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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS1 

CalCCA proposes the Commission: 

• Coordinate with the CEC to separate data center loads from the forecast used to 
set RA requirements and instead base RA requirements on actual data center load 
interconnection information; 

• Account for the reliability value that can be provided by EO co-located resources 
under the SOD framework;  

• Clarify the intended use of local RA CPE data request results consistent with the 
approach used by SCE; and  

• Publish aggregated results of the local RA CPE data request process so that CPEs 
and LSEs have access to the same information to inform their procurement 
processes. 

 

 
1  Acronyms used herein are defined in the body of this document. 
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California Community Choice Association2 (CalCCA) submits these Track 1 proposals 

pursuant to the Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling3 (Scoping Ruling), dated 

December 12, 2025. The Scoping Ruling designates the following issues in scope for Track 1: 

(1) adoption of the 2027-2029 Local Capacity Requirements; (2) adoption of the 2027 Flexible 

Capacity Requirements; (3) accreditation for long-duration energy storage; (4) Unforced 

Capacity Methodology; (5) accreditation for solar and wind resources; (6) transactability issues 

within the slice-of-day (SOD) framework; (7) residual unit commitment (RUC) for resource 

adequacy (RA) resources; (8) energy-only (EO) resources; and (9) other time sensitive issues 

 
2  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. 
3  Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling, Rulemaking (R.) 25-10-003 (Dec.12, 
2025), https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Efile/G000/M590/K884/590884355.PDF.  

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Efile/G000/M590/K884/590884355.PDF
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identified by Energy Division or by parties in proposals.4 The following includes CalCCA’s 

proposals as allowed by the Scoping Ruling. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The California Public Utilities Commission’s (Commission) RA program plays an 

important role in maintaining grid reliability by ensuring sufficient resources are provided to the 

California Independent System Operator (CAISO) balancing authority area when and where 

needed to meet reliability targets. CalCCA appreciates the Commission’s commitment to 

continually refining the RA program to ensure its effectiveness. Currently, two overriding issues 

demand changes addressed in CalCCA’s proposals set forth herein: (1) unprecedented increased 

load predicted in the California Energy Commission’s (CEC) Integrated Energy Policy Report 

(IEPR) Demand Forecast; and (2) increased complexity and expense associated with the RA 

program rules. 

First, load serving entities’ (LSE) RA requirements are driven largely by the CEC’s IEPR 

Demand Forecast. The interactions between the RA program and the IEPR Demand Forecast 

must be re-evaluated in the context of new data center load forecasting issues.  

Second, in recent years, complying with the requirements established within the RA 

program has become complex and expensive. In part, this is due to the recent transition to the 

SOD framework and the transactional friction within the current rules, combined with recent RA 

market tightness. The implementation of the local RA central procurement entity (CPE) program 

has also added additional complexity.  

For these reasons, CalCCA’s proposals focus on: (1) enhancing the RA forecast and 

allocation process to base RA requirements driven by data center load on actual load 

 
4  Scoping Ruling at 4-5. 
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interconnection information; (2) expanding the pool of existing capacity available to provide 

reliability benefits while adhering to deliverability limits; (3) clarifying recent modifications to 

the local RA CPE framework; and (4) enhancing transparency regarding procured local resources.  

In summary, the Commission should:  

• Coordinate with the CEC to separate data center loads from the Demand Forecast 
used to set RA requirements; instead, RA requirements should be based on actual 
data center load interconnection information; 

• Account for the reliability value that can be provided by EO co-located resources 
under the SOD framework;  

• Clarify the intended use of local RA CPE data request results consistent with the 
approach used by SCE; and  

• Publish aggregated results of the local RA CPE data request process so that CPEs 
and LSEs have access to the same information to inform their procurement 
processes. 

