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1. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 2.1 Non-LSE commercial interest
process.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

2. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 2.2. Cap on the full allocation
election.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

3. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 2.3. Incorporation of distribution
system interconnection projects into the intake scoring and the 150% study limit
processes.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

4. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 3.1. Allowing Operational Energy
Only Projects to Seek Deliverability.
The California Community Choice Association (CalCCA) appreciates the California Independent System
Operator (CAISO) proposing a pathway for energy-only (EO) resources to obtain deliverability. For the reasons
described in CalCCA’s August 25, 2025, comments in this initiative, including the need for development of new
resources for reliability and clean energy objectives coupled with challenging market realities, a pathway for EO
resources to obtain transmission plan deliverability (TPD) is crucial to ensure the viability and cost-effectiveness
of new resources to meet capacity needs.[1]

However, CalCCA is concerned that the CAISO’s proposal will severely limit the ability for projects to use this
pathway. This is because the CAISO’s proposal would leverage the commercial operations group, meaning EO
projects seeking TPD through the commercial operations group would be allocated TPD only if there is existing
deliverability to be allocated. Where there is not existing deliverability to be allocated, these EO resources would
not be able to finance upgrades to increase deliverability, like projects seeking TPD from the outset can. This
may significantly limit the usefulness of the CAISO’s proposal, as there is currently very limited existing TPD
available for allocation without upgrades. CalCCA continues to advocate for revision of the current proposal as
set forth in its November 3, 2025, comments,[2] allowing a limited amount of EO projects to finance upgrades if
there is not existing TPD to allocate to them and the projects have RA contracts with LSEs. If the CAISO adopts
its current proposal now it should also commit to continued exploration in a future interconnection
process enhancements (IPE) initiative of future pathways for EO projects behind constraints to seek
deliverability, particularly where projects have made commitments with LSEs or where projects are
aligned with local regulatory authority policy needs.

During the stakeholder call, many stakeholders expressed concern with the CAISO’s proposed five-year RA
contract requirement for projects to use this pathway. CalCCA does not take a position on this requirement under
the context of the CAISO’s proposal, in which upgrades would not be triggered as a result of these projects
seeking deliverability through the commercial allocation group.[3] If the CAISO retains this requirement, it should
clarify that LSE-owned resources (e.g., utility-owned or joint-powers-owned projects) are eligible for the EO TPD
pathway, as the current framing appears to require power purchase agreements rather than ownership
structures
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[1]            CalCCA Comments on IPE 5.0 Straw Proposal (Aug. 25,
2025), https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/9b0551da-cdeb-4413-8629-
3801bb56231e#org-a1da5f2a-7e9a-4e52-a586-dc0d205462fa.

[2]            CalCCA Comments on IPE 5.0 Straw Proposal (Nov. 3,
2025), https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/Comments/AllComments/544a61c0-5dc4-4bb8-9c2c-
6bda69b8edb8#org-fc9c1544-097f-4c99-8546-1dbb144be18c.

[3]          If the CAISO’s proposed pathway was modified to enable EO projects behind constraints to seek
deliverability, the CAISO’s proposed 5-year requirement could make sense to ensure that investments in
upgrades resulting from EO to deliverability conversions are focused on projects that are commercially viable
and intend to provide reliability benefits to California through the RA program subject to a deliverability
allocation.

5. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 4.1. Application of Commercial
Viability Criteria to all projects in the queue.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

6. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 4.2. ISO as an Affected System
process modifications.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

7. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 4.3. Modify the commercial
readiness deposit due date.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

8. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 4.4. Discontinue the Pre-
Application process.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

9. Please provide your organization’s comments on Section 4.5. Modifications to the GIDAP
Executive Dispute Committee.
CalCCA has no comments at this time.

10. Please provide any additional comments on the Final Proposal or January 7 meeting
discussion.
Now that the interconnection queue intake process adopted in IPE 2023 has been implemented, the CAISO
should reflect on the significant attrition following Cluster 15 Phase I, which exceeded 10 GW. While the IPE
2023 reforms appear to have successfully addressed speculative queue entry, the pendulum may have swung
too far, risking an insufficient pipeline of resources to meet California’s policy targets. Understanding the root
causes of this attrition should inform future reforms necessary to ensure enough new capacity can interconnect
to support California’s ambitious policy goals.
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