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	059
	PGRR Title
	Related to NPRR837, Regional Planning Group (RPG) Process Reform

	Date Posted
	June 28, 2017

	
	

	Requested Resolution 
	Normal

	Planning Guide Sections Requiring Revision 
	3.1.2.1, All Projects
3.1.2.2, Projects That Are Not Included in the Current Regional Transmission Plan (delete)
3.1.2.3, Other Information (delete)
3.1.5, Regional Planning Group Comment Process

	Related Documents Requiring Revision/Related Revision Requests
	Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 837, Regional Planning Group (RPG) Process Reform

	Revision Description
	This Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) includes Regional Planning Group (RPG) related changes intended to enhance and clarify existing processes.

	Reason for Revision
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  Addresses current operational issues.
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  Meets Strategic goals (tied to the ERCOT Strategic Plan or directed by the ERCOT Board).
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  Market efficiencies or enhancements

[image: image4.wmf]

  Administrative
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  Regulatory requirements
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  Other:  (explain)

(please select all that apply)

	Business Case
	The changes will enhance and bring clarity to the existing RPG process.


	Sponsor

	Name
	Jeff Billo

	E-mail Address
	Jeff.Billo@ercot.com 

	Company
	ERCOT

	Phone Number
	512-248-6334

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	Not applicable


	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	Brittney Albracht

	E-Mail Address
	Brittney.Albracht@ercot.com 

	Phone Number
	512-225-7027


	Proposed Guide Language Revision


3.1.2.1
All Projects

(1)
The submittal of each transmission project (60 kV and above) for RPG Project Review should include the following elements:
(a)
The proposed project description including expected cost, feasible alternative(s) considered, transmission topology and Transmission Facility modeling parameter data, and all study cases used to generate results supporting the need for the project in electronic format (powerflow data should be in PTI PSS/E RAWD format).  Also, the submission should include accurate maps and one-line diagrams showing locations of the proposed project and feasible alternatives;

(b)
Identification of the SSWG, Dynamics Working Group (DWG), or Regional Transmission Plan powerflow cases used as a basis for the study and any associated changes that describe and allow accurate modeling of the proposed project;

(c)
Description and data for all changes made to the SSWG base cases or Regional Transmission Plan cases used to identify the need for the project, such as Generation Resource unavailability and area peak Load forecast;  

(d)
A description of the reliability and/or economic problem that is being solved; 

(e)
Desired/needed in-service date for the project, and feasible in-service date, if different;
(f)
The phone number and email address of the single point of contact who can respond to ERCOT and RPG participant questions or requests for additional information necessary for stakeholder review; and
(g)
Analysis of rejected alternatives, including cost estimates, and other factors considered in the comparison of alternatives with the proposed project.






(2)
Both transmission and distribution solutions to performance deficiencies may be considered where applicable.  


(3)
If there is any other information, not included above, that the submitter believes is relevant to consideration of the need for any submitted project, they should include that information in the project submission.     

3.1.5
Regional Planning Group Comment Process

(1)
Any stakeholder may initiate an RPG project review in accordance with Protocol Section 3.11.4.1, Project Submission.  All project submissions should be sent electronically to rpg_submittal@ercot.com.  The RPG project review consists of the following steps.  
(a)
ERCOT will provide electronic copies of RPG project review submittals to the RPG within five Business Days of receipt and solicit comments or questions from the RPG;

(b)
All concerns/questions or objections about the submitted project by any stakeholder or ERCOT should be submitted to the RPG within 15 Business Days after ERCOT’s transmittal to the RPG;

(c)
Each Entity providing comments should provide a “single” complete comment about each project by the end of the 15 Business Day comment period rather than sending multiple comments at various times or from various individuals;

(d)
Any questions related to data deficiency should be submitted to ERCOT and the submitter immediately;

(e)
If concerns or objections about a project are received during the 15 Business Day comment period, the project will be put into “study mode” until all concerns are resolved or until ERCOT assesses that a reasonable effort has been made to resolve all concerns, generally no more than an additional 20 Business Days;

(f)
Project submitters should answer all questions and respond to all concerns in a timely manner;

(g)
Comments should be based on Good Utility Practice and sound engineering judgment. Suggestions should be able to be implemented by the TSP constructing and operating the project; and

(h)
ERCOT will post all project submissions, the comments received, and other information and databases associated with submitted transmission projects on the MIS Secure Area.
(i)
Comments received after the 15 Business Day comment period may be considered by ERCOT or the project submitter, but a response is not required. 
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