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ISSUESLIST

GENERAL ISSUES

| SSUE SECTION MP

What transmission facilitiesare included in the GENERAL NYSEG/

NY SO Planning Process? (Section 3) RGE
NGrid

Should the dual role of the ESPWG and TPAS GENERAL NYSEG/

continue with respect to the implementation of (Section 2) RGE

the Compr ehensive Planning Process or should

a separ ate Planning Committee be established?

Dual ESPWG/TPAS role should continue through Section 2 LIPA

I mplementation. ConEd

Should BIC members have a vote on Needs Assessment 4.4.1, 8.2 LIPA

or Final Plan?

Should the reporting of historic congestion costs GENERAL PSC

Be a part of the Comprehensive Reliability Planning PSEG

Process or memorialized in a separ ate document?



SECTION-BY-SECTION ISSUES

| SSUE SECTION MP

Why isthere no mention of CETO/CETL Section 3 PSEG
for reliability analysis

A. CETO/CETL analysisarepart of the PIM procedures, but are Not Applicable
for the NYISO’s planning process

Will needs beidentified by NYCA zone? 321 LIPA
Not clear how needswill be identified without
referenceto specific facilities.

A. In some cases, the NYCA zone will beidentified (e.g. — resour ce adequacy
deficiency). In other cases, specific facilitieswill be identified (e.g. —acircult breaker
exceeding itsfault duty rating). In other cases, the need will beidentified with referenceto
a specific facility(e.g. — thermal overload under normal or contingency conditions) —but the
NY1SO will not identify a proposed solution to relieve that overload.

Suggested addition: “At the sametime, appropriate 321 Con Ed
sengitivity studies will be performed to determine

whether reiability deficiencies (or needs) previously

identified may be mitigated through alter nate system

and/or operational modes.

A. Need to discuss scope implications

Why isthereaneed for Section 4.4.2 regarding 442 PSEG
input from the NYS PSC?

A. FERC hasgiven the State PUC’s a special roleregarding the 1SOs planning
processesin their SMD NOPR and White Paper, aswell asthe Pat Wood letter to the
NYISO.

What isneed for “request for solutions’? 6 NYPA
Isn’t issuance of Needs Assessment Report sufficient?
No additional request for solutions step is needed. NGrid



A. NYI1SO process must ensurethat responseswill be prepared in atimely manner
to ensurerdiability of system. Section 6 indicatesthat thiswill be concurrent with
theissuance of the Needs Assessment Report.

TO’smust “accept” the NY1SO needs assessment 6.2 NYPA

A. Itisintended that the TO’sand all MP’ swill buy into the NYISO planning
process, including the acceptance of itsfindings

There must be adequate lead time to respond to RFS. 6.2 NYPA
Need atimeframe for baseline needs Con Ed

A, Section 6.3 indicatesthat the lead timefor responses will be based upon the lead
timefor theregulated solution. Thissection also indicatesthat thefirst round of the
planning process will be used to establish the benchmarksfor regulated solutions.

What isthe processfor PSC review of aregulated 6.2 NYPA
response?

Strike sections dealing with PSC prior review of 6.2,7.2.2 NGrid
regulated proposals.

PSC should not review regulated proposals prior 6.2 NYSEG/
to submission to the NYI1SO RGE
Need to work on PSC review process 6.2.1 Con Ed
TheNYISO and not the PSC should determine 6.2.1,6.2.2 PSEG

the choice of alternatives
A. Seecomments submitted by PSC and reflected in the revised draft
Designation of responsible TO by NY1SO 6.2 Con Ed

Needs to be discussed
What if lineis between two TDs?

A. NYISO will designate responsible TO or TOs based upon location of the need.
Thiswill not preclude an adjacent TO from proposing a solution to that need.

TO should beresponsblefor transmission only: 6.2, 7.2 CH
NOT “all feasible alter natives’ NGrid
Strike“all” 6.2,7.2,7.3 Con Ed

A. PSC will requirethe TOsto look at alter native resour ces,
B. Thislanguage was agreed upon at ESPWG meetings



Strike the development of qualificationsfor a 6.4 Con Ed
valid response

A. Thisisneeded in order for the NY1SO to determinethat a proposed solution is
indeed viable and timely with respect to the identified need.
How will the NY1SO deter minethat a market- 7 NYPA
based solution can fix areliability need?

A. In accordance with established reliability criteria. See Section 3.

How will market-based responses proceed if there 7.1.1 LIPA
are several responses?

A. Thiswill be determined by their respective developers. Section 7.1.2 indicates
that the NY1SO will monitor the status of such projectsto assurether continued
viability to meet the identified reliability needs.

NY1SO to develop the processs for how replacement 712 LIPA
projectswill be selected if a market-based project is
deemed no longer viable to meet the need.

A. Thisisalready addressed in Section 7.2 and 7.3.

Clarify the cut-off date after which market-based 7.1.3 LIPA
solutions will not be selected after a regulated project
isunderway.

A. Thisisalready included in Section 7.2.4

“Gap solution”, if needed, should be proposed by TO 7.3 NYPA
and rolled into permanent regulated response

A. Section 7.3.2 indicatesthat TO will propose the gap solution and Section 7.3.5
indicatesthat such gap solution will proceed in parallel with aregulated
solution—if that is the chosen permanent solution to the identified need in the
first place. Otherwise, the gap solution isconsidered temporary so asnot to
harm the market-based solution (Section 7.3.4).

TO should beresponsible for decision to seek a 7.3 NYSEG
“gap solution” not the NYISO

A. The NYISO Planning Process must have a meansto ensurethe reliability of the
system under emergency circumstances. Section 7.3.2 recognizesthat it isthe



TO’sresponsbility to propose a gap solution for consideration by the NY1SO
and PSC in accordance with the TO’sresponsbility under PSL.
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