Planning Working Group (PLWG) Meeting Minutes
March 6th, 2026 (Web-Ex Only)
	#
	Topic
	Lead

	1.
	Antitrust Admonition
	Chair

	
	Meeting started. Antitrust admonition was given. Participants were directed to review the admonition before proceeding with the agenda.
	

	2.
	Agenda Review
	Chair

	
	Agenda was reviewed. Chair confirmed the order of items.
	

	3.
	Review of PLWG Meeting Minutes (February)
	Chair

	
	The PLWG meeting minutes from the prior months were not available for review at this meeting. The Chair committed to covering the outstanding meeting minutes at the next meeting.
Action Taken: Meeting minutes review deferred to next PLWG meeting.
	

	4.
	PGRR128 - Regional Planning Group Review of Grid Enhancing Technologies
	PLWG

	
	No online participants were available to present or discuss PGRR128.
Action Taken: No discussion. Continued to table PGRR128.
	

	5.
	PGRR130 - Related to NPRR1295, GTC Exit Solutions
	PLWG

	
	Alex Miller (EDF) provided a status update. Sponsors have been working on revised draft language but have not yet reached consensus with ERCOT staff. ERCOT's resource adequacy team is working toward quantifying the value of uncorking generation behind GTCs, though this remains in a proof-of-concept stage.
Alex noted that operational concerns from ERCOT regarding the growing number of GTCs (22 added over the last 11 years) underscore the importance of resolving this issue. Sponsors are focused on two priorities: ensuring regular evaluation of GTC activities and clarifying that the value of deliverability of generation during emergencies can be considered.
Alex indicated that language could be brought in draft form to the next month's meeting, targeting a filing approximately one week after the meeting date.
Action Taken: No discussion. Continued to table PGRR130.
	

	6.
	PGRR134 - Interconnection Studies Reform for Dispatchable Loads
	PLWG

	
	Martha Henson (Oncor) noted she had covered comments at the prior month's meeting and offered to re-present. The Chair determined it was not necessary to revisit Oncor's prior comments.
No representative from V-Wires was available to present filed comments.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR134.
	

	7.
	PGRR140 - Related to NPRR1317, Creation of Non-Settled Generator (NSG) and Clarification of the Types, Usage, and Registration of Distributed Generation
	ERCOT

	
	Thinesh (ERCOT) confirmed PGRR140 had been presented at a prior meeting. ERCOT is reviewing comments received.
Michael Jewell (Priority Power) noted that Priority Power recently met with ERCOT to discuss the PGRR and NPRR1317. Follow-up is needed to clarify how non-settled generators under 10 MW would be treated. Priority Power plans to file formal comments once additional feedback is received from ERCOT.
Thinesh confirmed ERCOT is continuing internal discussions and expects to have comments available at a future meeting.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR140.
	

	8.
	PGRR141 - Large Load Interconnection Study Reform for Substantiated Load
	Lancium

	
	Evan Neel (Lancium) reported no updates since the last discussion. Based on communications with ERCOT at batch study workshops, ERCOT does not appear interested in modifying the PGRR115 process. Evan indicated it is appropriate to keep PGRR141 tabled but noted the ideas in PGRR141 remain relevant to discussions around the batch process.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR141.
	

	9.
	PGRR142 - In-Kind Definition for Generation
	PLWG

	
	Kevin Hanson (Invenergy) introduced PGRR142, which was presented at ROS the prior day. The language defines the term 'in kind' for generation equipment replacement in two scenarios: (1) replacing equipment with the same or similar specifications when the original model is no longer manufactured; and (2) replacing equipment from a defunct manufacturer with a comparable alternative.
Katie (Vistra) expressed support for the language and raised a question about whether the placement of the language should be moved to section 2 (as suggested by CPS) to better limit applicability to generation resources. Kevin indicated he is open to moving the language and plans to file an updated draft.
Sun Wook (ERCOT) noted that ERCOT's resource integration and dynamics teams have concerns about the breadth of the definition and whether it could be applied to replacement of an entire facility. ERCOT requested additional time to review the language and indicated ERCOT's legal team may need to be involved.
Kevin clarified the intent is solely to define the term and does not circumvent any Section 5 requirements. Discussion on placement of the language was deferred pending ERCOT review.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR142. Sponsor plans to file updated language moving the definition to section 2. ERCOT to review and provide feedback.
	

