UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

)
California Independent System Operator ) Docket No. ER24-2671-000
Corporation )

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE ANSWER AND ANSWER OF CALIFORNIA
COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION IN RESPONSE TO CERTAIN
PROTESTS AND ANSWERS
Pursuant to Rules 212 and 213 of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s
(Commission’s) Rules of Practice and Procedure,! the California Community Choice
Association? (CalCCA) respectfully submits this Motion for Leave to File Answer and
Answer to certain answers and protests to the California Independent System Operator
Corporation’s (CAISQO’s) Tariff Amendment to Implement Track 2 of Interconnection
Process Enhancements 2023 Initiative® (Tariff Amendment), dated August 1, 2024. The

Tariff Amendment includes reforms for the CAISO to adapt to dramatically increased

requests to connect to the CAISO controlled grid. CalCCA responds herein to the

! 18 C.F.R. §§ 385.212, 385.213.

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 of Southern
California, CleanPowerSF, Desert Community Energy, Energy For Palmdale’s Independent
Choice, Lancaster 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 California Independent System Operator Corporation’s Tariff Amendment to Implement
Track 2 of Interconnection Process Enhancements 2023 Initiative, ER24-2671-000 (Aug. 1,
2024).



answers and protests of certain parties (Protesting Parties)* to the CAISO’s answer to
comments and protests to its Tariff Amendment.’

As set forth below, the Commission should reject the unfounded claims of
Protesting Parties that the CAISO’s commercial interest scoring criterion (Scoring
Criterion) causes discriminatory conduct of load serving entities (LSE) requiring
exclusive arrangements or deposits with developers to ensure projects move forward in
good faith. In fact, exclusive arrangements and deposits have been used by LSEs and
developers long before the CAISO introduced the Scoring Criterion. The CAISO Tariff
incorporating the Scoring Criterion should be adopted as filed given the Scoring Criterion
is a reasonable tool for the CAISO to identify projects most likely to be fully developed.

I MOTION FOR LEAVE TO ANSWER

Pursuant to Rules 212 and 213 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, CalCCA respectfully requests waiver of Rule 213(a)(2) to permit it to file this
Answer.® Good cause exists to grant this waiver because this Answer will assist the
Commission in understanding the issues in the proceeding, aid the Commission in
making its decision, and ensure a complete and accurate record. CalCCA, therefore,

respectfully requests the Commission accept it into the record.

4 See Motion for Leave to File Answer and Answer of Clearway Energy Group LLC,

ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 18, 2024); Motion for Leave to Answer and Answer of the Electric Power
Supply Association, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 18, 2024); Motion to Intervene Out-of-Time and
Limited Protest of The Independent Energy Producers Association, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 17,
2024); Answer and Supplemental Protest of Calpine Corporation, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 17,
2024); Motion for Leave to Answer and Answer of Vistra Corp. and Dynegy Marketing and
Trade, LLC, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 17, 2024); Motion for Leave to Answer and Answer of Aypa
Power LLC, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 13, 2024).

> Motion for Leave to File Answer and Answer of the California Independent System
Operator Corporation to Comments and Protests, ER24-2671-000 (Sept. 3, 2024).

6 18 C.F.R. § 385.213(a)(2).



II. ANSWERS

A. Protesting Parties Arguments that the Scoring Criterion Introduces
Discrimination or Unfair Exclusivity Should Be Rejected Given
Exclusivity Agreements are Well-Established and Necessary Parts of
the Procurement Process Under Current Market Conditions

The Commission should reject the claims of the Protesting Parties that the Scoring
Criterion is discriminatory and results in an “underground economy” unfairly requiring
developers to enter into exclusivity agreements with LSEs. The Scoring Criterion allows
load serving entities (LSEs) to allocate points to projects they want prioritized for a
CAISO interconnection study. As explained below, Protesting Parties’ claims fail to
acknowledge that exclusivity agreements (1) are not caused by the Scoring Criterion as
they have reasonably been part of request for offer (RFO) processes since before the
Scoring Criterion was introduced, (2) simply ensure parties are moving forward in good
faith, and (3) have become increasingly important given load growth, regulatory
requirements, supply chain difficulties, and interconnection delays. The Scoring Criterion
is a reasonable and essential response by the CAISO to adapt to the dramatically increased
levels of interconnection requests and ensures projects likely to come to fruition are
identified and studied. As a result, the CAISO Tariff should be adopted as filed.