II. THE COMMISSION SHOULD COORDINATE WITH THE CEC TO SEPARATE 
DATA CENTER LOAD FROM THE RA FORECAST AND INSTEAD BASE RA 
REQUIREMENTS ON ACTUAL DATA CENTER LOAD INTERCONNECTION 
INFORMATION  

The Commission’s process for allocating RA requirements based upon the CEC’s IEPR 

load forecast should be re-evaluated in the context of the introduction of data center load and the 

novel impact it will have on load forecasting and RA allocations.5 The CEC,6 other state and 

 
5  CEC Docket No. 24-IEPR-01, Final 2024 Integrated Energy Policy Report Update (Oct. 2025), 
https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/GetDocument.aspx?tn=266416&DocumentContentId=103467.  
6  CEC Docket No. 24-IEPR-03, Jenny Chen, “Data Center Forecast”, (Dec. 23, 2024) (Chen 
Forecast), at 2, https://www.energy.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2024-
12/Data_Center_Forecast_Update_ada.pdf, (acknowledging the uncertainties involved with data center 
certainty analysis, and stating during the 2024 Demand Forecast development that “[t]his has been a 
continually evolving process, as we learn more every day. The data center methodology will be improved 
next year.”). 

https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/GetDocument.aspx?tn=266416&DocumentContentId=103467
https://www.energy.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2024-12/Data_Center_Forecast_Update_ada.pdf
https://www.energy.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2024-12/Data_Center_Forecast_Update_ada.pdf
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federal regulators,7 researchers,8 and the media have widely noted the difficulty of concluding 

whether the data center loads will materialize. Given the unique characteristics and uncertainty 

associated with data center load, the Commission should work with the CEC to establish new 

processes for incorporating data center load into the RA forecast and RA allocations. These 

processes should include the following components: (1) considering data center load separately 

from other forecasted load for RA purposes, using actual rather than forecasted load to determine 

RA obligations; and (2) allocating an RA obligation to an LSE serving a data center when certain 

milestones are met. 

Establishing these new processes is necessary to protect existing customers from 

absorbing costs associated with data center load. In particular, a process should be developed to 

identify the LSE that will be serving the data center load and allocate RA obligations 

accordingly. This proceeding is the venue available to the Commission and parties to develop 

processes that ensure the costs of providing RA to all customers, existing and new, are based on 

accurate needs and allocated fairly. The proposal below offers a framework for equitably 

incorporating data center load into the RA forecast and allocation process.  

 
7  For example, a recent letter from Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Chairman 
Rosner to regional transmission organizations and independent system operators including the CAISO 
highlights these challenges and opens a dialogue regarding large load interconnections. See FERC 
Chairman Rosner’s Letter to the RTOs/ISOs on Large Load Forecasting (Sept. 18, 2025), 
https://www.ferc.gov/news-events/news/chairman-rosners-letter-rtosisos-large-load-forecasting (“Our 
experience to date tells us that large loads, such as data centers, have characteristics that call for new and 
improved forecasting methods. Given the size and volume of new large load interconnection requests, I’m 
optimistic that utilities have an opportunity to apply similar criteria to those currently used to assess the 
commercial readiness of large projects in the generator interconnection queue. These objective criteria 
include observable milestones such as contracts, financial security deposits, and physical site control.”). 
8  See, e.g., Fast, Flexible Solutions for Data Centers, Rocky Mountain Institute (July 17, 2025), 
https://rmi.org/fast-flexible-solutions-for-data-centers/ (“Some estimate that speculative interconnection 
requests could be five to ten times more than the actual number of data centers, as data centers “shop 
around” for the fastest interconnection opportunities and cancel data center projects in oversupply.”). 

https://www.ferc.gov/news-events/news/chairman-rosners-letter-rtosisos-large-load-forecasting
https://rmi.org/fast-flexible-solutions-for-data-centers/
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A. Actual Rather Than Forecasted Data Center Load Should be Used to Set 
RA Obligations  

Load forecasts can err in either direction. When incorporating large, discrete, and/or 

uncertain data center loads, load forecast accuracy can have significant affordability and 

reliability implications for the grid as a whole, individual LSEs, and California customers. Too 

high of a forecast can result in substantial procurement costs with little or no additional load to 

spread those costs. Depending on how the RA obligations are allocated, specific LSEs may be 

especially impacted by these costs. Too low of a forecast can result in the LSE’s RA 

requirements being too low to meet reliability needs.  

