SUBMITTED 08/05/2026, 03:17 PM

California Community Choice Association

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

1. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the Resource Adequacy Modeling
and Program Design Track 2 Stakeholder Meeting on July 22, 2026 to discuss the Revised
Straw Proposal.

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO) Resource Adequacy Modeling and Program Design
(RAMPD) Track 2 Revised Straw Proposal (Revised Straw Proposal). In summary, CalCCA directionally
supports the Revised Straw Proposal, subject to further development and targeted modifications, including:

* Maintaining a consistent policy regarding nonlinearity by pursuing a modeled solution, allowing
storage to manage nonlinearity with a Resource Adequacy Availability Incentive Mechanism (RAAIM)
exempt outage card in the interim, and coordinating with the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC) to ensure nonlinearity is not included in future unforced capacity (UCAP) calculations;

» Defining the “uncertainty band” that will be used in the Tier 1 RAAIM assessment, so that stakeholders
can evaluate when and how often the Tier 1 RAAIM assessment is expected to be triggered;

* Adopting a maximum number of penalty hours (or maximum cumulative penalty dollar amount) to
ensure the inventive mechanism will not negatively impact the financial health of RA suppliers; and

+ Basing RAAIM exposure on the must-offer obligation (MOO), instead of shown Resource Adequacy
(RA), such that a resource is incentivized to satisfy its full MOO.

2. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the discussion regarding the
revised RAAIM and resource type application.

CalCCA supports the CAISO’s proposed modifications to RAAIM to focus on times of “elevated reliability risk”
and “critical capacity insufficiency conditions.” The CAISO’s proposal would enable RAAIM to compliment
unforced capacity (UCAP) or other availability measures by providing a two-stage incentive that addresses two
different needs: (1) reflection of availability in the qualifying capacity (QC) value through UCAP; and (2)
additional incentives for especially constrained system conditions when RA capacity is critical for reliability.

As stated in CalCCA’s June 4, 2026, comments in this initiative,[1] CalCCA supports the development of a
modeled solution to reflect nonlinearity for storage resources and agrees that the modeled solution should not
carry RAAIM implications. To maintain a consistent policy going forward and in the interim, the CAISO should
allow storage resources to manage nonlinearity with a RAAIM exempt outage card and coordinate with the
CPUC to ensure nonlinearity is not accounted for in unforced capacity values.

1 https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/0e34e687-e290-4afa-92a2-
7dd9ebbeeb52#org-2a91bale-6b45-42b7-8da4-000d2573fd97.

3. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the discussion regarding the tier
assessment.

CalCCA directionally supports the tier assessment proposal, in which RAAIM would provide an incentive for
resources to be available specifically during the most stressed grid conditions and provide an immediate
financial incentive during those times. Before finalizing the proposal, the CAISO should propose a definition for


https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/0e34e687-e290-4afa-92a2-7dd9ebbeeb52#org-2a91ba1e-6b45-42b7-8da4-000d2573fd97
https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/0e34e687-e290-4afa-92a2-7dd9ebbeeb52#org-2a91ba1e-6b45-42b7-8da4-000d2573fd97

the “uncertainty band” that will be used in the Tier 1 RAAIM assessment, so that stakeholders can evaluate
when and how often the Tier 1 RAAIM assessment is expected to trigger.

. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the discussion regarding charges,
payments, and bounded penalty exposure.

The CAISO contemplates whether to adopt a minimum number of chargeable hours and/or a maximum
cumulative number of tier event hours. The CAISO should adopt a maximum number of cumulative penalty
hours (or a maximum cumulative penalty dollar amount). This will help ensure penalties are not overly punitive or
have a negative impact on the financial health of RA suppliers. However, a minimum number of penalty hours is
illogical since if there are no emergency events, it does not make sense to simply have penalty hours to meet a
prescribed threshold. Instead, the CAISO should define the “elevated reliability risk” and “critical capacity
insufficiency conditions” and establish penalty dollar amounts in a manner that ensures the incentive mechanism
is triggered when it is needed and strong enough to be effective without administratively adding penalty hours.

CalCCA supports the CAISO’s proposal to temporarily suspend the flexible RA penalty while the CAISO modifies
RAAIM for system RA. Before the CAISO reconsiders the need for a flexible RA penalty after this interim period,
the CAISO should first determine whether there is a need for a separate flexible RA penalty. As long as the
system and flexible RA attributes remain bundled, there may not be a need for a separate flexible RA penalty
because if a resource is unavailable during times of system stress, it will likely already be assessed a penalty for
not meeting its system RA obligations.

. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the discussion regarding the
bidding requirements.

CalCCA supports the CAISO’s proposed MOO clarifications that will preserve the relationship between the MOO
and operating capability under statistical RA valuation methodologies such as UCAP, exceedance, or effective
load carrying capability (ELCC). However, the CAISO should modify the proposal to base RAAIM exposure on
the MOOQ, rather than on shown RA. While basing the MOO on shown RA may work when many resources’ QC
value is based on its Pmax, once UCAP is implemented, many more RAAIM eligible resources will have their
QC based upon a statistical measurement of their expected output. Therefore, the CAISO should base RAAIM
exposure on the MOO, not shown RA, so that resources are fully incentivized to completely satisfy their MOO.

. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the discussion regarding
substitution and outage definitions.

CalCCA directionally supports the CAISO’s Straw Proposal to develop a decentralized, scheduling coordinator
(SC) run outage substitution procurement pool. A well-utilized pool will: (1) remove friction for an SC seeking
substitute capacity; (2) minimize the need to hold back RA capacity for substitution; and (3) retain the
responsibility of providing substitution on the entity in control of the outage. In the next iteration of the proposal,
the CAISO should affirmatively state that use of the pool is strictly voluntary, so that parties can continue to
pursue bi-lateral arrangements for substitute capacity outside of the pool.

. Please provide your organization’s overall feedback on the WPTF presentation.

CalCCA has no comments at this time.

. Please provide any additional feedback not already captured.

CalCCA has no additional comments at this time.



