SUBMITTED 04/03/2026, 02:25 PM

California Community Choice Association

Contact
Shawn-Dai Linderman (shawndai@cal-cca.org)

1. Please provide a summary of your organization’s comments on the March 16, 2026
stakeholder meeting and the Issue Paper and Straw Proposal on Mixed-Fuel Resources.

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO) March 16, 2026, Working Group Meeting (WG Meeting) and
Mixed Fuels Issue Paper and Straw Proposal. In summary, the CAISO should:

» Develop a storage default energy bid (DEB) for Western Energy Imbalance Market (WEIM) only storage
resources to offer a readily available option for new resources and reduce administrative burden;

+ Develop a “time-of-day” storage DEB to better reflect storage resource costs when real-time conditions
deviate from day-ahead conditions;

» Reject recommendations to enable storage resources to use the Reference Level Change Request (RLCR)
process;

» Expedite discussions related to storage DEB enhancements and continue discussions on hybrid resource
DEBs thereafter, ensuring that hybrid resources have a market power mitigation (MPM) mechanism; and

» Adopt the CAISO’s proposed headroom proposal, and clarify that headroom limits apply to variable energy
resources (VER) co-located with resources with downward ancillary service (AS) awards in addition to
upward AS awards.

2. Please provide your organization’s comments on developing a default energy bid option for
WEIM-only storage resources.

CalCCA supports the CAISO developing a storage DEB for WEIM-only storage to offer a readily available option
for new resources and reduce administrative burden on the CAISO, DMM, and market participants associated
with the negotiated DEB option.

3. Please provide your organization’s comments on Examples A and B related to the
alternatives for developing a “time-of-day” storage default energy bid.

CalCCA supports the development of a “time-of-day” storage DEB to better reflect storage resource costs when
real-time conditions deviate from day-ahead conditions. If designed correctly, either approach, demonstrated in
Example A and Example B during the WG Meeting, can improve the DEB’s ability to reflect real-time conditions.
However, Example A may establish bids that are too high in the net load periods and too low in other periods.
This may then result in storage dispatching in a manner inconsistent with grid needs. Example B, on the other
hand, shapes prices to the typical need on the grid. Any solution based on a rolling window like Example A will
therefore need to be designed to limit this inconsistency. In addition, the data presented during the workshop
supports the periodicity of multipliers in CAISO’s Example B, with different multipliers to cover morning ramp
hours, midday hours, and early morning/late night hours. Example B may therefore be a more straightforward
approach, and the CAISO should consider whether the additional complexity required to ensure Example A is
consistent with grid needs will result in meaningful improvements over Example B.

4. Please provide your organization’s comments on storage resources and the Reference
Level Change Request process.
While the ability for storage resources to adjust to significant changes in real-time conditions relative to day-

ahead conditions is a valid concern, CalCCA agrees with the CAISO that it is likely not reasonable for storage
resources to leverage the RLCR process. As stated by the CAISO, storage energy costs are “sourced from the



energy market, not bilateral or out-of-market actions,” and not similar to gas resources “in their ability to have
‘better or more accurate’ information about energy costs via the CAISO.” It is therefore likely not necessary for
storage resources to use the RLCR process. Instead, the CAISO should consider how enhancements to the
storage DEB can mitigate the risk of DEBs poorly reflecting expected real-time opportunity costs.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on Default Energy Bids for Hybrid Resources
topic.

CalCCA does not oppose the CAISO’s proposal to expedite discussions related to storage DEB enhancements
and continue discussions on hybrid resource DEBs, as the development of the hybrid DEB will likely be based
upon the methodology established for storage. However, given there are currently a significant amount of

storage resources participating in hybrid configurations without a MPM mechanism, the CAISO should continue
to prioritize hybrid DEBs within this initiative upon completion of the storage DEB enhancements.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on the Headroom Limit for Co-located
Variable Energy Resources (formerly Co-located Follow DOT).

CalCCA supports the CAISO’s proposal to calculate a headroom limit equal to the aggregate capability
constraint minus the other co-located resources’ upward commodities and energy awards to set the maximum
possible real-time generation that a co-located variable energy resource (VER) can reach. This proposal will
allow additional flexibility for co-located VERs to better use available interconnection capacity while still ensuring
reliability and ancillary service deliverability.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on the High Sustainable Limit Guidance.

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on the interplay between hybrid resource
ancillary services and dynamic limits.

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

. Please provide any additional comments, feedback, or examples. You may upload
examples or data using the Attachments field below.

CalCCA has no additional comments at this time.



