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ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER’S SCOPING MEMO AND RULING

California Public Utilities Commission’s (“Commission”) Rules of 

Practice and Procedure, the California Energy Storage Alliance (“CESA”) hereby respectfully 

Assigned Commissioner’s Scoping Memo and Ruling

(“Scoping Memo”) issued on March 3, 2026, in Rulemaking 25 004 (“R.25 004” or 

“proceeding”).

California’s ability to achieve its clean energy and reliability objectives. CESA also urges the 



CESA strongly supports the Commission’s decision to prioritize modifications to Screen 

Instituting Rulemaking (“OIR”), Screen Q has become a near

above 1 MVA. Under the current “supercluster” environment, projects are evaluated a

The Scoping Memo’s Appendix A 



Under CESA’s proposal, projects that fail Screen Q but do not individually trigger network 

timeline requirements established in Decision (“D.”) 20

The Scoping Memo’s Appendix A questions regarding whether existing D.20



Dedicated “F

Interconnection Pathways” Track

help maintain momentum toward California’s reliability and clean energy objectives. CESA 

around a central theme of “Front Meter (“FTM”) DER Interconnection Pathways.” This 

The Scoping Memo identifies as a potential Phase 2 issue “whether the Commission should 

export resources.” CESA 

but do not participate in the Net Energy Metering (“NEM”) or Net Billing Tariff (“NBT”) 



CESA’s Proposed Reform: A Tiered FTM DER Interconnection Framework

CESA’s OIR comments, the current framework fails to recognize that most FTM DERs are located 

“Dispatchable Local Export Projects”

CESA appreciates the Commission’s focus on the most urgent interconnection reform 

deployment and advancing California’s reliability and clean energy goals.
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