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SB 99 Frequently Asked Questions 
April 14, 2021 

 
 
What does SB 99 do? SB 99 calls for creation of a new technical assistance and grant program, 
administered by the CEC in collaboration with other state agencies, to enable local  
governments to develop community energy resilience plans.  It enables local governments to 
determine how and where to site local energy resilience infrastructure in coordination with the 
local distribution utility, rather than having crucial local electrical infrastructure investment       
decisions made via a process which is disconnected from local priorities and needs.  
 
Why is community energy resilience planning needed? ”Community energy resilience” means 
the ability of a community to maintain continuous electricity service to essential facilities and 
municipal services when a disruptive event or pre-emptive public safety power shutoff (PSPS) 
causes a loss of power from the state’s power grid.  Community energy resilience is inherently 
local. Local governments are directly accountable to their citizens and serve as the nexus 
between state agencies, load-serving entities (e.g., Community Choice Aggregators), public and 
private property owners and electric distribution utilities for planning and implementing  
community energy resilience infrastructure.  Siting of key local electric infrastructure 
improvements (e.g. solar generation, battery storage, bi-directional electric vehicle charging 
infrastructure, etc.) is jurisdictional to local governments and requires compliance with local 
land use, permitting and planning ordinances.    
 
How will SB99 improve energy reliability?  First, community energy resilience infrastructure is 
able to operate independently as an electrical “island” to maintain continuous electrical service 
during grid outages. Second, these resources can also serve to increase overall system reliability 
as a statewide grid resource, capable of shedding load from the broader grid when needed 
during power shortages (such as occurred in August 2020).  
 
Haven’t California local governments already been investing in energy resilience?  California 
has recently invested in energy resilience, but unfortunately most of it has resulted in 
uncoordinated, rapid expansion of fossil fuel back-up generation which runs counter to 
California’s decarbonization goals. For example, recent CalOES grants to local governments 
($125M over the past two fiscal years) have primarily supported procurement of new diesel 
back-up generation.  Individual homeowners and businesses have also purchased large volumes 
of small, high-emission on-site generators.  Prior to the 2019 PSPS events, California already 
had thousands of megawatts of fossil-fuel back-up generation.  There is a better way to 
enhance energy resilience in alignment with California’s decarbonization goals. As noted in a 
recent Vote Solar report, on-site solar plus storage is more cost effective than fossil fuel back-
up generators when factoring in lifecycle cost, and can provide revenue and load shifting 
benefits on a daily basis, unlike diesel generators which only provide sporadic value during grid 
outages.  
 

https://votesolar.org/report-resilient-clean-energy-for-california/
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Aren’t utilities already investing in energy resilience enhancements? Investor-owned utilities 
have been seeking to enhance resilience through mechanisms available to them, including grid 
segmenting to reduce the number of locations and customers subject to PSPS events, as well as 
preparation of the distribution grid to install emergency back-up fossil generation.  The utilities 
do not typically invest in community-level clean energy resilience infrastructure because they 
do not control local public facilities (e.g., roofs and parking lots of critical municipal facilities) 
and they do not coordinate their own infrastructure planning with local government planners.    
 
How will the new CEC program be funded?  The new CEC program would commence pending 
provision of legislative funding, which is not specified in the bill.  Potential funding mechanisms 
include the General Fund, GGRF funds, and a possible new state climate resilience bond as well 
as potential future federal funds.  
 
How does SB 99 differ from what the CEC is already doing?  Enactment of SB 99 will build and 
expand upon related  previous CEC initiatives in support of microgrids and other distributed 
energy resources.  To date, the CEC has funded dozens of microgrid projects, but has not yet 
undertaken the kind of statewide technical and planning support for local governments needed 
for widespread deployment of resilient energy infrastructure.   
 
How does SB 99 relate to the CPUC microgrid and other proceedings? SB 99’s targeted support 
for local government planning addresses a crucial area not covered effectively by CPUC 
proceedings. Some recent CPUC decisions have recognized support for local governments to be 
a prerequisite for improving community resilience but have not gone far enough.  For example, 
in its June 2020 decision in the microgrid rulemaking to implement SB 1339 (passed in 2018), 
the CPUC directed investor-owned utilities to collaborate with local jurisdictions to support 
community resiliency efforts and pre-PSPS event planning. However, the decision did not 
provide any support for local government planning and technical engagement.  In its January 
2021 decision, the CPUC allocated $200M to fund a new microgrid incentive program to 
support development of microgrids in vulnerable communities. What is missing from both 
these decisions is the recognition that local governments are currently under-resourced in 
terms of staff capacity and technical knowledge to effectively integrate energy resilience into 
local planning, a deficiency that will be addressed through enactment of SB 99.  The objectives 
underlying SB 99 are also relevant to other proceedings currently underway before the CPUC, 
including (but not limited to) resource adequacy and emergency reliability procurement. SB 99 
provides policy support for local governments to effectively partner with utilities in community 
energy resilience planning in a manner not addressed in any CPUC proceeding or other state 
activity.  
 
