
The Developers Advocating Transmission Advancements (DATA) Coalition represents the industry’s leading transmission companies. Please visit 
www.modernizethegrid.com/datawhitepaper2025/ for the complete report, “Recent Experience with Competitive Transmission Projects and Solicitations.”

Building on growing evidence that competitive transmission projects have failed to provide cost savings to customers, the 
DATA Coalition digs deeper to identify the latest examples of how competitive bidding leads to poor results and jeopardizes 
critical grid expansion in the United States. This latest report offers a new set of case studies highlighting projects spanning
four ISOs. Collectively, these examples demonstrate how competitive bidding creates poor incentives and leads to bad 
outcomes, including project delays, unrealistic routing choices, litigation and cancelled projects.

There is a growing body of actual experience that calls into question competitive bidding for transmission. Not only 
are competitively developed projects not likely to bring savings, as shown by DATA in reports issued over the last half 
decade, competitive bidding is now leading to a host of other issues, including poorly scoped projects, project 
cancellations and harmful litigation that can delay crucial infrastructure. Non-incumbent developers may be able to 
evade responsibility for these outcomes, but it’s customers that bear the cost.

Competitive bidding clearly isn’t working –
It’s time to go back to policies that ensure trusted local companies can move ahead with transmission projects needed to 
safeguard reliability and drive economic growth. 
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THE LATEST IN COMPETITIVE TRANSMISSION:
Bidding Leads to Short-Sighted Planning, Cancelled 
Projects and Costly Litigation Nationwide

In PJM, a winning competitive 
bidder used Google Maps to 
propose an unrealistic route. In the 
end, local incumbent transmission 
owners stepped in to rescue the 
project and safeguard reliability for 
customers.
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In CAISO, a competitive bidding process 
resulted in a poorly scoped transmission 
solution that needed to be modified in 
subsequent planning cycles.

In MISO, a competitive developer engaged in serial litigation to undermine 
state policies that allow MISO’s crucial Long Range Transmission Plan 
(LRTP) projects to be built faster. Any delay caused by this litigation could 
jeopardize reliability and economic growth in the Upper Midwest region.

In New England, a crucial transmission project was canceled after a 
competitive bidder could not meet the cost commitment terms it had 
agreed to, sending the state “back to the drawing board” and 
depriving customers of needed infrastructure.
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