SUBMITTED 05/15/2026, 03:46 PM

California Community Choice Association

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

1. Recognizing the finite resources of the ISO and stakeholders, which, if any, policy
submissions do you think should be prioritized for exploration in 2026? Please list only
your top one or two selections.

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to assist the California
Independent System Operator (CAISO) with prioritizing infrastructure-related initiatives for exploration in 2026.
CalCCA’s highest priorities are: (1) the Energy-Only (EO) to deliverability pathway; and (2) Maximum Import
Capability (MIC) enhancements.

EO to deliverability - The CAISO should commit to exploring enhancements necessary to make EO resources
fully deliverable when upgrades are required, particularly when projects have made commitments with load
serving entities (LSE) or when projects are aligned with local regulatory authority policy needs. The California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has recently identified a 6,000 megawatt[1] reliability need between 2029-
2032 and has ordered CPUC-jurisdictional LSEs to procure new resources to meet this reliability need.

[2] Capacity eligible to satisfy the CPUC’s procurement order must be deliverable or paired with a deliverable
resource. In addition, Resource Adequacy (RA) capacity has been scarce for the last few years. While recent
builds have helped, load growth may account for all the recently built capacity, requiring more RA to be procured.

A viable approach to converting EO resources to deliverable resources could help expand and expedite
opportunities for developers to finance and construct projects without a Transmission Plan Deliverability (TPD)
allocation. Constructed and operational projects may be more viable than earlier- stage projects under
development, may be able to provide deliverable capacity more quickly than earlier stage projects, and should
be allowed to compete against other projects in the interconnection intake process and TPD allocation process
to contribute to the state’s RA requirements.

Maximum Import Capacity (MIC) Enhancements - Within the RA Modeling and Program Design (RAMPD)
initiative, the CAISO should conduct a comprehensive review of the practices and policies for quantifying,
assigning, transferring, and utilizing MIC to support eligibility of import resources to provide RA capacity. The
ability to bring new deliverable capacity online is paramount to supporting reliability and clean energy goals. As
stated in the Joint Parties’ submittal, CPUC- and non-CPUC- jurisdictional LSEs are actively evaluating
opportunities to contract with out-of-CAISO resources to support long-term planning efforts, but challenges with
obtaining MIC when and where needed create barriers to long-term contracting and RA procurement.

While the Joint Parties[3] submitted this initiative in both the Market Design and Infrastructure catalog
processes,[4] CalCCA strongly urges the CAISO to pursue MIC Enhancements as part of the RAMPD initiative,
rather than under a separate infrastructure-related initiative. MIC policy and implementation are inextricably
intertwined with RA policy and implementation, and the CAISO balancing authority area (BAA) has historically
relied on imports to meet RA requirements. It is critical that consideration of enhancements to MIC determination
and application be fully integrated with, informed by, and supportive of RA policy and objectives.

[1] The need is denominated in Net Qualifying Capacity and since the resources are likely to come from
non-emitting resources, the amount of installed capacity will be significantly greater.

[2] Decision 26-02-057, Decision Requiring 2029-2032 Electric Resource Procurement and Transmitting
Portfolios for 2026-2027 Transmission Planning Process, Rulemaking 25-06-019 (Feb. 26, 2026), at
2, https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/SearchRes.aspx?DocFormat=ALL&DoclD=601777006.

[3] The Joint Parties include: (1) ACP — California; (2) the Bay Area Municipal Transmission Group
(BAMx), comprised of the City of Palo Alto Utilities and the City of Santa Clara, dba Silicon Valley Power; (3)


https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/SearchRes.aspx?DocFormat=ALL&DocID=601777006

CalCCA; (4) the California Municipal Utilities Association; (5) the Six Cities, comprised of the cites of Anaheim,
Azusa, Banning, Colton, Pasadena, and Riverside California; (6) Shell Energy North America (US), L.P.; and (7)
the Regents of the University of California (UC Regents).

[4] See the Joint Parties MIC Submittal (Mar. 2,
2026), https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/488eeaed-a534-4241-bf4a-
64959057ab88#org-b4a7376a-d17a-4ff6-823a-22a440b8eedc.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Streamlined Augmentation of Operational Batteries
submission (NextEra)

Medium Priority — Streamlining the storage “augmentation” process as proposed by NextEra Energy Resources
should be explored to ensure that storage resources can sustain capacity above contractual requirements as
battery cells degrade over time.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Energy Only Resources Seeking Deliverability submission
(Cal-CCA)

High priority — See response in section 1.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Maximum Import Capability Enhancements submission
(Joint Parties)

High priority — See response in section 1.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Transmission Access Charge Structure Enhancements
submission (CDWR and others)

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Robust Adaptability Testing in CAISO Transmission
submission (Sonoma Clean Power)

High priority - The CAISO, in coordination with the CPUC, should reform its transmission planning tools and
decision-making processes to be more robust under uncertain scenarios. System planning is becoming
increasingly challenged by uncertain assumptions, given the emergence of new large loads like data centers,
changes in federal policy, and new technology innovation. Proactive development of transmission capacity, and
particularly lines that enable a diverse set of resources that satisfy grid needs under a range of scenarios, is the
primary opportunity to improve robustness of California’s grid planning. The CAISO should therefore reform
transmission planning tools and decision-making processes to account for uncertainty using robust optimization
methods that result in a portfolio that is successful across a range of scenarios.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,
3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Reliability Modernization Initiative submission (Sonoma
Clean Power)


https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/488eeaed-a534-4241-bf4a-64959057ab88#org-b4a7376a-d17a-4ff6-823a-22a440b8eedc
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/488eeaed-a534-4241-bf4a-64959057ab88#org-b4a7376a-d17a-4ff6-823a-22a440b8eedc

10.

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,

3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Long Duration Energy Storage Transmission Asset
submission (GreenGen)

CalCCA does not oppose the exploration of long-duration energy storage (LDES) as a transmission asset.
However, if the CAISO takes up this initiative, the CAISO should include market participation issues — including
the treatment of market revenues and RA accreditation rules — in the scope of the initial phase of the initiative.
While GreenGen suggests these issues could be considered in a later phase, these issues will have critical
impacts on the cost-effectiveness and viability of this pathway for LDES resources.

. Please provide your organization’s comments on and level of priority (1.high, 2.medium,

3.low, or 4.not a priority) for the Comprehensive Alignment Post Order 1920 submission
(EDF Renewables)

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

Do you have any additional feedback or suggestions that you’d like the ISO to consider?

CalCCA has no additional comments at this time.