Who supports SB 99 and why? SB 99 is supported by a wide coalition of environmental, 
industry, environmental justice and local government organizations (see related NASCAR 
support letter, attached below). Environmental groups view clean energy resilience as 
environmentally preferable to the current resilience strategy which to date has resulted in 
proliferation of polluting fossil generation resources.  Industry groups support SB 99 for the 
greater consistency and streamlining it will bring to local energy planning and permitting, 

https://www.energy.ca.gov/event/2020-07/session-1-iepr-commissioner-workshop-assessing-future-role-microgrids-california
https://www.energy.ca.gov/event/2020-07/session-1-iepr-commissioner-workshop-assessing-future-role-microgrids-california
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M340/K748/340748922.PDF
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M361/K442/361442167.PDF
https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Published/G000/M361/K442/361442167.PDF
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/ra/
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/General.aspx?id=6442466895
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without which projects cannot move forward and proliferate. Environmental justice groups 
recognize that local planning and state financial support are necessary to ensure that 
vulnerable communities receive the anticipated financial benefits that will support project 
implementation, including the $200M to develop microgrids in vulnerable communities as 
approved in the January 2021 CPUC decision. Lastly, local governments support SB 99 to enable 
them to procure the requisite staffing and resources to effectively implement community 
energy resilience planning.  
 
Who decides what are the most important local critical facilities?  SB 99 allows local 
governments to decide what facilities are critical and to prioritize them as part of the local 
planning process.  

Why does the bill prioritize vulnerable communities?  All communities should benefit from 
clean and resilient energy infrastructure, and vulnerable communities are prioritized in SB 99 
because they suffer the most from power outages and air pollution, have fewer existing 
emergency resources, and their residents have less capacity to absorb the sizeable financial 
losses typically incurred during power outages. 

How will SB 99 ensure that project construction work is performed by a skilled and trained 
workforce?  SB 99 is focused solely on local planning, not project construction.  When it comes 
to project construction, local governments have the ability to control which installation 
contractors work on project development.  
 
How will projects be financed once they are planned and how does SB 99 interact with other 
federal and state programs to enhance resilience? There are a variety of potential funding 
mechanisms.  In a January 2021 Decision, the CPUC created a new $200M Microgrid Incentive 
Program for which funds will be available in 2022. On a federal level, FEMA has already initiated 
its  $500M BRIC program while the Biden Administration has recently proposed a new trillion 
dollar infrastructure plan.  
 
How has SB 99 been amended since first introduced in December of 2020?  On April 12th 
Senator Dodd filed amendments to SB 99 which included the following changes and 
clarifications: 
 
● Adds California Native American Tribes as program eligible under the definition of local 

government;  
● Clarifies that a community choice aggregator or other regional energy collaborative may 

apply for funding and prepare a community energy resilience plan on behalf of one or more 
of the local governments it serves, upon request of that local government; 

● Adds language requiring a  local electric distribution utility to share information identifying 
critical facilities and areas most likely to experience a loss of electricity with the local 
government preparing a community energy resilience plan 

● Adds a citation to an existing state definition of critical facility, while also clarifying that a 
local government can decide what is a critical facility; 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Te3a779e5-5589-4e3f-b9e5-648ac8bce7ab/e6d433bc-d55e-46de-9f28-b58b66f8678e
https://default.salsalabs.org/T498985cd-57b2-49a9-9ce2-97149a128d6f/e6d433bc-d55e-46de-9f28-b58b66f8678e
https://default.salsalabs.org/T5b9adac6-8950-47e2-8069-89ea9c8de3e9/e6d433bc-d55e-46de-9f28-b58b66f8678e
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● Adds language stating that developing a process for expedited permit review of distributed 
energy resources and completing permitting compliance are eligible uses of program funds; 

● Adds language clarifying that representatives from technology vendors can participate in 
community energy resilience plan development workshops; 

● Adds language calling for community energy resilience plans to include identification of sites 
which could serve as community energy resilience hubs to provide services to people who 
have lost power to their homes; 

● Clarifies that community energy resilience plan include specific project proposals, while also 
eliminating language stating that community energy resilience plans include project-specific 
feasibility analysis; 

● Clarifies that a community energy resilience plan be consistent with local government 
general plans, while also removing a requirement that community energy resilience plans 
be incorporated into general plans; 

● Adds additional specificity for items to be included in community energy resilience plans, 
stating that plans should: 

 
o Identify electrical distribution system improvements that can be undertaken by a       

local distribution electric utility that will reduce the risk of de-energization for 
communities and critical facilities.  

o Identify projects that can be combined to share engineering costs and achieve 
scalability of projects across like facilities to create the most value for a 
community.  

o Identify locations and facilities where the construction of microgrids could meet 
local resilience needs.  

o Identify critical facilities that are in greatest need of backup energy generation 
and potential backup energy systems that may meet the needs of those facilities.  

o Identify potential funding sources for implementation of projects included in the 
plan.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachment 
SB 99 Support Letter Submitted April 14, 2021 
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