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Objectives for
Providing OA
Version for a
Vote

• Past experience – Stakeholders approved an
End-of-Life supplemental project proposal and
once PJM refused to implement the proposal
that entire initiative has been pushed to the
side – providing insight for this process.
• Promote Competition in the transmission space.
• Provide some level of oversight over
supplemental projects.
• Significant differences remain regarding PJM’s
authority over supplemental projects and the
RTEP. OA language allows FERC to provide
guidance.

How We Got
Here

• January MRC
• Stakeholders approved manual language changes for
End-of-Life supplemental projects and displacement
of RTEP projects by supplemental projects
• PJM refused to implement
• End-of-Life discussion disappeared: stakeholder
interests denied/ignored/forgotten?
• Displacement (LS Power Amendment) – moved
forward by stakeholder motion to consider.
• Stakeholders approved the manual proposal once
(during the January meeting) and supported
further discussion (delays) on displacement three
times over the first half of the year.

• Nine Eleven Special PC Meetings since March

Good
Discussions
However
Significant
Differences
Remain

• Discussions have focused on:
•
•
•
•

When projects should be added or removed from the RTEP
Displacement of Baseline Upgrades for Supplemental Projects
Role of States in approving Supplemental Projects
PJM’s authority over its planning process

• Significant differences remain on each of these issues
that are unlikely to be resolved by stakeholders and PJM.
It is time for FERC to provide guidance.
• Advocates want PJM to be a strong regional planner that
works with the states to ensure the most cost-effective
transmission solutions move forward.
• Advocates want to see a greater utilization of Order No.
1000 transmission planning processes and a reduction in
the reliance on Supplemental Projects.

Stakeholders Working Toward a Resolution
*slide from the April MRC meeting update

* Slide from the April MRC meeting

OA Changes Have Always Been Part of the Discussion
*slide from the April MRC meeting update

**OA language removed from
consideration at this time:**

The Role of
States Needs
to be
Acknowledged

• Under the current practice supplemental
projects are included in the RTEP process when
submitted by the transmission owner (PJM only
performs a “do not harm” analysis on these
projects).
• PJM does not wait to see if the relevant state
regulator has approved or even considered the
supplemental project proposal.
• States provide some level of oversight of
supplemental projects and PJM should wait
until that oversight is completed.