The Commission, in coordination with the CEC, should therefore modify its process for 

incorporating data center load into RA allocations. Because RA needs are near-term (year-ahead) 

and data centers take time to construct, the RA allocation process can benefit from using actual 

large load interconnection information rather than a forecast for the purpose of setting RA 

requirements. To accomplish this and as set forth below, data center load forecast should 

therefore be removed from the overall load forecast (Step 1 below), the load forecast minus the 

data center load should be allocated to LSEs based on load ratio share (Step 2 and Step 3 below), 

and data center load should be added to an LSE’s obligation based upon actual interconnection 

information (Step 4 below).  

Accounting for data center load on an individual basis for RA allocation purposes can 

therefore mitigate the risk of load forecast inaccuracy. By allocating data center load to the 

correct LSE with a high degree of certainty, as opposed to the “peanut butter” approach, this 

proposal has the added benefit of reducing potential cost-shifts between LSEs that experience 

substantial load growth associated with particular data centers (and are thus able to recover 

capacity costs from those data centers via rates) and other LSEs that are not. 
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B. RA Obligations for Data Centers Should Only Be Allocated to LSEs When 
Certain Milestones are Met 

Data center load should only be incorporated into the RA requirements of the individual 

LSE serving the load upon meeting certain conditions that inform the certainty and timing of 

energization. These conditions include an executed interconnection agreement, a known 

energization date within the RA year, permitting milestones, and other indicators. As described 

above, the RA program requires confidence regarding the amount of data center load that must 

be served to maintain reliability and affordability. An LSE requires sufficient notification of its 

role as the generation provider for the data center load and the timing with which its RA 

obligations for that load will occur so it can conduct procurement activities necessary to serve its 

customers. These conditions should provide the RA program and LSEs with this confidence from 

this notification.  

To ensure an LSE is given sufficient notification to perform its procurement activities to 

serve data center load, the Commission should adopt a multi-step process that incorporates data 

center load into the year-ahead RA (YARA) requirements and/or month-ahead RA (MARA) 

requirements depending upon when all of certain conditions are met. If the conditions are met by 

the time the year-ahead RA forecast is developed, then the data center load can be included in the 

LSE’s YARA requirement (Step 4 below). In summary, the process for allocating RA 

requirements should follow the following steps:  

• Step 1: Develop overall load forecast and a separate data center load forecast.9  

• Step 2: Develop RA load forecast:  

• RA load forecast = Overall load forecast minus data center load forecast.  

 
9  The CEC’s 2024 IEPR Update includes a data center load forecast. This data center load forecast 
would be subtracted from the overall forecast to obtain the load to be allocated to LSEs based on load 
ratio share. Data center load would then be added to LSE RA obligations through Step 4. Chen Forecast. 
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• Step 3: Allocate RA load forecast to individual LSEs based on load-ratio share of 
the non-data center load forecast: 

• Because the RA forecast does not include new data center load, it can be 
done based on load ratio share, without the risk of allocating data center 
load to LSEs who will not serve those data centers.  

• Step 4: Add data center load to LSE YARA allocations based on actual data 
center load interconnection information:  

• Individual LSE YARA Allocation = LSE share of RA forecast10 plus any 
new data center loads that meet certain conditions signaling certainty that 
the data center will energize during the RA year. 

• These conditions could include that the data centers: (1) have chosen the 
LSE as its generation provider; (2) have an executed interconnection 
agreement; (3) are based on the customer ramp/utilization forecast; (4) 
accounts for load modification from onsite generation; (5) have an 
energization date within the RA year validated by the interconnecting 
IOU; (6) have obtained local permits to construct; (7) have obtained site 
control; and (8) have begun construction of the data center.   