	10.
	PGRR144 - Dynamic Model Submission and Review Requirements for Large Loads Including Large Electronic Loads
	ERCOT

	
	Sun Wook (ERCOT) presented PGRR144, which was previously introduced at the Large Load Working Group (LLWG) in February. PGRR144 addresses reliability concerns stemming from the growing volume and complexity of large load interconnections, including unexpected load loss events observed since 2022.
The PGRR has three key components: (1) clarification of dynamic data submission requirements, including required use of PSSE, TSAT, and PSCAD models; (2) establishment of model review checkpoints tied to key milestones in the interconnection process (before the stability study, before the QSA, and before energization for large electronic loads); and (3) a requirement for existing large electronic loads to go through an interconnection review process before making material changes that could affect ride-through capability.
Model Quality Tests (MQT) and Converter Model Validation Tests (CMV) are required for large electronic loads and will be used to evaluate compliance with performance requirements proposed in NOGRR282. For non-large-electronic loads, MQTs are requested for data collection purposes only at this time.
Bob Wittmeyer asked about the timeline for model review, particularly given that final designs are often not available until approximately 180 days before energization. Sun Wook noted that the standard review window is 10 business days, assuming complete data submission.
Kevin Hanson (Invenergy) raised concerns about how PGRR144 requirements would interact with the batch study process (PGRR145), particularly around ERCOT's capacity to review dynamic models for a large number of loads coming out of batch zero. Sun Wook acknowledged this is a staffing and capacity question that ERCOT is evaluating. Kevin encouraged ERCOT to address this in the Tuesday batch study workshop.
Monica (Vistra) asked about Hut 8's filed comments, which request limiting requirements to large electronic loads and removing provisions requiring those loads to go through the interconnection process for equipment upgrades. Sun Wook acknowledged the comments and indicated ERCOT will issue formal responses in approximately April.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR144. ERCOT to review stakeholder comments and prepare responses. Coordination with PGRR145 batch process to be addressed at the Tuesday workshop.
	

	11.
	ERCOT Large Load Batch Study Workshop Update
	ERCOT

	
	Matt (ERCOT) provided a status update on the batch study process. Following PUC direction in February, ERCOT released PGRR145 and NPRR1325 to implement a batch zero process to address the existing interconnection backlog. Four all-day workshops remain (March 10, 24, 30, and April 9), targeting a PRS/ROS vote in May and Board approval in mid-May. ERCOT is also exploring separate revision requests for controllable load resources and bring-your-own-generation facilities.
Kevin Hanson requested that ERCOT map the interaction of PGRR145 with other in-flight PGRRs (including PGRR144 and PGRR122) and provide a realistic timeline for completing required reviews following batch zero results.
Action Taken: No vote required. Stakeholders encouraged to attend workshops. ERCOT to address intersecting PGRR timelines at the Tuesday workshop.
	

	12.
	Tabled Items
	

	
	The following items were not taken up for substantive discussion. PGRR122 (Reliability Performance Criteria for Loss of Load) was briefly discussed. Kevin Hanson asked for a status update on what studies remain outstanding. Sun Wook (ERCOT) indicated that internal studies are still ongoing and ERCOT will bring an update to stakeholder forums when available. The last public update was presented at the December WMS meeting, at which point ERCOT indicated it was comfortable with up to 3.2 GW. No further updates on PGRR124, PGRR126, or NPRR1286 were provided.
The following items remained tabled:
1. PGRR122 - Reliability Performance Criteria for Loss of Load
1. PGRR124 - ESR Maintenance Exception to Modifications
1. PGRR126 - Related to NPRR1284, Guaranteed Reliability Load Process
1. NPRR1286 - Establish Multi-Value Criteria for Resiliency-Related Transmission Project Evaluation
	

	13.
	Adjourn
	Chair

	
	Meeting adjourned. Chair thanked participants for their attendance and contributions. The next PLWG meeting date was not specified during this session.
	