First, the Protesting Parties’ claim that the Scoring Criterion is discriminatory or
creates an unfair process for developers is invalidated by the long-standing practice, prior
to the CAISO’s Scoring Criterion, of exclusivity agreements being used in LSE RFO
processes. Aypa Power LLC (Aypa) suggests that the process has “created an
“underground” economy in which LSEs now seek commitments from developers in order

to secure points.”’ Calpine Corporation (Calpine) states that:

Aypa Answer, at 6.



One LSE after another is imposing new ‘“exclusivity”
requirements before an LSE will deem a project to be
“commercially interesting.” If a developer wants the LSE to
award it any points to demonstrate commercial interest in its
project in the queue, the developer must first sign away the
right to deal with anyone other than the point-allocating LSE.®

These claims ignore that deposits and exclusivity agreements have been used by LSEs in
their RFO processes prior to the introduction of the Scoring Criterion. In fact, Appendix
A attached hereto provides publicly available documents from a variety of California
community choice aggregators (CCAs) (who are LSEs within the CAISO) that
incorporate deposits required as an exclusivity agreement for RFOs from 2018 through
2023. These RFOs were conducted prior to the CAISO filing its tariff incorporating the
Scoring Criterion. To claim that the Scoring Criterion is causing new exclusivity
agreements or that it has created an underground economy is therefore misleading.
Second, exclusivity agreements are simply used to ensure parties are negotiating
in good faith with the goal of an executed power purchase agreement (PPA). CCAs have
multiple interests in performing solicitations and the allocation of points pursuant to the
Scoring Criterion is simply not the reason that LSEs will seek to ensure negotiations are
fruitful. RFOs are relatively expensive transactions. They consume significant resources
from procurement, legal, and regulatory staff (among others), as well as CCA
management. The ultimate goal is to result in executed contracts or PPAs with developers
for new resources needed to meet the needs of their customers and regulatory
requirements. With a significant investment of time and money, CCAs wish to ensure
that their efforts are not wasted. The use of exclusivity agreements, which as explained

above have been utilized even prior to the CAISO’s introduction of the Scoring Criterion,

Calpine Answer, at 1-2 (emphasis in original).



is designed to ensure that sellers negotiate in good faith with the intent to execute
contracts or PPAs. Without such provisions, a CCA could spend significant time and
money on projects that do not come to fruition.

Third, exclusivity agreements have become increasingly important in recent
times. A combination of load growth and regulatory requirements has led to the
increasing need for new resources procured by LSEs. This demand, combined with
supply chain difficulties and interconnection delays,” has placed LSEs in very difficult
positions. Without new resources, LSEs including CCAs face penalties for regulatory
non-compliance, unhedged positions in their portfolio placing customer rates at risk, and
the inability to meet state and CCA goals for new clean resources. Exclusivity
agreements have been a response to these conditions and have been utilized prior to the
Scoring Criterion.

The Scoring Criterion is a reasonable tool for the CAISO to handle the
dramatically increased levels of requests to interconnect to the CAISO controlled grid,
and to ensure projects most likely to come to fruition are studied for interconnection. As a

result, the CAISO Tariff should be adopted as submitted.

? The CAISO has extended the timeline for Queue Cluster 15 and plans to delay Cluster

16. With these delays and uncertainty, it is important that LSEs needing to meet customer and
regulatory needs, have more certainty that projects will become commercially operational and
under contract. In addition, the Lawrence Berkley National Laboratory has shown that the length
of time from interconnection request to commercial operation ranges from just under four years to
approximately eight years in the CAISO. https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-
04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_R2.pdf, at slide 42.



https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_R2.pdf
https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_R2.pdf

B. Claims that Deposits are Unreasonable Exchanges for Points
Allocation Should be Rejected as they Ignore that Deposits Have Long
Been Deemed Acceptable to Secure Exclusivity to Resources and
Protesting Parties Have the Option to Contract with LSEs Not
Requiring Deposits

Protesting Parties’ arguments that deposits are an unreasonable exchange for
points allocations should be rejected. For example, Clearway Energy Group LLC
(Clearway) states, “[o]ne LSE is requiring interconnection customers to make sizable and
entirely nonrefundable “deposits” — that is, payments — in exchange for the allocation of
points, with no provision to return deposits if projects are not selected to advance to the
study process.”!? Clearway ignores, however, that the deposit is not simply for the
allocation of points pursuant to the Scoring Criterion. Indeed, the main objective of the
deposit is to secure exclusivity and a Right of First Offer to ensure that the LSE
negotiating the contract will have the first opportunity to procure the resource after
investing the time and money to negotiate with the developer.!'!