CalCCA recognizes that there may be instances in which all the criteria in Step 4 above 

are met after the year-ahead RA forecast is developed and the facility is able to come online prior 

to the development of the next RA forecast. While likely rare due to construction timelines, the 

Commission should also consider a mechanism to address such situations. Additionally, new 

rules for load migration of large loads will be needed to prevent cost shifts between LSEs.  

III. THE COMMISSION SHOULD ACCOUNT FOR THE RELIABILITY VALUE 
THAT CAN BE PROVIDED BY EO CO-LOCATED RESOURCES UNDER THE 
SOD FRAMEWORK 

The Commission should coordinate with the CAISO to allow EO co-located resources to 

provide RA value when deliverability limits at the point of interconnection (POI) are not 

exceeded. The advent of the SOD framework has made some RA accreditation rules 

 
10  The LSE share of the RA forecast would include any pre-existing data center load from previous 
RA years, as long as the data center load did not expand beyond a pre-defined threshold, in which case 
the expansion should be included in Step 4, or the data center load did not cease operation, in which case 
a process should be in place to remove the data center load from the forecast.  
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considerably more complex and has created some friction between the Commission’s and 

CAISO’s processes. While the Commission has transitioned its RA program to SOD, which 

evaluates all hours on the “worst day” of the month, the CAISO continues to evaluate RA as a 

single value during the peak hour.11  

Complications with showing 24 hourly values to the Commission and a single value to 

the CAISO have arisen with respect to deliverability. Resources must be studied to ensure they 

are deliverable to CAISO load before they are able to provide RA capacity. The Commission has 

allowed both components of a co-located resource with full or partial deliverability status to 

count for RA when they do not exceed the deliverability at the POI in any hour.12 This has 

enabled the storage component and the co-located generating resource (typically a renewable 

generator) to both count for reliability recognizing that in a SOD RA showing the storage 

component and the generating component are not exceeding deliverability limits.  

The Commission should, in coordination with the CAISO, enable the EO portions of co-

located resources to count for RA or charging sufficiency requirements for offsite storage when 

the combined showing of the deliverable and EO components do not exceed the deliverability 

limits at the POI. This effort will promote RA affordability by unlocking additional capacity that 

can be shown for RA and storage charging SOD requirements while maintaining reliability by 

preserving deliverability limits at the POI. Expanding opportunities for co-located resources 

currently defined as EO to provide reliability value is increasingly important given the 

 
11  CAISO RA Processes and CPUC’s Slice of Day (Oct. 2024), 
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/Updated-White-Paper-Resource-Adequacy-
Processes-CPUCs-Slice-of-Day-Oct-14-
2024.pdf?_gl=1*1pdrq3g*_ga*MTIwMzUwMzQyLjE3NDI4MzQ0MzE.*_ga_NDS4B4M2WP*czE3Nj
kwMTA5NzYkbzUwNyRnMCR0MTc2OTAxMDk3OCRqNTgkbDAkaDA.  
12  D.25-06-048, Decision Adopting Local Capacity Obligations for 2026-2028, Flexible Capacity 
Obligations for 2026, and Program Refinements, R.23-10-011 (June 26, 2025), Ordering Paragraph 10, 
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M571/K237/571237404.PDF.  

