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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

e The Commission' should set the default discovery timelines for all parties to: (1) five
business days prior to the Fall Update; (2) three business days after rebuttal testimony; and
(3) two business days after the Fall Update is filed, with exceptions from those timelines
allowed in the event that PG&E requires more time due to the number or breadth of data
requests;

e The Commission should require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers
concurrently with all supplements and updates to testimony;

e The Commission should require from PG&E a clear presentation of modifications between
its Prepared Testimony and any supplemental testimony;

e The Commission should require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers
contemporaneously with all testimony supplements and updates over the course of the
proceeding;

e The Commission should categorize this Application as ratesetting;

e The Commission should not grant the relief requested in PG&E’s Application at this time
and should set PG&E’s Application for hearing; and

e The Commission should adopt CalCCA’s proposed procedural schedule.

! Acronyms and defined terms used in the Summary of Recommendations are defined in the body

of this Protest.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company for Adoption of Electric Revenue
Requirements and Rates Associated with its
2027 Energy Resource Recovery Account
(ERRA) and Generation Non-Bypassable Application No. 26-05-007
Charges Forecast and Greenhouse Gas (Filed May 16, 2026)
Forecast Revenue Return and Reconciliation

(U 39 E)

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION’S PROTEST TO
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY’S APPLICATION

Pursuant to Rule 2.6 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the California Public Utilities
Commission (Commission or CPUC), the California Community Choice Association? (CalCCA)
hereby protests the Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) for Adoption of
Electric Revenue Requirements and Rates Associated with its 2027 Energy Resource Recovery
Account (ERRA) and Generation Non-Bypassable Charges Forecast and Greenhouse Gas

Forecast Revenue Return and Reconciliation (U39E) (Application).’

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, CleanPowerSF, Desert Community
Energy, Energy for Palmdale’s Independent Choice, Lancaster Choice 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 Application (A.) 26-05-007, Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company for Adoption of
Electric Revenue Requirements and Rates Associated with its 2027 Energy Resource Recovery Account
(ERRA) and Generation Non-Bypassable Charges Forecast and Greenhouse Gas Forecast Revenue
Return and Reconciliation (U39E) (May 15, 2026) (Application).
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PG&E’s annual ERRA Forecast proceeding is immensely consequential for community
choice aggregators (CCA) serving customers in PG&E’s service area because the Commission sets
Power Charge Indifference Adjustment (PCIA) rates in this proceeding. Both bundled and
unbundled customers pay PCIA rates. However, unlike bundled customers, whose PCIA rates are
naturally buffered by bundled generation rates, unbundled customers are uniquely vulnerable to
volatility in the PCIA. PCIA rate setting, therefore, has a disproportionate impact on affordability
for CCA customers.

In its Application, PG&E forecasts PCIA rates decreasing for unbundled customers.* But
there is a strong possibility this forecast will change later in the year. ERRA Forecast proceedings
involve several updates to forecast rates, including a “Fall Update” in October, a preliminary
Annual Electric True-Up (AET) advice letter submission in November, and a final AET advice
letter submission in December. PCIA rates can, and routinely do, change significantly at each
stage. This year, CalCCA anticipates several factors creating upward pressure on PCIA rates,
making it highly likely PG&E’s forecast PCIA rate decreases evaporate, and potentially reverse,
in October.

While many factors drive swings in PCIA rates, particularly impactful among those factors
are “market price benchmarks” (MPB)—the Commission’s administrative proxies for the
components of market value in PG&E’s resource portfolio. The calculation of the PCIA revenue
requirement nets the cost of PG&E’s PCIA-eligible resources against their value, and therefore,
lower MPBs mean higher PCIA rates, all else equal (and vice versa).

MPBs impact the PCIA revenue requirement in two discrete ways. First, they impact the

calculation of the forecast Indifference Amount—the forward-looking component of the PCIA

4 Id. at 5.
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revenue requirement tied to a projection of portfolio costs and value for the upcoming year (2027,
in this case). Second, they impact the calculation of the Portfolio Allocation Balancing Account
(PABA) true-up—the rolling true-up component of the PCIA revenue requirement tied to actual
portfolio costs and values for the current year (2026, in this case).

