and 
Systems Changes for 
January 2028 
commencement of Interim 
RTP Proposal  

December 2026 – December 
2027 

July 2027 – December 2027 

PG&E’s HFP Pilot Rates 
Remain Available Until 
Post-Pilot RTP rates can 
be programmed into 
PG&E’s Modernized 
Billing System 

January 2028 – ~2030  
 

January 2028 – ~2030  
 

 
II. THE COMMISSION SHOULD DIRECT PG&E TO SEEK LMS EXTENSIONS OR 

PURSUE BROADER LMS MODIFICATIONS TO ADDRESS ANY DEADLINES 
THAT ARE UNNECESSARILY COMPLICATING OR HINDERING PG&E’S 
EFFICIENT DEVELOPMENT OF RTP RATES 
 
The CEC’s LMS currently impose RTP-related deadlines that do not take into account 

PG&E’s current billing system constraints. Specifically, the LMS currently require PG&E to make 

an RTP rate available for all customers starting January 1, 2027, if approved by the Commission.8 

PG&E has confirmed that, given the status of its Billing Modernization Initiative, PG&E will be 

unable to program post-pilot RTP rates into its billing system until 2030 at the earliest.9 As a result, 

PG&E has proposed a “Stop-Gap” measure to extend PG&E’s existing pilots to ensure there is no 

 
8  20 CCR § 1623(d)(2). See also PG&E-5 at p. 4-3 and n. 6.  
9  Motion at 2. 
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interruption in access to RTP rates or programs.10 To the extent CEC-imposed deadlines are 

unnecessarily complicating the RTP development process or hindering PG&E’s ability to 

efficiently develop longer-term RTP rates, the Commission should encourage PG&E to seek 

reasonable extensions at the CEC or pursue a broader modification of the LMS compliance 

deadlines more generally.  

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, CalCCA respectfully requests the Commission grant PG&E’s 

Motion with the modifications discussed herein.  

 
Dated: November 21, 2025 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ Julia Kantor 
Julia Kantor 
Keyes & Fox LLP 
580 California Street, 12th Floor  
San Francisco, CA 94104 

    Telephone: (617) 835-5113  
E-mail: jkantor@keyesfox.com 
 
On behalf of California Community Choice 
Association 

 
10  Id. 
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