In addition, Clearway cites to one of many LSEs with solicitations, and the refund
provisions differ between those solicitations. If developers are concerned with a non-
refundable deposit, it would be expected that they would not participate in such a
solicitation and seek solicitations from other LSEs without such provisions. Between
Investor-Owned Utilities, Publicly Owned Utilities, CCAs, and Electric Service Providers
that serve load within the CAISO, there are approximately 70 entities to which the

developer could choose to sell. A single entity with one RFO containing a non-refundable

deposit is not evidence that the Scoring Criterion has caused an unreasonable exchange,

10
11

Clearway Energy Answer, at 3 (emphasis added).

San Diego Community Power, Exclusivity Agreement Template, Section III, at 3-4:
https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/Attachment-B_SDCP-2024-1PE-
Exclusivity-Agreement-Template-1.docx.



https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/Attachment-B_SDCP-2024-IPE-Exclusivity-Agreement-Template-1.docx
https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/Attachment-B_SDCP-2024-IPE-Exclusivity-Agreement-Template-1.docx

especially considering deposits were used prior to the CAISO proposing the Scoring
Criterion. The CAISO Tariff Amendment incorporating the Scoring Criteria should
therefore be adopted as filed.

III. CONCLUSION

CalCCA respectfully requests the Commission reject Protesting Party claims, and

accept the CAISO’s Tariff Amendment as filed.

Respectfully submitted,

Jeaundilie

Leanne Bober,

Director of Regulatory Affairs and
Deputy General Counsel

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

September 19, 2024



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Shawn-Dai Linderman, hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE ANSWER AND ANSWER OF CALIFORNIA
COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION IN RESPONSE TO CERTAIN PROTESTS
AND ANSWERS by electronic mail to each party of record designated on the official
service list in the above-captioned proceeding.
Executed on September 19, 2024, at Martinez, California.

/s/ Shawn-Dai Linderman
Shawn-Dai Linderman

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY CHOICE
ASSOCIATION

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

(510) 980-9459

regulatory(@cal-cca.org
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APPENDIX A
TO
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE ANSWER AND ANSWER OF CALIFORNIA
COMMUNITY CHOICE ASSOCIATION IN RESPONSE TO CERTAIN
PROTESTS AND ANSWERS

Example CCA Solicitations with exclusivity agreements/deposits:
1. Peninsula Clean Energy, 2018 Solicitation (short-list deposit, page 13):

https://www.peninsulacleanenergy.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/PCE-2018-
Renewables-RFO-Instructions.pdf.

2. East Bay Community Energy (now Ava Community Energy), 2020 Solicitation
(exclusivity agreement accompanied by a deposit, page 18 provision 2.2):
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%?2Fres.cloudinary.co
m%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff auto%2Cfl sanitize%2Cq auto%2Febce-
term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-
cca.org%7Cd9e¢648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cblacc9c05a6¢
3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIj
0iMC4wLjAwMDAILCJQIj0i1V21luMzIiLCJBTil61k1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0
%7C%7C%7Cé&sdata=CxcvqceneaOlzms Y wtFaN%2FV10;Xx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3
Dé&reserved=0.

3. Silicon Valley Clean Energy, 2022 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement
accompanied by a deposit, page 9, section 6.3):
https://www.svcleanenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/SVCE-RFP-Protocols_November-7-
2022 _digital.pdf.

4. Sonoma Clean Power, Silicon Valley Clean Energy, and Central Coast
Community Energy, 2022 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement accompanied by a deposit,
page 10):
https://sonomacleanpower.org/uploads/documents/2022-Joint-CCA-MTR-RFP-
Protocols.pdf.

5. Redwood Coast Energy Authority, 2022 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement
accompanied by a deposit):
https://redwoodenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/Appendix-D-Exclusivity-
Agreement.docx.