PG&E’s Application uses the 2026 Forecast Resource Adequacy (RA) MPB ($11.53/kW-
month) and Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) MPB ($62.45/MWh), released by Energy
Division in October 2025, to calculate RA and RPS value for the purposes of both the Indifference
Amount and the PABA true-up.’ To calculate the energy (Brown Power) value, PG&E uses March
26, 2026, forward electric prices for 2027 as a placeholder.® Each of those benchmarks will
change—and are anticipated to decrease—when Energy Division releases 2026 Actual and 2027
Forecast MPBs in October of this year. In that likely scenario, the value of PG&E’s PCIA-eligible
portfolio will decrease, exerting upward pressure on PCIA rates. Other factors, including in
particular an anticipated update to PG&E’s Utility-Owned Generation (UOG) revenue requirement
resulting from the resolution of its 2027 Phase 1 General Rate Case (GRC),” will also contribute
to upward pressure on PCIA rates.

As this Protest discusses below, certain PG&E proposals may exacerbate these impacts.
For example, despite implementing Southern California Edison Company’s (SCE) “interim
methodology” for calculating the capacity value of storage resources in its PCIA portfolio, PG&E
resists applying that methodology to non-storage resources. As another example, PG&E proposes

to use banked Renewable Energy Credits (REC) towards its “Minimum Retained RPS”

> PG&E Prepared Testimony at 8-23.
6 Id. at 8-23; Table 4-1 at 4-2.
! Id. at 8-8 to 8-9.
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requirement and value those RECs at zero dollars, rather than using significant available quantities
of Unsold RPS towards that requirement. Each of these proposals will likely magnify increases in
PCIA rates.

CalCCA will assess PG&E’s proposals and requests and examine their impacts on PCIA
rates. To the extent PG&E’s proposals are inaccurate, unreasonable, or inconsistent with past
Commission guidance, decisions, or rules, CalCCA intends to address those proposals through
testimony and briefing as appropriate. The Commission should not grant any of the relief PG&E
requests without setting this matter for hearing. Further, the Commission should adopt CalCCA’s
modest changes to PG&E’s proposed schedule to ensure this important and expedited case runs as
smoothly as possible.

I. CALCCA’S INTEREST

A. CalCCA Represents the Interests of Twelve CCAs That Serve PG&E’s
Delivery Service Customers

CalCCA represents the interests of 24 CCAs in California, including 11 CCAs that serve
PG&E’s delivery service customers. Each of those CCAs is governed by a Board of Directors
comprised of elected officials who represent the individual cities and counties the CCA serves, or
an elected City Council.® CleanPowerSF is the CCA for the City and County of San Francisco,
which the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission operates. San José Clean Energy is the City
of San José¢’s CCA program, which San José Energy Department administers. While CalCCA’s
advocacy frequently benefits both bundled and unbundled customers, the CCAs are the sole

advocates for their customers and their local energy programs before this Commission.

¥ Redwood Coast Energy Authority’s Board of Directors also includes tribes.
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B. CCAs Are Subject to Several Non-Bypassable Charges, Including the PCIA

CCA customers receive generation services from their local CCA and receive transmission,
distribution, billing, and other services from the investor-owned utility (IOU). As such, CCA
customers must pay the same electric distribution, transmission and non-bypassable rates as the
IOU’s bundled customers. However, CCA customers pay CCA-specific generation rates, which
vary and are partially influenced by local mandates to increase electric vehicle use, procure and
maintain clean electricity portfolios that in many cases exceed state requirements for renewable
generation, and achieve other local goals. CCA and other unbundled customers are also subject to
several non-bypassable charges (NBC), including the PCIA. As discussed below, the 2027 levels of
the PCIA will be established in this proceeding.

