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March 3, 2026 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL  
 
Energy Division 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Email: EDTARIFFUNIT@CPUC.CA.GOV 
 

Re: California Community Choice Association’s Comments on Draft Resolution 
E-5440 - Pacific Gas and Electric, Southern California Edison, and San 
Diego Gas and Electric Remediation Plans for Integration Capacity Analysis 

 
Dear Energy Division, 
 

Pursuant to Rule 14.5 of the California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) Rules 
of Practice and Procedure,1 and the accompanying Cover Letter to the February 11, 2026, Draft 
Resolution E-54402 (Draft Resolution) approving, with modifications, the Investor-owned 
Utilities’ (IOU)3 Integration Capacity Analysis (ICA) remediation plans and baseline reporting, 
California Community Choice Association4 (CalCCA) submits these comments on the Draft 
Resolution. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

CalCCA appreciates the Commission’s continued efforts to improve the reliability and 
usefulness of the ICA. Decision (D.) 24-10-030 states that “the ICA quantifies the maximum 
amount of power that can be injected into, or drawn from, the distribution system while requiring 

 
1  State of California Public Utilities Commission, Rules of Practice and Procedure, California 
Code of Regulations Title 20, Division 1, Chapter 1 (May 2021). 
2  Draft Resolution E-5440 Pacific Gas and Electric, Southern California Edison, and San Diego 
Gas and Electric Remediation Plans for Integration Capacity Analysis (Feb. 11, 2026). 
3  The IOUs as referred to herein are Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), Southern 
California Edison Company (SCE), and San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E). 
4  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. 
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minimal to no distribution mitigations, upgrades, or operational restrictions.”5 Up-to-date ICA 
results that are aligned with engineered values provide customers and developers with valuable 
information for siting and designing new load and generation. While the Draft Resolution 
addresses many shortcomings of the IOUs’ proposed ICA Remediation Plans, it does not go far 
enough in requiring the IOUs to implement essential measures to ensure ICA data is complete 
and aligned with engineered values. Specifically, the Commission should modify the Draft 
Resolution to: 

• Strengthen the requirements for aligning the ICA results with engineered values, 
including: 
o Shortening the timeline for IOUs to file an Advice Letter (AL) proposing a 

methodology to address misalignment between ICA and engineered 
values; and 

o Requiring SCE to file an AL proposing near-term fixes for the Load ICA. 

• Strengthen the requirement for the monthly ICA refresh of changed circuits 
(monthly refresh), including: 
o Changing the language in the Draft Resolution from “the IOUs should 

strive to update all triggered circuits every month” to “the IOUs must 
update all triggered circuits every month;” 

o Establishing criteria for exceptions from meeting the monthly refresh 
requirement; 

o Establishing a reporting requirement for violating the monthly refresh; and  
o Establishing an enforcement mechanism for repeated violations of the 

monthly refresh. 

• Require SDG&E to cease over-redacting ICA data fields unless SDG&E provides 
specific evidence that the data violates the 15/15 Rule.6  

II. THE COMMISSION SHOULD STRENGTHEN THE REQUIREMENTS FOR 
ALIGNING THE ICA RESULTS WITH ENGINEERING VALUES 

The Commission should revise the Draft Resolution to strengthen the requirements for 
aligning the ICA results with engineered values. The IOUs have been unable to consistently 
produce usable and dependable Load and Generation ICA values, rendering those values 
unreliable. While the Draft Resolution takes steps to enhance tracking and reporting to improve 

 
5  D.24-10-030, Decision Adopting Improvements to Distribution Planning and Project Execution 
Process, Distribution Resource Planning Portals, and Integration Capacity Analysis Maps (Oct. 23, 
2024), at 8. 
6  See Draft Resolution, at 5, Footnote 12 (defining the 15/15 Rule as a “data set containing at least 
15 customers with no customer receiving no more than 15 percent of the load.”). 
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ICA usability, it should adopt the following recommendations as it does not go far enough in 
requiring timely ICA improvements and fails to specifically address SCE’s Load ICA 
shortcomings.  

First, the Commission should shorten the timeline for IOUs to file a joint AL proposing a 
methodology to address misalignment between ICA and engineered values. The Draft Resolution 
defines alignment as “the degree to which ICA results reflect the engineering outcomes of actual 
interconnection or energization applications, as determined by the distribution engineer 
processing those applications,” referring to the latter as the engineered value.7 The Draft 
Resolution then establishes requirements for the IOUs to track and report on scenarios in which 
the ICA and engineered values are aligned (concordant) or misaligned (discordant) to understand 
the root causes of any misalignment and determine corrective action. However, the Draft 
Resolution gives the IOUs between 18 and 30 months to file a joint AL proposing ICA 
improvements to address discordance.  

While the ICA discordance tracking and reporting requirements are new, the 
misalignment between ICA and engineered values is a longstanding issue that has been reported 
in the IOUs’ Biannual ICA Reports and discussed during quarterly ICA workshops. Providing 
the IOUs 18 to 30 months to submit an AL recommending improvements could delay 
implementation of measures to correct discordance by three or more years. The Commission 
should revise the timeline for filing the joint AL to between six and 12 months to ensure the 
timely resolution of the longstanding ICA misalignment issues. 