https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/Updated-White-Paper-Resource-Adequacy-Processes-CPUCs-Slice-of-Day-Oct-14-2024.pdf?_gl=1*1pdrq3g*_ga*MTIwMzUwMzQyLjE3NDI4MzQ0MzE.*_ga_NDS4B4M2WP*czE3NjkwMTA5NzYkbzUwNyRnMCR0MTc2OTAxMDk3OCRqNTgkbDAkaDA
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/Updated-White-Paper-Resource-Adequacy-Processes-CPUCs-Slice-of-Day-Oct-14-2024.pdf?_gl=1*1pdrq3g*_ga*MTIwMzUwMzQyLjE3NDI4MzQ0MzE.*_ga_NDS4B4M2WP*czE3NjkwMTA5NzYkbzUwNyRnMCR0MTc2OTAxMDk3OCRqNTgkbDAkaDA
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/Updated-White-Paper-Resource-Adequacy-Processes-CPUCs-Slice-of-Day-Oct-14-2024.pdf?_gl=1*1pdrq3g*_ga*MTIwMzUwMzQyLjE3NDI4MzQ0MzE.*_ga_NDS4B4M2WP*czE3NjkwMTA5NzYkbzUwNyRnMCR0MTc2OTAxMDk3OCRqNTgkbDAkaDA
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/Updated-White-Paper-Resource-Adequacy-Processes-CPUCs-Slice-of-Day-Oct-14-2024.pdf?_gl=1*1pdrq3g*_ga*MTIwMzUwMzQyLjE3NDI4MzQ0MzE.*_ga_NDS4B4M2WP*czE3NjkwMTA5NzYkbzUwNyRnMCR0MTc2OTAxMDk3OCRqNTgkbDAkaDA
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M571/K237/571237404.PDF
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Commission’s base portfolio used in the 2025-2026 CAISO Transmission Planning Process 

includes 14,996 megawatts (MW) of energy only capacity by 2035 and 31,820 MW of energy 

only capacity by 2040.13  

For these reasons and as set forth more fully below, the Commission should: (1) allow 

EO resources to count for RA or charging sufficiency of offsite storage when they are co-located 

with a deliverable resource and the showing of both components do not exceed the POI 

deliverability limits in any single hour; and (2) coordinate with the CAISO through a CAISO 

stakeholder initiative to update the tariff and business practices to support this change by 

requiring a must offer obligation (MOO) for shown EO resources. 

A. EO Resources Should Count for RA or Charging Sufficiency of Offsite 
Storage When They are Co-Located with a Deliverable Resource and the 
Showing of Both Components does Not Exceed Deliverability Limits 

EO resources should count for RA or charging sufficiency of offsite storage when they are 

co-located with a deliverable resource and the showing of both components does not exceed the 

POI deliverability limits. Along with this proposal, the SOD showing and validation process 

should be updated to ensure the showing of the two co-located resources does not exceed the 

deliverability limits at the POI in any hour.14 For example, assume an LSE contracts with a 100 

MW solar, 100 MW storage co-located resource with 100 MW of deliverability at the POI. The 

solar component is EO, and the storage component is fully deliverable. The examples below 

demonstrate a showing that complies with this requirement (Table 1) and another showing that 

 
13  2025-2026 Transmission Planning Process Unified Planning Assumptions and Study Plan (Draft) 
(Feb. 19, 2025), at 75, https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/2025-2026-Transmission-
Planning-Process-Unified-Planning-Assumptions-and-Draft-Study-Plan.pdf.  
14  When the co-located resource has multiple offtakers, the offtakers would need to work 
contractually to ensure their showings do not result in exceeding deliverability limits. If the offtakers 
cannot come to a contractual agreement, the RA would default to the offtaker of the FCDS portion for 
showing/compliance purposes.  

https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/2025-2026-Transmission-Planning-Process-Unified-Planning-Assumptions-and-Draft-Study-Plan.pdf
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/InitiativeDocuments/2025-2026-Transmission-Planning-Process-Unified-Planning-Assumptions-and-Draft-Study-Plan.pdf
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does not (Table 2). The example in Table 1 demonstrates how a 100 MW EO solar resource and 

100 MW Full Capacity Deliverability Status (FCDS) storage resource at the same POI with 100 

MW of deliverability can be shown without exceeding the deliverable MW at the POI in any hour. 

