Preliminary Planning Working Group Discussion Items / Issues List

1. Data Collection – Initial implementation will retain SSWG/DWG/SPWG reporting to ROS; PLWG might oversee transition to more reporting-based procedure when systems are ready

2. Data Consistency – PLWG should consider consistency in load forecast, load coincidence in cases/studies, line ratings, planning standards
3. Validation of data accuracy and consistency – Each individual data item should be responsibility of the entity that provided it.  Should there be a “check” by TSP, GE or ERCOT of whether the submitted data “makes sense”?  Who is responsible for checking the modeling of the data (e.g. how the data is converted to bus/branch modeling)?  Is the accuracy of the consolidated dataset the responsibility of an entity (ERCOT, TSP, GE) or a group (SSWG/DWG, PLWG)? Is providing valid data part of Protocol auditing process?

4. Data Gaps

5. RARF Interface

6. RPG Interface
7. TSP Ratings – some TSPs have taken the description of how these ratings are developed out of SSWG procedures and made those descriptions available on demand

8. Transmission Line Design Criteria – this is an engineering issue, not a planning issue, because it is specific for each design

9. PLWG will not review/approve specific projects; may specify through Planning Guides Revsions approved by the ROS the level of detail in recommendations, (e.g. whether recommendations should include required ampacity in addition to the conductor type assumed in study) 

10. Need to consider whether all detailed elements of what is being considered for inclusion in the Planning Guides needs to go to Board for approval or whether there should still be “procedures” that only go to TAC for approval {things like changes to TPIT dates, which cases are built may not need to go to Board)

11. RPG may need to develop new “Scope” document to describe what that group does (2-3 pages level of detail) 

12. Criteria may need to be developed in a way that is appropriately flexible where that makes sense (non-coincident area loads, e.g.)

13. May need to update ROS scope relative to review of planning studies
