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1. Please provide your organization’s questions or comments on the Modifications to TPD
Allocations by these sections:
a. Allocation Groups b. Multi-fuel projects receiving an allocation with PPAs c. Opportunities to seek TPD i. In
addition, the ISO seeks stakeholder input on whether a project should be able to seek an allocation during the
interconnection facilities study by demonstrating they have a PPA. d. Eligibility of Energy Only projects, including
technology additions i. The ISO seeks stakeholder input on whether pre-cluster 15 EO projects should be able
seek TPD through the Commercial Operation group after the 2025 TPD allocation cycle. e. Modifications to the
TPD scoring criteria

The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on
the California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO) Track 3 Revised Straw Proposal. The transmission plan
deliverability (TPD) allocation process is a critical part of project development because resources must obtain
TPD to provide resource adequacy (RA). The CAISO proposes to redefine the TPD allocation groups as: (1) the
power purchase agreement (PPA) group; (2) the commercial operation group; and (3) the conditional allocation
group. The CAISO’s proposal would provide projects with three consecutive opportunities to seek a TPD
allocation or retain a conditional TPD allocation, noting opportunities to seek and retain allocations of TPD are
typically done on an annual basis but could be more than one year apart.[1]

CalCCA is still developing a position on this proposal and seeks clarification on the timing of the three
opportunities to seek a TPD allocation for projects with and without conditional deliverability allocations after the
first opportunity. The proposal states:

the first opportunity will be in the TPD allocation request window following the interconnection
customer’s receipt of its interconnection facilities study report. After the third opportunity to
seek an allocation, projects that have not received an allocation will be withdrawn. Projects
that do receive an allocation through the Conditional group, but are unable to retain their
allocation in the next request window by demonstrating an eligible PPA will be withdrawn.[2]

Applying the proposal to the Cluster 15 study timeline[3] appears to result in the following timeline:

Facilities Study Report: November 2026
Beginning of first opportunity / TPD Affidavits: March 2027
For projects with conditional deliverability after first opportunity:

Deadline to show a PPA or withdraw: March 2028[4]
For projects without conditional deliverability after first opportunity:

Beginning of second opportunity / TPD Affidavits: March 2028
For projects with conditional deliverability after second opportunity:

Deadline to show a PPA or withdraw: March 2029
For projects without conditional deliverability after second opportunity:

Beginning of third opportunity / TPD Affidavits: March 2029

Therefore, projects appear to have roughly one and half years after receiving the facilities study report to
demonstrate a PPA or be withdrawn if a project receives a conditional deliverability allocation. If a project does
not receive a conditional deliverability allocation, it will also have until March 2028 to either sign a PPA to get into
the PPA group or seek conditional deliverability for its second opportunity. In the next iteration of the proposal,
the CAISO should confirm or correct this understanding with a timeline or flow chart for the three
opportunities using the Cluster 15 schedule, including the steps for projects that do and do not receive
conditional allocations. This clarification will help stakeholders develop positions on the proposal.

CalCCA appreciates the CAISO’s responsiveness to stakeholder feedback in revising the PPA status points
allocation criteria in Table 2 of the Straw Proposal. Categorizing projects based upon whether its PPA is with an
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off taker that has a RA obligation will result in a meaningful differentiation of projects that meet versus exceed
the minimum requirement, because it bases its ranking on RA obligations which drive the need for TPD. It will
also provide for uniform treatment of all PPAs with load-serving entities.

[1]            See Straw Proposal at 19.

[2]            Ibid.

[3]            https://www.caiso.com/documents/resource-interconnection-standards-interconnection-study-
timeline.xlsx.

[4]            For this example, assume one year between successive opportunities to seek and retain an allocation
of TPD for simplicity, although they may be more than one year apart in practice.

2. Please provide your organization’s questions or comments on Special Considerations for
Long Lead Time, Location Constrained Resources, specifically:
a. Eligibility b. Extension to seek TPD c. Broader procedural changes to the interconnection process for long
lead-time, location-constrained resources

CalCCA agrees with the CAISO that it will be necessary to allocate TPD to long-lead time (LLT) resources such
as offshore wind, out-of-state wind, and geothermal that currently have longer project development cycles that
may not be compatible with the updated TPD allocation process outlined in Section 2. The CAISO’s straw
proposal for allowing eligible resources an extension to seek TPD allocations can efficiently and equitably meet
this need with additional work to define the details around: (1) how much TPD can be reserved for this purpose;
and (2) when TPD that is reserved for LLT resources would be released after a certain time if it goes unused.

The straw proposal recognizes the need to release reserved TPD after a certain time, stating:

The ISO will have to establish a deadline for specified projects to begin seeking
TPD for each cluster, which should align with the timeframe for the resource
coming online in portfolios. The ISO will also have to develop conditions or a
trigger mechanism for releasing reserved TPD if generation or transmission does
not materialize. Such conditions would need to be driven by the transmission
planning process, such as changes to the policy scenarios or canceling
transmission projects.[1]

As the CAISO further defines this process, it should avoid over-reserving for LLT, or maintaining reservations for
projects that prove unviable, as TPD is “inherently finite.”[2] The process for allocating TPD to LLT resources
should maintain the incentive for resources to seek a PPA as soon as practical so that LLT resources with
reserved TPD do not retain it without a viable path to using it. The process for LLT resources with reserved TPD
should maintain a clear deadline for projects without a PPA to be removed from the queue and the TPD released
to make room for other projects to seek an allocation.

 

[1]            Straw Proposal at 32-33.

[2]            Straw Proposal at 25.

3. Please provide your organization’s questions or comments on Intra-cluster Prioritization of
Use of Existing SCD/RNU Headroom:
CalCCA supports the CAISO’s proposal to allow generators to interconnect up to an amount that will not trigger
the need for the LLT short circuit upgrade or other reliability network upgrades. This proposal will provide
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opportunities for projects to come online and obtain deliverability more quickly when there is headroom to do so,
helping to alleviate the current crisis of interconnection capacity scarcity.

4. Please provide your organization’s questions or comments on Modifications to the Priority
for Awarding Interim Deliverability:
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

5. Please provide any additional feedback:
CalCCA has no comments at this time.
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