Table 1: Co-Located Resource Showing with EO Solar and Deliverable Storage  
That Does Not Exceed the Deliverable MW at the POI in Any Hour 

 

Table 2 demonstrates non-compliance with the requirement to not exceed the deliverable 

POI in any hour. Here, the storage resource is shown in hour ending (HE) 16 through HE 19, 

resulting in the solar and storage shown exceeding the deliverable MW at the POI in HE 16 

(shown in red in Table 2). This exceedance will therefore result in non-compliance with the 

requirement not to exceed the deliverable POI in any hour. 
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Table 2: Co-Located Resource Showing with EO Solar and Deliverable Storage 

 That Exceeds the Deliverable MW at the POI in Any Hour 

 

B. The Commission and CAISO Should Coordinate to Ensure Shown Co-
located EO Resources Have a Must-Offer Obligation for RA 

The Commission should coordinate with the CAISO to ensure co-located EO resources 

shown for RA have a MOO. The CAISO currently only requires a MOO for resources with full 

or partial deliverability status. While in the example in Table 1 above, both components can be 

shown across the day without exceeding the deliverable MW at the POI in any hour, if the solar 

is classified as EO, it will not have a corresponding MOO from the CAISO without a change to 

CAISO rules. The Commission should therefore work with the CAISO to ensure that resources 

such as the EO solar resource in Table 1 above have MOOs when used as RA capacity.  

This proposal allows LSEs to unlock additional RA capacity by enabling better 

optimization of existing deliverability. This will enable LSEs to meet their requirements in a more 

cost-effective manner without compromising reliability by ensuring LSEs cannot show in excess 

of the POI’s deliverability limit. The Commission should therefore coordinate with the CAISO to 

allow EO resources to provide RA capacity when co-located with a deliverable resource.  
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IV. THE INTENDED USE OF LOCAL RA CPE DATA REQUEST RESULTS SHOULD 
BE CLARIFIED CONSISTENT WITH THE APPROACH USED BY SCE 

The Commission should clarify that CPEs should use the local RA data request results to 

determine whether CPE plus LSE procurement results in sufficient local resources under 

contract, consistent with the approach taken by SCE. This clarification is necessary to: (1) ensure 

consistent use by CPEs; and (2) ensure reliable and cost-effective local procurement that does 

not result in over-procurement when LSE procurement meets local needs.  

Decision (D.) 24-12-003 adopted a local RA data request process to replace the non-

compensated self-showing options. Energy Division provides aggregated local RA procurement 

information from LSEs to the CPEs so the CPEs can better assess “the state of the overall local 

portfolio” and “…the actual needs for short-term and long-term procurement for the three-year 

forward requirements and beyond.”15 The local RA data request process took effect in January 

2025 for the 2026 RA compliance year. PG&E and SCE Annual Compliance Reports document 

how each CPE took into account the results of the data request in their procurement decisions.  

The PG&E Annual Compliance Report states that:  

Although this data does not count towards PG&E CPE's compliance 
needs, PG&E CPE used the data to inform its procurement decisions 
[REDACTED]. Without taking into account the LSE data 
aggregation results, following the 2025 PG&E CPE procurement 
efforts, the PG&E CPE has not been able to procure enough capacity 
to meet the needs in all months for any of the seven (7) local capacity 
areas within its territory and will be deferring procurement to 
CAISO backstop mechanisms for those areas for a majority of the 
months of the 2026 and 2027 compliance years.16  

 
15  D.24-12-003, Decision on Track 2 Issues, R.23-10-011 (Dec. 5, 2024), at 38, 
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M550/K149/550149956.PDF.  
16  Advice Letter (AL) 7704-E, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”) Central Procurement 
Entity (“CPE”) 2025 Annual Compliance Report (Sept. 19, 2025), Public Attachment E, at 3-4, 
https://www.pge.com/tariffs/assets/pdf/adviceletter/ELEC_7704-E.pdf.  

https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M550/K149/550149956.PDF
https://www.pge.com/tariffs/assets/pdf/adviceletter/ELEC_7704-E.pdf
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The SCE Annual Compliance Report states that:  

