Planning Working Group


PLWG Meeting Notes 
October 16, 2024

1. Antitrust Admonition
2. Agenda Review
3. Review of PLWG Meeting Notes from September 23, 2024

4. General Update

· At its October 3 meeting, ROS assigned NPRR 1247 and PGRR 119 to PLWG for review.

· Dylan Preas (Chair) suggested that PLWG meetings be scheduled for the day following the RPG meeting; if the two meetings are expected to have shorter agendas, they can be scheduled on the same day.

· It was suggested that the start times for PLWG meetings that follow an RPG meeting be communicated to the listserv on meeting day.

· Dylan Preas (Chair) asked interested parties to send candidates for 2025 chair and vice-chair to him.
5. PGRR 115 (NPRR 1234) – Interconnection Requirements for Large Loads and Modeling Standards for Loads 25 MW or Greater

· Floyd Trefney (ERCOT Steel Mills) submitted additional reply comments on September 25.

· David Withrow (AEP) submitted reply comments on October 4.  David and Mina Turner (AEP) reviewed the comments.  Mina indicated that AEP intended to withdraw its proposed revisions to Section 4.1.1.2.

· Monica Jha (Vistra) – Regarding the definition of Load Requesting Entity, is this the entity that will work with the TSP?  Can it also be the entity that will work with the co-located generator?

· David Withrow (AEP) – Yes

· Agee Springer (ERCOT) – ERCOT would be opposed to lowering the large load threshold to 25 MW.  The 25 MW threshold for reporting was meant to track potential future large loads, not to subject them to the LLIS process.

· Monica Jha (Vistra) – Does AEP intend for Appliable Generators to run interconnection studies?

· Mina Turner (AEP) – No; AEP is reviewing its comments and will provide a revised version for clarification, if needed.

· Martha Henson (Oncor) – Oncor would be concerned about lowering the large load threshold to 25 MW.

· Mark Smith (ERCOT Steel Mills) also expressed concern about lowering the large load threshold to 25 MW.

· Agee Springer (ERCOT) – Does AEP intend for the Applicable Generator to be the stand-in for the TSP, or will it just be the entity submitting data on behalf of the LRE?

· Mina – AEP is reviewing its comments and will provide a revised version for clarification, if needed.

· Agee Springer (ERCOT) said that ERCOT is discussing the CenterPoint Energy, Oncor, and AEP comments internally and plan to submit reply comments prior to the November meeting.

· Action – Table PGRR 115 pending further comments and discussion at the November meeting.
6. PGRR 117 – Addition of Resiliency Assessment and Criteria to Reflect PUCT Rule Changes

· Robert Golen and Matthew Arth (ERCOT) submitted reply comments on October 11. Robert reviewed the comments, which concurred with the LCRA comments in part.

· Andrew Hamann (LCRA TSC) – Asked for clarification about the meaning of “coincident load values” and how study cases will be adjusted.

· Robert Golen (ERCOT) – “Coincident load values” is the coincident load expected to occur during the extreme weather event. Generation dispatch and commitment in the cases will be adjusted to match supply & demand.

· Prabhu Gnanam (ERCOT) – Commissioner Cobos asked ERCOT to move forward with this PGRR specifically.

· Harsh Naik (Oncor), Brad Schwarz (Sharyland), and Mark Bruce (Pattern Energy) asked ERCOT to clarify the outcome of the study and whether the Grid Reliability and Resiliency Assessment (GRRA) can be the basis for projects that are later submitted to RPG.

· Mina Turner (AEP) – Can TSPs propose projects?

· Prabhu Gnanam (ERCOT) – ERCOT will incorporate projects suggested by TSPs into the GRRA.

· Matthew Arth (ERCOT) – The GRRA is the only way to identify resiliency projects.

· There was discussion about how the proposed resiliency criteria will interact with existing reliability and economic criteria. Prabhu Gnanam (ERCOT) said that ERCOT is developing an NPRR to clarify the multi-variable weighting of project benefits according to its reliability, resiliency, and economic benefits. (ERCOT states in the justification for PGRR 117 that, “ERCOT intends to propose an NPRR to address the process for determining whether an upgrade that meets the proposed resiliency criteria provides sufficient benefit to offset any insufficiency of economic savings or reliability benefits”.)

· Mark Bruce (Pattern Energy) said that it does not make sense to fast-track this PGRR in order to perform a study that is already in-progress so that stakeholders can wait for a yet-to-be-published NPRR that will define how the results of GRRA will be used.

· Action – PLWG reached consensus on the version submitted by ERCOT on October 11.
7. NPRR 1247 – Incorporation of Congestion Cost Savings Test in Economic Evaluation of Transmission Projects

· ERCOT posted an updated draft white paper (“Congestion Cost Savings Test Evaluation Guideline_Draft V2”).  In response to stakeholder feedback from the September 24, 2024 PLWG meeting, ERCOT added a commitment to preview futures changes to the white paper to stakeholders before a new version of the white paper takes effect, memorialized the assumed inflation rate, removed unserved energy cost from the calculation of consumer energy cost, and incorporated a step in the appendix for the calculation of adequately quantifiable and ongoing direct and indirect costs and benefits to the transmission system attributable to the project.