C. CalCCA Has a Real, Direct, Tangible, Material, and Pecuniary Interest in the
Outcome of this Proceeding

In its Application, PG&E requests the Commission:

1) Adopt the 2027 ERRA-related revenue requirements listed in its Application (and as
updated in the Fall Update);

2) Adopt PG&E’s forecast 2027 electric sales (as updated in the Fall Update);

3) Adopt PG&E’s GHG-related revenue forecasts for 2027 (as updated in the Fall
Update);

4) Approve PG&E’s recorded 2025 administrative and outreach expenses of $867,000;

5) Approve PG&E’s rate proposals associated with its proposed total electric
procurement-related revenue requirements to be effective in rates on January 1, 2027,

and
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6) Grant such additional relief as the Commission deems proper.’

Importantly, PG&E requests the Commission establish the 2027 levels of the PCIA, which, as
described above, both bundled and unbundled customers pay.

CalCCA seeks to participate in this proceeding in order to protect the interests of the CCAs
it represents and the interests of those CCAs’ customers, in large part because the PCIA represents
a significant component of the overall rates those customers pay. Ensuring the accuracy of the
PCIA and other charges CCA customers pay, planning for changes to the PCIA, and protecting
customers from the rate shock that can result from those changes are core directives for all CCAs
and essential for any load-serving entity (LSE). CalCCA and its members therefore have a real,
direct, present, tangible, and pecuniary interest in this proceeding. As this Protest discusses below,
PG&E’s Application impacts CalCCA’s interests in several ways.

I1. GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

The impact of PG&E’s Application on both departed and bundled customers requires
scrutiny under the applicable legal standards. PG&E, as the applicant, bears the burden of proof in
ERRA Forecast proceedings.!® That burden of proof includes a burden of production, which in

ERRA Forecast proceedings is a preponderance of the evidence. !! That means the Commission

? Application at 34-36.

10

R.11-02-019, Decision (D.) Mandating Pipeline Safety Implementation Plan, Disallowing Costs,
Allocating Risk of Inefficient Construction Management to Shareholders, and Requiring Ongoing
Improvement in Safety Engineering at 42 (Dec. 28, 2012) (D.12-12-030).

11

See, e.g., A.17-06-005, Decision Adopting Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s 2018 Energy
Resource Recovery Account Forecast and Generation Non-Bypassable Charges and Greenhouse Gas
Forecast Revenue and Reconciliation at 9-10 (Jan. 16, 2018) (D.18-01-009); R.11-02-019, Order
Modifying Decision D. 12-12-030 and Denying Rehearing, as Modified at 29 (July 27, 2015) (D.15-07-
044) (observing that the Commission has discretion to apply either the preponderance of evidence or clear
and convincing standard in a ratesetting proceeding, but noting that the preponderance of evidence is the
“default standard to be used unless a more stringent burden is specified by statute or the Courts.”).

CalCCA’s Protest 6



should not grant the relief PG&E requests unless a preponderance of the record evidence
demonstrates PG&E has affirmatively satisfied its burden of proof with respect to that request.

CalCCA protests the Application on the grounds that PG&E’s Application and supporting
testimony do not demonstrate that PG&E has met its burden of proof with respect to the entirety
of the relief it requests. Based on its preliminary review of PG&E’s Application, CalCCA has
identified certain issues that should prevent immediate adoption of the relief PG&E requests in its
Application. These issues directly impact CalCCA’s interests and are described in more detail
below.

A. PG&E’s Methodology for Calculating Non-Storage Retained RA Quantities

and Bundled Open System RA Position Is Not Consistent With SCE’s Interim
SOD Methodology.

PG&E explains the Commission’s RA compliance program transitioned to a Slice-of-Day
(SOD) framework in 2025. Under the new SOD framework, LSEs, including PG&E, must show
sufficient capacity to meet 24 separate hourly requirements across each month of the year.!?

The new SOD framework has implications for PCIA ratemaking, because setting PCIA
rates require the Commission to determine the value—including RA value—of PG&E’s PCIA-
eligible resource portfolio. In its 2026 ERRA Forecast proceeding, PG&E proposed several
methodologies to reflect the SOD framework in one component of PCIA ratesetting: the
calculation of Retained RA value associated with storage resources. The Commission rejected
PG&E’s proposals in Decision (D.) 25-12-027 and directed PG&E to apply SCE’s SOD

methodology to calculate the RA value of storage resources “on an interim basis while awaiting a

12 PG&E Prepared Testimony at 4-11.
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more comprehensive decision on implementation of the SoD methodology.”!* PG&E filed Advice
Letter 7280-E implementing SCE’s SOD methodology for the calculation of Retained RA value
from storage resources on January 22, 2026.

