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Matrix of Near-Term Planning Services
	Level
	Description
	Independent Decision-Making
	Common Tx planning methodlogies, criteria, assumptions, guidelines
	ATC Determination
	Assures Regional Reliability and Equitable Sharing of Costs
	Changes to Bylaws

	Level 1 – Common depository for TO studies
	GW would simply take the individual TO Tx plans and interconnection studies and combine them into a single report without comment.
	No
	No
	Each TO determines own ATC

Go to each TO to acquire ATC


	No
	No, but member vote required

	Level 2a – High level of Planning Coordination with no requirement for common methodology
	GW would coordinate the process of developing a regional plan.  The plan would be developed by TO staff and shared at meetings convened by  GW.

Requests for interconnection studies would continue to be made to individual TOs; however each TO would bring their study requests to a Study group made up of representatives from each TO.  The Study Group would coordinate their planning studies, however, each TO maintains autonomy for decision affecting their respective Tx system
	No
	Each TO would use best efforts to use Common Planning Methodologies
	Each TO determines own ATC

Go to each TO to acquire ATC
	No
	 No, but member vote required

	Level 2b –High level of Planning Coordination with requirement for common methodology
	Same as 2a except that each TO and the Study Group would be required to use common flow-based ATC and related methodologies to be agreed upon by the Study Group
	No
	Each TO must adopt Common methodology
	Each TO determines own ATC using common methodology

Go to each TO to acquire ATC
	No
	Yes, because “must adopt” implies enforcement authority of some kind.

	Level 3 – Single utility Regional Planning and Single Regional Queue
	GW would have decisional authority over the regional planning studies.  GW would prepare a regional Tx plan.  GW would either (a) assemble a study team made up of people from impacted TOs, (b) seat a Panel of Experts that looks at all issues; or (c) hire Tx planners to do the work

GW would establish a Regional Queue where all interconnection study requests would be made.  GW would perform the studies (a) with its own staff; (b) by requesting TOs to perform the studies; or (c) contracting with an outside party to perform the studies.
	Yes, but no teeth
	Each TO must adopt Common Planning Methodologies
	GW determines ATC for the region and each TO

ATC – result is still contracts with individual TOs
	No
	Yes

	Level 4 - Single utility Regional Planning and Regional Queue with backstop authority
	Same as Level 3 except that GW would have backstop authority for reliability to cause needed facilities to be built and costs allocated to TOs that benefit
	Yes
	GW adopts Common Planning Methodologies for Tx planning and for interconnection studies.
	GW determines ATC for the region and each TO

Resulting ATC is sold through individual TOs
	Yes – GW would have backstop authority for reliability projects
	Yes


