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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS'

CalCCA recommends the Commission:

e Reject SDG&E’s proposal to provide the IOUs with autonomy over Climate Credit
distribution in 2027, which would undermine consistency, transparency, and
accountability;

e Adopt the EJ Parties’ proposal to convene a workshop or similar collaborative
process on communications, to ensure messaging is accurate, accessible, and
informed by stakeholder expertise; and

e Adopt SCE’s and SDG&E’s proposals to streamline communications, only if the
large IOUs are required to coordinate with CCAs and messaging remains distinct
from IOU marketing.

Acronyms used herein are defined in the body of this document.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Improve R.25-07-013
the California Climate Credit.

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION’S REPLY COMMENTS ON THE
PROPOSED DECISION ORDERING IMMEDIATE IMPROVEMENTS TO THE
CALIFORNIA CLIMATE CREDIT TO LOWER ELECTRIC AND GAS BILLS
The California Community Choice Association? (CalCCA) submits these comments pursuant
to Rule 14.3 of the California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) Rules of Practice and
Procedure® on the proposed Decision Ordering Immediate Improvements to the California Climate

Credit to Lower Electric and Gas Bills * (Proposed Decision), dated March 26, 2026.

I. INTRODUCTION

CalCCA’s Opening Comments® emphasize the need for data-driven decision-making in the

proceeding’s future phases, neutral and standardized communications, and meaningful coordination

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 State of California Public Utilities Commission, Rules of Practice and Procedure, California
Code of Regulations Title 20, Division 1, Chapter 1 (May 2021), https://webproda.cpuc.ca.gov/-
/media/cpuc-website/divisions/administrative-law-judge-division/documents/rules-of-practice-and-
procedure-may-2021.pdf.

4 Proposed Decision Ordering Immediate Improvements to the California Climate Credit to Lower
Electric and Gas Bills, Rulemaking (R.) 25-07-013 (Mar. 26, 2026),
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Efile/G000/M603/K473/603473601.PDF.

5 References herein to Opening Comments are to the Opening Comments filed on the Proposed
Decision in this docket on or about April 15, 2026.
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with community choice aggregators (CCA) to ensure the Climate Credit benefits and is accurately
portrayed to all customers.

Consistent with these principles, CalCCA offers the following recommendations in response to
Opening Comments submitted by San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E), Southern California
Edison Company (SCE), and the Environmental Justice (EJ) Parties®:

e Reject SDG&E’s proposal to provide the investor-owned utilities (IOU) with autonomy

over Climate Credit distribution in 2027, which would undermine consistency,

transparency, and accountability;

e Adopt the EJ Parties’ proposal to convene a workshop or similar collaborative process on
communications, to ensure messaging is accurate, accessible, and informed by

stakeholder expertise; and

e Adopt SCE’s and SDG&E’s proposals to streamline communications, only if the large

I0OUs are required to coordinate with CCAs and messaging remains distinct from IOU
marketing.

II. SDG&E’S PROPOSAL TO PROVIDE THE 1I0US WITH AUTONOMY OVER
CLIMATE CREDIT DISTRIBUTION IN 2027 SHOULD BE REJECTED BECAUSE IT
WOULD UNDERMINE CONSISTENCY, TRANSPARENCY, AND
ACCOUNTABILITY

The Commission should reject SDG&E’s proposal to provide autonomy to the IOUs over
Climate Credit distribution in 2027 because it would undermine consistency, transparency, and
accountability. SDG&E proposes that the Commission preserve “flexibility” for the IOUs to adjust the
number and structure of Climate Credit distributions in 2027 and beyond.” While framed as an effort
to respond to changing allowance revenues, this proposal would effectively grant the IOUs significant
discretion over a core element of the program—namely, when credits are distributed.

Climate Credit policy must be grounded in a complete and transparent evidentiary record, not

IOU discretion. The record currently lacks sufficient data to evaluate how timing changes and rate

6 The EJ Parties consist of California Environmental Justice Alliance, Central California Environmental

Justice Network, Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability, and Central California Asthma
Collaborative.
7 SDG&E Opening Comments, at 3-4.



design reforms (including the Base Services Charge) will impact customers as a result of this decision.
Allowing the IOUs to independently modify distribution structures before this analysis is complete
would undermine the Commission’s obligation under Public Utilities Code section 748.5(a)(3)® to
ensure benefits accrue to al/ customers, and not just the majority.