This [Annual Compliance Report] demonstrates that SCE-CPE met 
the obligations set forth in D.20-06-002, D.20-12-006, D.22-03-034, 
and D.24-12-003. SCE-CPE did not select any offers for its 2025 
SCE-CPE Local RA Request for Offers (RFO), as the CPUC Data 
Request File indicates sufficient local resources in the LA Basin 
(LAB) and Big Creek Ventura (BCV) local areas that are currently 
under contract. In short, the CPUC Data Request File demonstrates 
existing contracted capacity in excess of the Local Capacity needs 
identified in the CAISO technical studies for SCE-CPE’s 
compliance obligations for years 2026-2028.17  

While not entirely clear due to redactions in PG&E’s Annual Compliance Report, these 

statements demonstrate that the two local RA CPEs appear to have used the results of the data 

request differently. SCE used the data request results to determine whether CPE plus LSE 

procurement resulted in sufficient local resources under contract. It is unclear how PG&E used 

the data request results, as PG&E states that the results “informed” its procurement but not its 

compliance needs. While not clear whether LSE contracts for resources in local areas would 

have covered all the PG&E CPE’s deficiencies, it appears that even if they had, the PG&E CPE 

may have still conducted procurement because it did not account for the LSE data aggregation 

results. This could have resulted in excess and unnecessary procurement costs.  

The Commission should clarify within this proceeding how CPEs should use the local 

RA data request responses in their procurement decisions, so the CPEs can use the information 

consistently and cost-effectively. The Commission should clarify that CPEs should use the data 

request results to determine whether CPE plus LSE procurement results in sufficient local 

resources under contract, consistent with the approach taken by SCE. Accounting for LSE 

 
17  AL 5632-E, Southern California Edison Company’s 2026 Central Procurement Entity Annual 
Compliance Report (Sept. 19, 2025), Public Attachment 1, at 4, 
https://www.sce.com/wps/portal/home/regulatory/advice-letters/.  

https://www.sce.com/wps/portal/home/regulatory/advice-letters/
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contracts for resources in local areas will limit over-procurement, and therefore provide 

ratepayer savings.  

V. AGGREGATED RESULTS OF THE LOCAL RA CPE DATA REQUEST 
SHOULD BE PUBLICIZED 

The Commission should publish aggregated results of the local RA CPE data request 

process so that CPEs and LSEs have access to the same information to inform procurement 

processes. The local RA data request process adopted in D.24-12-003 results in Energy Division 

providing aggregated local RA procurement information to the CPEs to inform their annual 

solicitations and procurement processes. Providing LSEs with the same information the CPEs 

receive will improve RA market transparency, inform LSEs’ system RA procurement, and help 

LSEs anticipate their Cost Allocation Mechanism credits from CPE procurement. In recent years, 

the RA market has been very tight. The bi-lateral nature of the RA program can exacerbate 

procurement challenges when the market is tight. Providing additional transparency can relieve 

some of the market friction associated with a bi-lateral RA market. The Commission should 

therefore seek to increase transparency by providing LSEs with the same information the CPEs 

receive through the local RA data request. In publicizing this information, the Commission 

should only reveal total local RA MW under contract by local area, ensuring not to reveal any 

market sensitive information about individual resources or LSEs.  

Because this additional transparency can inform both CPE and LSE procurement 

processes, the Commission should also adopt the data request process for the San Diego-Imperial 

Valley local area and provide the same aggregated local RA procurement information. This will 

allow LSEs to have the same level of information on local RA capacity in the San Diego area to 

inform procurement of their own local or system RA obligations.  
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VI. CONCLUSION 

CalCCA respectfully requests consideration of the proposals herein and looks forward to 

an ongoing dialogue with the Commission and stakeholders. 

 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 

Leanne Bober, 
Director of Regulatory Affairs and Deputy 
General Counsel 

 
CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE 
ASSOCIATION 

 
 
January 23, 2026 
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