· Texas Industrial Energy Consumers (TIEC) submitted reply comments on September 11. John Ross Hubbard reviewed the comments.

· Wayman Smith, Richard Ross, and Constance McDaniel Wyman (AEP) submitted reply comments on October 3. Constance reviewed the comments.

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) and Matthew Arth (ERCOT) submitted reply comments on October 11. Ping reviewed the comments.

· Bill Barnes (NRG) – The Nodal Protocols should include more details about how the economic benefits are calculated.

· Bill Barnes (NRG) – What are direct and indirect benefits?

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – For example, weather benefits or outage benefits.

· Alexandra Miller (EDF Renewables) – We disagree that weather and outage benefits are indirect benefits; we believe that they are direct benefits.
· Bill Barnes (NRG) – What is the value of lost load?

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – We updated the white paper to remove the section referring to unserved energy cost, which would require VOLL as an input.

· Andrew Hamann (LCRA) – VOLL may need to be incorporated into the shadow price cap modeled in UPLAN, in the situation that a transmission constraint must be relaxed in order to serve non-price-responsive load. 

· John Ross Hubbard (TIEC) – We appreciate ERCOT reworking parts of the proposed language and recommend that ERCOT include additional details about the economic benefit calculations and models.

· Matthew Arth (ERCOT) – ERCOT believes it is already posting the relevant information, but if any stakeholder wishes for specific additional information to be posted ERCOT will do so as long as the information is not confidential or overly voluminous.  The posting requirement that TIEC’s comments propose is unnecessary for this reason, but also is phrased too broadly for ERCOT to be able to know that it is compliant.
· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – The information that ERCOT would post would change frequently.

· Bill Barnes (NRG) – Does ERCOT plan to make the white paper a binding document?

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – No.

· Bill Barnes (NRG) – Please add details on how planned generation resources are modeled.

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – These details are already captured in the Planning Guide.

· Alexandra Miller (EDF Renewables), Ajay Pappu (Invenergy), and Kay Patrick (Pattern Energy) submitted reply comments on October 15. Alexandra reviewed the comments.

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) – ERCOT is not opposed to the clarifying edits. ERCOT has concerns about the added paragraph and does not believe a reference in the Protocols to the non-binding white paper is appropriate.

· Matthew Arth (ERCOT) – ERCOT believes the level of detail included in the white paper goes beyond the level of detail typically included in the Nodal Protocols or Planning Guide.  The level of detail proposed for the congestion cost savings test in NPRR1247 is akin to the level of detail included for the production cost savings test.  ERCOT believes there is value in providing additional transparency to stakeholders on the more granular details of the test through the white paper though.
· Bill Barnes (NRG) plans to file comments prior to the November meeting. 

· Prabhu Gnanam (ERCOT) – We want to find a way to move NPRR 1247 forward.

· Mark Bruce (Pattern Energy) – Commissioners are frustrated by comments to revision requests that occur late in the process. The risk of moving quickly is that stakeholders do not have time to resolve processes, get language right, etc. For the purposes of NPRR 1247, SB 1281 became law in Summer 2021. The PUCT first published the draft rule in Summer 2022 and then adopted the rule near the end of 2022. Today is the first day that NPRR 1247 was officially eligible for discussion at PLWG.  Nothing will happen until after this RTP cycle is complete, so stakeholders should take their time and get the language right.

· Prabhu Gnanam (ERCOT) – The process has already been deliberative.

· Action – Schedule a special Webex-only PLWG meeting on October 29 at 9:30 am to discuss additional comments and attempt to reach consensus. This special meeting will be prior to the next ROS meeting on November 7.
8. PGRR 119 – Stability Constraint Modeling Assumptions in the Regional Transmission Plan

· Ping Yan (ERCOT) briefly reviewed PGRR 119, which will formalize the existing practice in which ERCOT applies a reliability margin (e.g., 10 percent) to stability constraints when a constraint is modeled in RTP reliability and economic base cases.

· Action – Table PGRR 119 pending further comments and discussion at the November meeting.
9. NERC Topics Roundtable

· NERC recently published Draft 2 of the new CIP-014-4 Physical Security standard.

· NERC recently published Draft 2 of the new TPL-008-1 Transmission System Planning Performance Requirements for Extreme Temperature Events standard. ERCOT may discuss implementation details for TPL-008-1 at a future PLWG meeting.
10. Review Open Action Items

· ROS assigned PLWG an action item to review and update the Planning Guide for references to “Load” and “load” based on the ROS-endorsed August 28, 2024 version of PGRR 107.
11. Other Business

· (None)
12. Adjourn
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