SDG&E’s proposal is also devoid of any CCA involvement, despite Clean Energy Alliance
and San Diego Community Power currently serving more than 80 percent of the customers within
SDG&E’s service territory. Allowing SDG&E to determine when they believe credits should be
distributed emphasizes CalCCA’s consistent point throughout this proceeding that the Climate Credit
does not belong to the IOUs and any actions which support or reinforce this misconception should be
rejected summarily. Instead, as CalCCA recommended in its Opening Comments, the Commission
should require comprehensive bill data be provided by the IOUs and defer additional Climate Credit
structural changes until those impacts are fully understood.” Any future modifications to distribution
frequency or timing should occur through a Commission-led process, not IOU-driven autonomy, to
ensure transparent, consistent application across the IOUs.

III. THE EJ PARTIES’ PROPOSAL FOR A WORKSHOP ON CLIMATE CREDIT

COMMUNICATIONS SHOULD BE ADOPTED TO ENSURE MESSAGING IS
ACCURATE, ACCESSIBLE, AND INFORMED BY STAKEHOLDER EXPERTISE

The Commission should hold a workshop for stakeholders on Climate Credit Communications
to develop accurate and accessible customer outreach messaging. The EJ Parties recommend that the
Commission convene a workshop, working group, or similar forum to develop Climate Credit
messaging and ensure stakeholder input.'® Customer confusion remains a central risk of the current

approach, as recognized by the Commission’s assertion of low baseline awareness of the Climate

8 Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 748.5(a)(3).
? CalCCA Opening Comments, at 3-5.
10 EJ Parties Opening Comments, at 3.



Credit.!! The need for clear, accurate, and accessible communications is therefore heightened, not
diminished. A collaborative workshop would provide several benefits to address that need. It would
ensure messaging is consistent, neutral, and factually accurate across load-serving entities, and it
would provide a structured, transparent forum to avoid misleading or inconsistent language before it
reaches customers. Importantly, this recommendation also addresses the need for coordinated and
standardized communications with meaningful CCA involvement given CCAs are customer-facing
and can assist the Commission and the IOUs with increasing awareness of the Climate Credit. The
Commission should adopt the EJ Parties’ proposal and require participation from the IOUs, CCAs, and
other stakeholders to develop approved messaging templates in advance of future distributions.
IV.  SCE’S AND SDG&E’S PROPOSALS TO STREAMLINE COMMUNICATIONS
SHOULD BE ADOPTED, ONLY IF THE LARGE IOUS ARE REQUIRED TO

COORDINATE WITH CCAS AND MESSAGING REMAINS DISTINCT FROM
UTILITY MARKETING

Both SCE and SDG&E emphasize the importance of limiting duplicative or excessive
communications to reduce costs and avoid over-saturation. SCE recommends streamlining outreach
where distributions occur in consecutive months,'? while SDG&E similarly supports limiting
outreach—such as reducing bill inserts—to promote cost-effective implementation and maximize
funds available for bill relief.'?

These perspectives underscore the need for the Commission to strike a careful balance: while
communications should be efficient and not duplicative, they must also be sufficiently robust, clear,
and standardized to prevent customer confusion and misattribution of the Climate Credit. Limiting
communications without first establishing clear content standards and stakeholder-vetted messaging

risks undermining customer understanding. CalCCA’s Opening Comments provided an example

Proposed Decision, at 19.
SCE Opening Comments, at 2.
13 SDG&E Opening Comments, at 6-7.

12



where IOU communications can easily conflate the Climate Credit with IOU-driven rate reductions or
savings, creating a substantial risk that customers will mistake the source of the benefit.!* The SDG&E
recommendation to unilaterally determine Climate Credit distribution above further highlights a
misconception in authority regarding the credit.

Accordingly, the Commission should:

o Ensure that any efforts to “streamline” communications do not result in reduced clarity or
incomplete information;

e Require that all communications remain distinct from utility marketing and promotional
messaging; and

e Adopt CalCCA’s recommendation that communications be neutral, factual, and standardized
across all load-serving entities, with clear attribution to the California Cap-and-Invest Program,
and not the IOUs.

Limiting communications without establishing content standards risks exacerbating, rather than
reducing, customer confusion. At the same time, a more streamlined communications approach may
help address potential concerns that expanded coordination, including CCA involvement, could be

administratively unwieldy.

V. CONCLUSION

CalCCA appreciates the opportunity to submit these comments and respectfully requests
adoption of the recommendations proposed herein.

Respectfully submitted,

sl

Leanne Bober,
Director of Regulatory Affairs and Deputy
General Counsel
CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

April 20, 2026

14 CalCCA Opening Comments, at 6.
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