Second, the Commission should require SCE to file an AL to propose near-term fixes for 
the Load ICA. The protests of the Interstate Renewable Energy Council (IREC)8 and the Public 
Advocates Office of the California Public Utilities Commission (Cal Advocates)9 detail known 
issues affecting the usability of SCE’s ICA values, including the high number of circuits with 
zero Load ICA hosting capacity. The Draft Resolution fails to address this issue and instead 
focuses on tracking and reporting on ICA misalignment. The issue of SCE’s high number of 
circuits with zero Load ICA has been a longstanding and well-documented concern and should 
be addressed in the Draft Resolution. The Commission should therefore require SCE to file an 
AL within 60 days of the adoption of the Draft Resolution describing how it will ensure that the 
Load ICA values align with engineering values and address the zero Load ICA issue.  

 
7  Draft Resolution, at 16. 
8  See IREC’s Protest of Utility Companies’ ALs – PG&E AL 7686-E (ICA Remediation Plan); 
SDG&E AL 4710-E (Addressing Remediation Plan for ICA), and SCE AL 5614-E (ICA Remediation 
Plan) – Filed in Compliance with D.24-10-030 (Sep. 15, 2025), at 3-12.  
9  See Cal Advocates’ Protest to SCE’s Tier 3 AL 5614-E, PG&E’s Tier 3 AL 7686-E, and 
SDG&E’s Tier 3 AL 4710-E: Integration Capacity Analysis Remediation Plans Pursuant to D.24-10-030 
(Sept. 15, 2025), at 5-6. 
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III. THE REQUIREMENT FOR THE MONTHLY ICA REFRESH OF CHANGED 
CIRCUITS SHOULD BE STRENGTHENED 

The Commission should revise the Draft Resolution to strengthen the requirements for 
the monthly refresh of ICA for changed circuits. The ICA values for individual circuits change as 
new customer load and generation come online, requiring the IOUs to refresh these values for 
affected circuits. The Draft Resolution agrees with IREC and Cal Advocates that the ICA results 
for changed circuits must be updated monthly.10 However, the Draft Resolution states that the 
IOUs “should strive to update all triggered circuits every month,” and acknowledges exceptions 
that may prevent the monthly refresh.11 Further, the Draft Resolution does not propose any 
enforcement measures if an IOU repeatedly fails to meet the monthly refresh requirement. 
Without a specific requirement for IOUs to refresh ICA values on changed circuits, along with 
specific criteria for exceptions and a means to enforce compliance, the ICA values may not 
provide meaningful value to customers or developers. The Draft Resolution should be modified 
to address these concerns. 

First, the language in the Draft Resolution should be revised to state that the IOUs “must 
update all triggered circuits every month,” rather than the IOUs merely “should” provide the 
update. This removes ambiguity and conveys the necessity of monthly refreshing of the ICA 
values. Requiring a monthly refresh will provide clarity around the age of ICA values, 
significantly improving the usability of the maps. Second, the Draft Resolution should be revised 
to provide guidance on handling exceptions that prevent refreshing ICA values. This could 
include adjusting the refresh timing relative to model runs to minimize exceptions due to model 
run times, so that only circuits triggered a certain number of days in advance of a refresh are 
included. Finally, the Draft Resolution should include a specific requirement for the percentage 
of changed circuits to be refreshed monthly, reporting requirements for the IOUs to explain 
deviations from this requirement, and penalties for continued failure to meet this criterion. 

IV. THE COMMISSION SHOULD REQUIRE SDG&E TO CEASE REDACTING 
ALL ICA FIELDS THAT COMPLY WITH THE 15/15 RULE 

The Commission should revise the Draft Resolution to require SDG&E to cease over-
redacting ICA data that do not reveal customer data. The Draft Resolution agrees with IREC and  
Cal Advocates that “SDG&E has failed to comply with Commission requirements for redaction 
methods for ICA” consistent with the 15/15 Rule for protecting customer information.12 The 
Draft Resolution correctly identifies “Load Profile” and “Op Gen Flex” as data fields that could 
reveal customer information, yet it only directs SDG&E to cease redacting the “Total 
Generation” and “Existing Generation” data fields. However, SDG&E is redacting data fields 
that do not reveal customer information, including the “Integration Capacity NO Operational 
Flexibility” and “Integration Capacity” fields. These additional data fields provide necessary 

 
10  Draft Resolution, at 14. 
11  Id. (emphasis added) 
12  Id. 
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information for customers siting electric vehicle charging and other new loads or generation. The 
Draft Resolution should be modified to limit SDG&E’s redaction to only data fields that reveal 
customer information consistent with the 15/15 Rule. 

V. CONCLUSION 

CalCCA appreciates the Commission’s thoughtful and careful consideration of these 
comments. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE 
ASSOCIATION 

 
 
 
 

Leanne Bober, 
Director of Regulatory Affairs and  
Deputy General Counsel 
 

 
cc via email:  

PGETariffs@pge.com 
SDGETariffs@sdge.com  
GAnderson@sdge.com 
AdviceTariffManager@sce.com  
Karyn.Gansecki@sce.com  
anthony.abiabdallah@cpuc.ca.gov 
stanfield@smwlaw.com 
Service List: R.21-06-017 
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