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1. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the DDEMI meeting discussion on June 18,
2026 and the “Demand and Distributed Energy Market Integration Track 1: Revised Straw
Proposal: Reflecting End-User Exports in Demand Response” paper

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on
the Demand and Distributed Energy Market Integration (DDEMI) Track 1 Revised Straw Proposal (RSP). The
CAISO proposes to enable Demand Response (DR) exports, capped at the resource level. The RSP makes an
important near-term incremental step to better leverage existing demand flexibility on the California Independent
System Operator (CAISO) system. The CAISO should advance the proposal for implementation in 2027, as
proposed.

To further advance demand flexibility opportunities, the CAISO should facilitate discussions in future initiative
tracks to remove barriers to exports beyond the resource level. While DR exports are supported through the
Distributed Energy Resource Aggregation (DERA) model, there is currently no RA pathway for DERA resources,
limiting its use. Future discussions in coordination with the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) should
seek to remove barriers to exporting at the resource aggregation level, whether through future enhancements to
the modified Proxy Demand Resource model or through the existing DERA model.

CalCCA is concerned about the deliverability discussions that occurred during the stakeholder meeting. The
CAISO’s suggestion that, if DR participation grows, DR may require a transmission plan deliverability (TPD)
allocation demonstrates potential flaws with the deliverability methodology overall that must be addressed. First,
as discussed in CalCCA's comments on the On-Peak Deliverability Assessment Methodology Refinements,
while CalCCA agrees that DR should be modeled in deliverability studies, the CAISO has not demonstrated that
its proposed DR modeling is necessary or appropriate.[1] Second, it raises cost causation questions around
equitable funding of the network upgrades necessitated by this potential change. Deliverability issues caused by
changes in demand may not be attributable to individual generators (or DR resources). In addition, DR
aggregations are fluid, and the customers within an aggregation can change over time. The impacts of demand
flexibility and load composition on available deliverability should be carefully explored to determine whether and
when network upgrades are required, and how the upgrades should be funded.

CalCCA therefore recommends that the CAISO hold a stakeholder process to gather meaningful input on
the proposed refinements to the deliverability assessment methodology and allow stakeholders to
propose additional refinements on the overall methodology, with the goal of establishing a methodology
that clearly and transparently considers DR impacts on deliverability. As an alternative, the CAISO could
maintain the current deliverability process while conducting a sensitivity analysis to evaluate DR impacts. This
sensitivity would help to inform the CAISO and stakeholders regarding any necessary further actions.

[1] Specifically, the CAISO’s method appears to stem from a concern that increased DR in local areas
could strand deliverable resources. It is CalCCA’s understanding that the inclusion of DR is not necessarily to
limit or reduce deliverability, but to examine the manner in which increased amounts of behind-the-meter storage
used as DR are impacting the ability to export local area resources to loads outside of the local area. While
CalCCA agrees that this gathering of information is necessary to inform the CAISO of grid reliability and
deliverability, it is not clear how the inclusion in the test used to assess deliverability will impact currently
interconnecting resources. If the effort is simply to gain an understanding, then it seems the CAISO could obtain
that understanding by running a sensitivity analysis in addition to the deliverability assessment. By doing so,
entities could be assured that the sensitivity will not affect outcomes at this time.



2. Please submit your organization’s overall comments on Track 1

See response in Section 1 above.

3. Does your organization support, support with caveats, oppose, or oppose with caveats the
proposal? Please explain the rationale for your position.

CalCCA supports the proposal for the reasons described in Section 1 above.

4. What key change(s) would your organization recommend to improve the proposal?

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

5. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the applicability of the Track 1 proposal to:
1.) All Balancing Authority Areas (BAAs) 2.) Both Proxy Demand Resource (PDR) and
Reliability Demand Response Resource (RDRR) market models.

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

6. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the ISO BAA deliverability discussion,
including any operational or market implications.

See response in Section 1 above.

7. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the proposal to limit participation to
customers with an approved interconnection for export onto the distribution system,
including the implementation of this requirement as an attribute in CAISO’s Demand
Response Registration System (DRRS).

CalCCA understands the concerns raised by the CPUC about preventing double compensation between
wholesale and retail DR programs and agrees it is appropriate to limit participation to customers with an
approved interconnection for export to the distribution system at this time. However, preventing Net Billing Tariff
(NBT) customers, who are Rule 21 approved and currently export, from participating in wholesale markets
strands capacity that could otherwise deliver significant value to the system when it is most needed. CalCCA
therefore recommends that the CAISO, in coordination with the CPUC, explore future pathways that would allow
customers under the NBT to participate in R.25—09—004.T

[1] OIR to Enhance Demand Response in California, R.25-09-004, (Sep. 18, 2025).

8. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the proposed design to zero out at the
resource-level and allow the Scheduling Coordinator (SC) to determine which end-use
customers are zeroed out.

CalCCA understands the CAISO’s proposal to limit participation to the resource level, but, as described in
Section 1 above, recommends having future discussions on how to remove barriers to exporting beyond the
resource level, whether through enhancements to the modified Proxy Demand Resource model or through the
DERA model.



10.

11.

CalCCA supports the proposal to allow SCs to determine how to zero out exports at the resource level. CCAs
are best positioned to develop equitable methods to zero out resource-level exports in their programs and
should be allowed to do so.

. Please provide your organization’s feedback on the applicability of this proposal to all

Performance Evaluation Methodologies (PEMs).

CalCCA supports the CAISO expanding this proposal to apply to all PEMs. The previous proposal to limit export
capability to resources using Meter-Generator-Output (MGO) baseline could have significantly limited export
ability, given the limited use of the MGO baseline.

Does your organization have concerns with how baselines will be calculated or adjusted
when end-use exports are netted out? Please describe any implications for measurement,
verification, or settlement accuracy.

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.



