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Panel Discussion
Achieving a Coordinated Statewide Transmission Planning 

Process

Moderator- Chuck Najarian

Panelists
Dave Olsen – CEERT
Tony Braun – CMUA
Juan Carlos Sandoval – IID
TBA - LADWP
Jim Shetler- SMUD

Panelists
Jon Eric Thalman – PG&E
Patricia Arons- SCE
Karen Edson- CAISO
Nancy Ryan – CPUC
Grace Anderson - CEC
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Panel Discussion Questions
1. Can the RETI collaborative model (Fig. 1, Box 1) be maintained over time to 

produce biennial plans addressing a ten-year horizon?
2. Is the development of regional coordinated transmission planning (Fig. 1, Box 

2) readily achievable? In what time frame?
3. Will IOUs and POUs effectively integrate RETI plans (Fig. 1, Box 2)?
4. Would using the Strategic Transmission Investment Plan (STIP) process to 

confirm utility coordination and RETI integration be effective (Fig. 1, Box 3)? If 
so, how?

5. Would the CAISO and POU balancing authorities integrate STIP 
recommendations in their annual planning process (Fig. 1, Box 4)? If so, how?

6. Timing: Can a biennial RETI plan and STIP proceeding mesh with annual 
transmission planning at the CAISO, IOUs, and POU balancing authorities?

7. Would an ultra-long term statewide “abstract” planning process (see Fig. 2), 
building on ten-year RETI plans, and looking 20 years beyond the RETI 
horizon, be desirable and constructive? Beneficial to subsequent RETI cycles? 
Beneficial for utility planning? Beneficial for corridor designation?

8. What would be the objective, including scope and content, of an ultra-long 
term “abstract plan”?
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