6. Orange County Power Authority, 2022 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement
accompanied by a deposit, pages 6-7):
https://www.ocpower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Final-August-2022-Orange-
County-Power-Authority_Long-Term-Renewable-RFP.pdf.



https://www.peninsulacleanenergy.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/PCE-2018-Renewables-RFO-Instructions.pdf
https://www.peninsulacleanenergy.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/PCE-2018-Renewables-RFO-Instructions.pdf
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fres.cloudinary.com%2Fdiactiwk7%2Fraw%2Fupload%2Ff_auto%2Cfl_sanitize%2Cq_auto%2Febce-term-sheet-rps-storage.docx&data=05%7C02%7Ceric%40cal-cca.org%7Cd9e648cd2fad4601d8cc08dcd8238cc2%7C18aa3b82b85a4d9cb1acc9c05a6c3d83%7C0%7C0%7C638622896322358723%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Cxcvqcnea0IzmsYwtFaN%2FV10jXx6V5rmmJhlUWbHNPg%3D&reserved=0
https://www.svcleanenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/SVCE-RFP-Protocols_November-7-2022_digital.pdf
https://www.svcleanenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/SVCE-RFP-Protocols_November-7-2022_digital.pdf
https://sonomacleanpower.org/uploads/documents/2022-Joint-CCA-MTR-RFP-Protocols.pdf
https://sonomacleanpower.org/uploads/documents/2022-Joint-CCA-MTR-RFP-Protocols.pdf
https://redwoodenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/Appendix-D-Exclusivity-Agreement.docx
https://redwoodenergy.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/Appendix-D-Exclusivity-Agreement.docx
https://www.ocpower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Final-August-2022-Orange-County-Power-Authority_Long-Term-Renewable-RFP.pdf
https://www.ocpower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Final-August-2022-Orange-County-Power-Authority_Long-Term-Renewable-RFP.pdf

7. East Bay Community Energy and San Jose Clean Energy, 2022 Joint Solicitation
(exclusivity agreement accompanied by a deposit):
https://web.archive.org/web/20220811013739/https://res.cloudinary.com/diactiwk7/raw/u
pload/v1645141201/Attachment F_EBCE-

SJICE_Exclusive Negotiating_Agreement pnlaje.docx.

8. Clean Power Alliance, 2022 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement accompanied by a
deposit):
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/t8ntobdzcvbS3yae0z11i/CPA-Exclusivity-Agreement-
2022.docx?dI=1&rlkey=z9usiaqlxzn7didh4ihh2aver.

9. San Diego Community Power, 2023 Solicitation (exclusivity agreement
accompanied by a deposit, page 6):
https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023-San-Diego-
Community-Power Standalone-Storage-RFO 2023.06.01 UPDATE.pdf.

10. Central Coast Community Energy, 2024 Solicitation that closed in May 2024
prior to the CAISO finalizing its Interconnection Process Enhancements (exclusivity
agreement accompanied by a deposit):
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/f5jwl2lhoqcg3ri9txats/3CE_2024-RFP-ENA_April-
2024.docx?rlkey=yki8144h7tpxdh3gk4053tSmv&st=IbofghSu&dl=1.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20220811013739/https:/res.cloudinary.com/diactiwk7/raw/upload/v1645141201/Attachment_F_EBCE-SJCE_Exclusive_Negotiating_Agreement_pnlaje.docx
https://web.archive.org/web/20220811013739/https:/res.cloudinary.com/diactiwk7/raw/upload/v1645141201/Attachment_F_EBCE-SJCE_Exclusive_Negotiating_Agreement_pnlaje.docx
https://web.archive.org/web/20220811013739/https:/res.cloudinary.com/diactiwk7/raw/upload/v1645141201/Attachment_F_EBCE-SJCE_Exclusive_Negotiating_Agreement_pnlaje.docx
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/t8ntobdzcvb53yae0z11i/CPA-Exclusivity-Agreement-2022.docx?dl=1&rlkey=z9usiaq1xzn7didh4ihh2aver
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/t8ntobdzcvb53yae0z11i/CPA-Exclusivity-Agreement-2022.docx?dl=1&rlkey=z9usiaq1xzn7didh4ihh2aver
https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023-San-Diego-Community-Power_Standalone-Storage-RFO_2023.06.01_UPDATE.pdf
https://sdcommunitypower.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023-San-Diego-Community-Power_Standalone-Storage-RFO_2023.06.01_UPDATE.pdf
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/f5jwl2lhoqcg3ri9txats/3CE_2024-RFP-ENA_April-2024.docx?rlkey=yki8144h7tpxdh3qk4053t5mv&st=lbofqh5u&dl=1
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/f5jwl2lhoqcg3ri9txats/3CE_2024-RFP-ENA_April-2024.docx?rlkey=yki8144h7tpxdh3qk4053t5mv&st=lbofqh5u&dl=1
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