In this proceeding, PG&E asserts that it applies SCE’s SOD methodology to forecast
retained RA volumes for its PCIA-eligible storage resources in 2027, consistent with D.25-12-
027.1* CalCCA will evaluate PG&E’s Retained RA calculations to verify that PG&E’s forecast
indeed accurately reflects SCE’s SOD methodology for storage resources.

Based on CalCCA’s preliminary review of PG&E’s Application, however, it appears
PG&E has not fully implemented SCE’s interim SOD methodology for PCIA ratemaking
purposes. Specifically, PG&E’s (1) calculation of its bundled open system RA position (which
impacts its Sold and Unsold RA quantities), and (2) its calculation of retained RA quantities from
non-storage resources each appear to be inconsistent with SCE’s interim SOD methodology. These
deviations each have implications for PCIA rates because PG&E’s calculation of the RA value
(Retained, Sold, and Unsold) of its PCIA-eligible portfolio directly impacts its calculation of the
forecast PCIA revenue requirement (the Indifference Amount). CalCCA will examine PG&E’s
implementation of the SOD framework for PCIA ratemaking purposes in this case, and will review
the application of PG&E’s methodology to the calculation of its bundled open system RA position
and non-storage Retained RA quantities (relative to the impact of SCE’s interim SOD

methodology on the same calculations) to ensure PG&E’s approach is accurate, reasonable, and

13

A.25-05-011, Decision Approving Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s 2026 Energy Resource
Recovery Account Related Forecast Revenue Requirement and 2026 Electric Sales Forecast at 37-38
(Dec. 18, 2025) (D.25-12-027).

1 PG&E Prepared Testimony at 5-11.
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consistent with Commission decisions. Based on discovery, CalCCA may address PG&E’s
approach in testimony as needed.

B. PG&E Proposes to Cover Its Forecasted Short RPS Position in 2027 Using
Pre-2019 Banked RECs, and Not Using Unsold RPS.

The Commission established a minimum retained RPS volume requirement in D.20-02-
047.'% Under this requirement, the annual RPS target quantities provided in D.11-12-020' (for
calculating the RPS period requirement) serve as minimum quantities for the purposes of
calculating PG&E’s retained RPS volumes in the PCIA.

As in several previous years, PG&E forecasts a short RPS position in 2027.!7 It expects to
use “banked” Renewable Energy Credits (REC)—surplus RECs not used towards bundled
customer compliance in prior years—to cover that shortfall.!® While PG&E proposes to value any
RECs banked in years prior to 2019 at zero dollars,'® it acknowledges that Track Two of the PCIA
rulemaking focused on the valuation of pre-2019 banked RECs is currently underway, and a
decision in that rulemaking is expected to impact the valuation of any banked RECs PG&E uses
in the Fall Update.

Notably, PG&E does not propose to use its Unsold RPS quantities from 2023 (3,073,161
MWh) or 2024 (412,848 MWh) to cover its forecast shortfall in 2027.2° Nothing in prior

Commission decisions requires PG&E to use banked RECs to cover its forecast REC shortfall

15

A.19-06-001, Decision Adopting Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s 2020 Energy Resource
Recovery Account Forecast and Generation Non-Bypassable Charges Forecast and Greenhouse Gas
Forecast Revenue Return and Reconciliation (Feb. 27, 2020) (D.20-02-047).

16 R.11-05-005, Decision Setting Procurement Quantity Requirements for Retail Sellers for the

Renewables Portfolio Standard Program (Dec. 5, 2011) (D.11-12-020).
17 PG&E Prepared Testimony at 8-17.

8 1.

19 1d. at 8-16.

20 See id., Table 8-2 at 8-15.
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before it uses Unsold RPS volumes. Further, Track Two of the PCIA OIR does not address the use
of Unsold RPS volumes towards the IOUs’ Minimum Retained RPS requirement.

