Planning Working Group (PLWG) Meeting Minutes
May 2026 (In Person & WebEx)

	#
	Discussion Item
	Owner

	1.
	Call to Order / Antitrust Admonition
The meeting was called to order. The Chair apologized for a brief delay in getting started. The antitrust admonition was given. Technical difficulties with screen sharing via WebEx were noted throughout the meeting.
	Chair

	2.
	Agenda Review
The Chair reviewed the agenda, noting that it was moderate in length and included several items to discuss. The Chair also noted that prior meeting minutes had not yet been forwarded for posting and committed to sending them to stakeholder services.
	Chair

	3.
	Vice Chair Vacancy / Leadership Nominations
The Chair noted that PLWG has two vacancies, per a communication from ROS, including the Vice Chair position following Kiran’s change of positions. The Chair indicated that Kiran may continue as Vice Chair, but opened the floor for other stakeholders to express interest. Nominations will be taken at the next meeting to allow time for consideration. The Chair also noted that she will need to be reconfirmed as Chair at the next ROS meeting due to her change of company.
Action Taken: Nominations for Vice Chair deferred to next meeting. Chair to be reconfirmed at ROS.
	Chair

	4.
	PGRR128 – Regional Transmission Plan Review of Grid-Enhancing Technologies
Sponsor Eric Goff (TEBA) indicated that a revised version of the language was circulated via email on May 8, though it had not yet been posted to the ERCOT website. The updated language moves the requirement into its own section (new Section 3.1.10), renaming the “Annual Forum” to a “workshop,” and clarifying that ERCOT is only required to facilitate the scheduling of the meeting. All previously proposed new languages have been struck.
Martha Henson (Oncor) expressed support, noting that the revised approach is a good landing spot and that Oncor’s prior concerns have been addressed.
Matt Arthur (ERCOT Legal) proposed a tabletop edit to use the defined term “ERCOT transmission grid” (capitalized) rather than “ERCOT transmission system,” to avoid unintentionally including the distribution system. Eric Goff and the group agreed.
Bob Wittmeyer raised a clarifying question about whether striking “transmission” inadvertently included the distribution system; this was resolved by adopting “ERCOT transmission grid” as the defined term.
Britney agreed to prepare the tabletop edits on PLWG's behalf for Chair approval and submission.
Action Taken: PGRR128 approved to move forward to ROS with tabletop edits (use of defined term “ERCOT Transmission Grid”). Stakeholder Services to be notified to post the May 8 revision.
	PLWG

	5.
	PGRR130 – Related to NPRR1295, GTC Exit Solutions
Suzi McClellan (on behalf of Invenergy and EDF Power Solutions) provided a status update. New language was circulated to ERCOT on the day of the meeting, focused on incorporating periodic or routine evaluation of GTC exit strategies into the protocols. Sponsors are hopeful an agreement can be reached prior to the next meeting and plan to file comments on NPRR1295. Sponsors noted that if agreement is reached on NPRR1295, PGRR130 may be withdrawn.
Action Taken: PGRR130 remains tabled. Sponsors to file comments ahead of the next meeting.
	PLWG

	6.
	PGRR134 – Interconnection Studies Reform for Dispatchable Loads
Sponsor Clayton Greer was not available to provide an update. The item remains tabled pending progress on PGRR145 and the Large Load batch study process. The Chair noted that this PGRR may become obsolete once PGRR145 passes TAC and the Board and committed to reaching out to the sponsor ahead of the June meeting about a potential withdrawal recommendation.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR134. Chair to follow up with the sponsor on potential withdrawal.
	PLWG

	7.
	PGRR140 – Creation of Non-Settled Generator (NSG) and Clarification of the Types, Usage, and Registration of Distributed Generation
Thinesh (ERCOT) summarized updates filed on May 6/7 that addressed Priority Power’s comments regarding resources under 10 MW by revising the language to reflect a margin process.
Michael Jewell (Priority Power) confirmed that Priority Power has reviewed the updates and is comfortable with where things stand, noting only minor wording items remain that are being discussed with ERCOT directly.
Monica (Vistra) noted ongoing email exchanges with ERCOT regarding exclusions under the Lone Star Infrastructure Protection Act and concerns about UFE calculations. An internal meeting with ERCOT was scheduled for May, and Vistra indicated they could file comments at ROS if the item moves forward.
Doug Fohn (ERCOT) expressed ERCOT’s preference to move the item to ROS, citing the calendar complexity of maintaining the item across multiple working groups. After a brief discussion on whether a PLWG consensus was needed, Britney clarified that PLWG does not have a formal voting structure and is only required to report the range of views.
Action Taken: PGRR140 to move to ROS. Vistra to file any remaining comments at ROS.
	ERCOT