PG&E’s approach to meeting its Minimum Retained RPS requirement impacts its
calculation of the Retained RPS value of its PCIA-eligible portfolio, and therefore, impacts the
PCIA and CalCCA’s interests. CalCCA will review PG&E’s use and accounting of banked RECs
in this case, and more broadly, its minimum retained RPS entries and its calculation of the RPS
value of its PCIA-eligible portfolio to ensure it is accurate, reasonable, and consistent with
Commission decisions. Based on discovery, CalCCA may address PG&E’s approach in testimony
as needed.

C. Other Issues Impacting CalCCA’s Interests

In addition to the issues described above, CalCCA has identified several other issues in
PG&E’s Application that impact CalCCA’s interests and require further examination. Those issues
include:

e Whether PG&E has correctly and accurately calculated PCIA rates, including whether
PG&E’s Indifference Calculation inputs and sources are appropriate and comply with
D.18-10-019%! and D.19-10-001;

e Whether PG&E’s funding set-asides for the Disadvantaged Community-Green Tariff
(DAC-GT) program and the Community Solar-Green Tariff (CS-GT) programs are
consistent with the budgets requested by the particular CCAs;

e Whether PG&E is appropriately allocating greenhouse gas (GHG) credits; and

e Whether PG&E is correctly reflecting its Utility-Owned Generation (UOG) revenue
requirement in the PCIA.

21 R.17-06-026, Decision Modifying the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment Methodology (Oct.
19, 2018) (D.18-10-019).

2 R.17-06-026, Decision Refining the Method to Develop and True Up Market Price Benchmarks
(Oct. 17,2019) (D.19-10-001).
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CalCCA is still examining the Application, conducting discovery,?® and communicating with
PG&E to better understand and analyze the utility’s requests. CalCCA reserves the right to address
and protest additional issues within the scope of this proceeding as they arise through continued
review, analysis, discovery and investigation of all aspects of the Application and supporting

testimony.

III. CATEGORIZATION OF PROCEEDING, NEED FOR HEARINGS, SCOPE OF
ISSUES, AND PROPOSED PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE

A. CalCCA Agrees This Proceeding Should Be Categorized As “Ratesetting”

PG&E proposes to categorize this proceeding as a ratesetting proceeding within the
meaning of Rule 1.3(g) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.?* CalCCA agrees
with the categorization of this proceeding as ratesetting.

B. CalCCA Believes Hearings May Be Necessary

PG&E states the need for hearings in this proceeding, and the issues to be considered in
hearings will depend on the degree to which other parties contest PG&E’s requests.?> As this
Protest makes plain, CalCCA contests several of PG&E’s requests, and may contest additional
requests as it continues to review PG&E’s Application. While CalCCA will pursue settlement and
record stipulations to the extent feasible, PG&E appropriately assumes hearings may be necessary.

The Commission should reserve a date for an evidentiary hearing to address unresolved issues of

fact.
C. Issues to be Considered
CalCCA does not object to PG&E’s proposed scoping issues.
3 As of the date this Protest was filed, CalCCA has submitted over 50 data requests to PG&E in
order to evaluate the proposals in the Application.
24 Application at 30.
» 1.
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D. Proposed Procedural Schedule

CalCCA generally supports PG&E’s proposed procedural schedule and acknowledges that
its proposal is similar to the schedule adopted in recent ERRA Forecast cases. However, that
schedule tends to compress case activities following PG&E’s rebuttal testimony filing, including
the issuance of discovery related to PG&E’s rebuttal testimony, preparation for hearing, and
briefing. In order to allow parties more time to carry out these important litigation steps, CalCCA
proposes to advance by one week PG&E’s proposed deadlines for intervenor testimony, rebuttal
testimony, and the post-rebuttal meet and confer. CalCCA also proposes to advance the date for
an evidentiary hearing by three days.

CalCCA’s proposed procedural schedule is below. CalCCA has conferred with PG&E, the
Public Advocates Office at the California Public Utilities Commission (Cal Advocates), the Small
Business Utility Association (SBUA) and the Direct Access Customer Coalition (DACC)
regarding its proposed procedural schedule, and can represent that PG&E does not object to its
proposal and that DACC supports its proposal (Cal Advocates and SBUA did not respond with a

position on CalCCA’s proposal).

Event PG&E Proposal CalCCA Counterproposal

Intervenor Testimony September 3, 2026 August 27, 2026

Rebuttal Testimony September 23, 2026 September 16, 2026

Meet and Confer September 29, 2026 September 22, 2026

Evidentiary Hearings October 8, 2026 October 5, 2026

Fall Update October 16, 2026 October 16, 2026

Concurrent Opening Briefs October 21, 2026 October 21, 2026

Reply Briefs October 30, 2026 October 30, 2026

Comments on Fall Update November 16, 2026 November 16, 2026

Comments on  Proposed | + 4 business days after |+ 4 business days after

Decision Proposed Decision Proposed Decision

Reply Comments on Proposed | + 3 business days after | + 3 business days after

Decision Comments on  Proposed | Comments on  Proposed
Decision Decision
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E. Other Procedural Requests in Light of the Compressed Nature of This
Proceeding.

PG&E and CalCCA have worked cooperatively and constructively in recent ERRA
Forecast proceedings, which has allowed both parties to litigate this expedited case without
unnecessary motion practice. CalCCA expects both parties will do so again this year. Nevertheless,
to promote clear expectations, CalCCA requests that the Commission:

e Set the default discovery timelines for all parties to (a) five business days prior to the
Fall Update, (b) three business days after rebuttal testimony and (c) two business days
after the Fall Update is filed, with exceptions from those timelines allowed in the event
that PG&E requires more time due to the number or breadth of data requests;

e Require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers concurrently with all
supplements and updates to testimony;

e Require from PG&E a clear presentation of modifications between its Prepared
Testimony and any supplemental testimony; and

e Require PG&E to serve public and confidential workpapers contemporaneously with
all testimony supplements and updates over the course of the proceeding.

IV.  COMMUNICATIONS AND SERVICE

CalCCA consents to “email only” service and request that the following individuals be
added to the service list for A.26-05-007 on behalf of CalCCA:

Party Representative

Nikhil Vijaykar

Keyes & Fox LLP

580 California Street, 12th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (408) 621-3256
E-mail: nvijaykar@keyesfox.com

Information-Only Please include the individuals listed below on the information-only
service list for this proceeding:
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V.

Brian Dickman

NEWGEN STRATEGIES & SOLUTIONS
LLC

225 Union Boulevard, Suite 450
Lakewood, CO 80228

Telephone: (303) 828-4035

E-mail: bdickman@newgenstrategies.net

Leanne Bober

Director of Regulatory Affairs and Deputy
General Counsel

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

One Concord Center

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (510) 980-9815

Email: leanne@cal-cca.org

Willie Calvin

Regulatory Case Manager
CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (510) 980-9504

Email: willie@cal-cca.org

Kevin Johnston

Regulatory Counsel

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (510) 980-9504

Email: kevin@cal-cca.org

CONCLUSION

Tim Lindl

KEYES & FOX LLP

580 California St., 12 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 516-6654
E-mail: tlindl@keyesfox.com

Ryan Matley

NEWGEN STRATEGIES & SOLUTIONS
LLC

225 Union Boulevard, Suite 450
Lakewood, CO 80228

Telephone: (720) 823-0084

Email: rmatley(@newgenstrategies.net

Poojan Thakrar

KEYES & FOX LLP

580 California St., 12" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (628) 227-7503
Email: pthakrar@keyesfox.com

For the foregoing reasons, CalCCA requests that the Commission set this matter for hearing

to fully examine the issues discussed above.

CalCCA’s Protest
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Dated: June 17, 2026

CalCCA’s Protest

Respectfully submitted,

0

Nikhil Vijaykar

Keyes & Fox LLP

580 California Street, 12th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (408) 621-3256
E-mail: nvijaykar@keyesfox.com
Counsel for CalCCA
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