	8.
	PGRR141 – Large Load Interconnection Study Reform for Substantiated Load
Sponsor Evan Neel (Lancium) was briefly available and confirmed that, given ongoing Batch Zero activity, PGRR141 should remain tabled at PLWG. Martha Henson (Oncor) suggested that PGRR141 may be a candidate for withdrawal review at the June meeting; Evan Neel indicated a preference to defer that determination until Batch One rules are available.
Action Taken: Continued to table PGRR141 until the Batch Study is formalized. Chair to discuss potential withdrawal with the sponsor offline.
	PLWG

	9.
	PGRR142 – In-Kind Definition for Generation
Jennifer (ERCOT) noted no updates to ERCOT’s previously filed comments. ERCOT’s concerns center on the vagueness of performance-based replacement language and the potential to bypass the interconnection and commissioning process.
Kevin Hanson (Invenergy) clarified the sponsor’s current proposal: retain ERCOT’s language framework, but use “same or better specifications” for software only and remove the equipment sentence. Kevin emphasized the distinction between “same or similar” (not proposed) and “same or better” (the actual proposal), and referenced the parallel use of “same or better” language in PGRR144 for large computational loads.
Sun Wook Kang (ERCOT) clarified that PGRR144 governs a review process for large computational loads and does not define “replacement in kind.” He stressed that generation and load should not be treated as equivalent, given the NERC requirements applicable to generation.
Blake Holt (LCRA) and Martha Henson (Oncor) expressed concerns about discretion in evaluating “same or better” without strict definitions and supported moving to ROS for further discussion.
Monica (Vistra) and Katie Rich confirmed support for moving PGRR142 to ROS. Kevin agreed to move forward. Kevin committed to re-sending his prior email with the proposed language to ERCOT and copying Katie Rich, Blake Holt, and Martha Henson prior to the ROS meeting.
Action Taken: PGRR142 to move to ROS for a vote and continued discussion.
	PLWG

	10.
	PGRR144 – Dynamic Model Submission and Review Requirements
Sun Wook Kang (ERCOT) summarized updates posted to the ERCOT website the prior week: (1) terminology updated from “LEL” to “SEL” (large computational load) to align with NPRR1308; (2) Section 9.6.1(f) updated to require dynamic model data submission to both ERCOT and the interconnecting TSP (previously TSP only), to allow ERCOT to assess potential adverse impacts to prior stability studies in collaboration with the TSP; and (3) a response added in the comment section clarifying that BRT requirements will not be imposed on large loads not required to meet Node 282 performance standards.
Eric Goff (Goff Policy) requested one additional month to review the comments and file a formal response, noting bandwidth constraints due to batch activity. ERCOT agreed to leave the item at PLWG for one more month, noting that DWG would also review the updates the following week.
Action Taken: PGRR144 remains at PLWG for one additional month. Eric Goff to file formal comments ahead of next meeting.
	PLWG

	11.
	Tabled Items
The following items were not taken up for discussion:
• PGRR126 – Related to NPRR1284, Guaranteed Reliability Load Process (pending batch process)
• PGRR124 – ESR Maintenance Exception to Modifications (Chair to follow up with Tesla, the sponsor, ahead of June meeting)
• PGRR122 – Reliability Performance Criteria for Loss of Load (tabled at ERCOT’s request pending Batch 0)
Martha Henson (Oncor) requested that the June agenda include a review of PGRRs that may have become obsolete following the passage of PGRR145. Chair agreed and identified PGRR134 and PGRR126 as likely withdrawal candidates, with follow-up to those sponsors planned prior to June.
	Chair

	12.
	Adjourn
Meeting adjourned. The next PLWG meeting is scheduled for June 24, 2026 (the date referenced in the discussion for upcoming agenda items).
	Chair
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