RTOGov Fall 2025 Research Workshop
October 6, 8:45 am - 3:30 pm, or whenever we are done talking!
312 Earth and Engineering Sciences Building, Penn State University, University Park

Campus

Zoom connection information:
https://psu.zoom.us/j/94258120115?pwd=aFl414rkU6aVZ1Jt8Lfjqoyg7OU5NO0.1

Those connecting by zoom will be placed in the waiting room. Please set your zoom hame
to something recognizable (e.g., Seth Blumsack, Penn State) so we know who is joining.

For in-person attendees driving up for the day: Park at the West Deck, which you can
reach by turning on White Course Drive from Atherton Street in State College. The Earth and
Engineering Sciences Building is right outside of the parking deck. Here is a map of that
area of campus:

https://map.psu.edu/?id=1134#!ct/33177,25403,0,27255,26750,26749,267487?m/2721697?
s/Earth%20and%20Environmental%20Systems

Agenda

8:15-8:45 - Arrivals, coffee, breakfast

8:45 - 9:00 - Welcome and meeting logistics (Seth Blumsack)

9:00-9:45 - Tim Fitzgerald, University of Tennessee (title TBD)

9:45 - 10:15 - Evan Michelson, Alfred P. Sloan Foundation: The role of philanthropy amid
federal funding volatility

10:15 - 10:30- Coffee and snack break

10:30 - 12:30 — Facilitated group discussion: Where does RTOGov go from here?
12:30-1:30 - Lunch and discussion of State-RTO issues with Jacob Finkel (Pennsylvania
Governor’s Office) and Pat O’Connell (Chair, New Mexico Public Service Commission and
President of the SPP Regional States Committee)

1:30 - 2:15 - Dalia Patino-Echeverri: Estimating the Potential for Integrating Large Loads
2:15-3:00 - Seth Blumsack: Stability of RTO Stakeholder Coalitions and Implications for
Stakeholder Process Reform

3:00 - 3:30 Thoughts on future research directions from RTOGov advisors, practitioners,
and anyone else! Then we’ll wrap up the workshop.


https://psu.zoom.us/j/94258120115?pwd=aFl4I4rkU6aVZIJt8Lfjqoyg7OU5N0.1

**Mark your calendars: We are planning a Winter 2026 RTOGov Workshop for Monday,
February 9, 2026 (our usual coincident meeting with the NARUC DC Policy Summit**

Mini-agenda for the morning discussion section, 10:30 to 12:30

10:30-10:40

10:40-10:50

10:50-11:20

11:20-11:50

11:50-12:15

Quick overview/goal of this focused session [Seth Blumsack]
- Initial focus of RTOGov
- Accomplishments to date: quick review of report summary
o Impact: scholarly papers, publications, op eds, more
o Impact: students, early career faculty, post docs, more
- Structure to date and the need to determine near-term and longer-term
goals/activities/structure

Where are we now? [Stephanie Lenhart]

- Reflect key themes from Evan

- Acknowledgement of different funding scenarios, pressure on the energy
sector in general and transmission dynamics in particular

- Recognition of impact of this group and opportunity for leaning into RTO
Gov community of practice and network

What critical questions or gaps in the research exist that we can address over

the next 14 months? What will be impactful for the academic & practioner

communities? [Lara Fowler to facilitate]

- When you think about RTO governance, what questions come up?

- What gaps exist for policy makers? For practitioners? For academics? For
the general public?

- How do we continue to identify critical issues that policy makers are
struggling8 with? Where are governance questions atissue in the RTO
space?

As we think about the goals for RTOGov beyond the current funding period
into the next several years, how do we approach the governance and
structure for RTO Gov? [Lara Fowler to facilitate]
- What will allow you to participate in this work? Funding support? Other?
- Do we broaden the network, and if so, how?
- How do we approach RTOGov leadership and governance itself (more
formal structure, continue informally, other?)

Summary of discussion, next steps, end [Lara Fowler]



Paper abstracts (with links to full papers where available)

Tim Fitzgerald, University of Tennessee:
What.can.Outage.Microdata.Tell.Us.About.Utility.Performance?

Dalia Patino-Echeverri, Duke University:
Estimating.the.Potential.for.Integration.of.Large .Loads._8nd.order.study

Abstract: The ALIGN Project is a collaboration between Duke University’s GRACE Lab, the
Nicholas Institute, and Rosselle to evaluate technical and policy options for managing
electricity load growth in an economic, reliable, and environmentally sustainable manner.
The project focuses on three main tasks:

a) assessing the capacity of existing systems to accommodate data center loads without
the need for new generation or transmission infrastructure,

b) developing policy and market mechanisms that incentivize flexible load integration, and
c) recommending reforms to the current large-load interconnection process.

In this talk, | will present a modeling effort and preliminary estimates of system headroom
under different load flexibility scenarios. This work is an extension of the analysis
presented in Rethinking.Load.Growth;Assessing.the.Potential.for.Integration.of.Large.
Flexible.Loads.in.U;S;.Power.Systems.

Seth Blumsack, Penn State University:

Stability.of RTO.Stakeholder.Coalitions.and.Implications for.Stakeholder.Process.Reform
Abstract: We use network analysis to probe votes taken at the top-level committees in
three RTOs: the New England Independent System Operator, the New York Independent
System Operator, and PJM. This network approach allows us to look at how political power
structures vary across the three RTOs based on the unique differences in the voting
structures between the RTOs. We address three questions based on this network analysis:
Whether specific constituencies can be identified; whether these constituencies are stable
over different voting issues; and whether they are stable over time. Across voting issues,
RTOs and time we find the highest level of coalition stability in voting on capacity market
issues. Coalition stability is lower and more variable across time when other types of voting
issues are considered. Because capacity market issues are such a frequent subject of
stakeholder voting, they can dominate highly aggregated analyses of RTO stakeholder
coalitions. One potential implication of this work is that efforts to re-define, re-weight or
otherwise re-configure RTO stakeholder sector models may have variable impacts on
actual voting outcomes.



https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fnicholasinstitute.duke.edu%2Fpublications%2Frethinking-load-growth&data=05%7C02%7Csab51%40psu.edu%7Cb4ac8ebf060144e8229e08ddf57065f1%7C7cf48d453ddb4389a9c1c115526eb52e%7C0%7C0%7C638936585296906793%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=g7Z4dg8JCOs%2F5DqRNZhHtdN8mbvgY%2BFWTTGy2VixZgg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fnicholasinstitute.duke.edu%2Fpublications%2Frethinking-load-growth&data=05%7C02%7Csab51%40psu.edu%7Cb4ac8ebf060144e8229e08ddf57065f1%7C7cf48d453ddb4389a9c1c115526eb52e%7C0%7C0%7C638936585296906793%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=g7Z4dg8JCOs%2F5DqRNZhHtdN8mbvgY%2BFWTTGy2VixZgg%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fnicholasinstitute.duke.edu%2Fpublications%2Frethinking-load-growth&data=05%7C02%7Csab51%40psu.edu%7Cb4ac8ebf060144e8229e08ddf57065f1%7C7cf48d453ddb4389a9c1c115526eb52e%7C0%7C0%7C638936585296934744%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=HE9wnOQ%2FycXiI1vHQcjPGDQPY%2BF2pJXl2t5IQB5dSlw%3D&reserved=0
https://pennstateoffice365-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sab51_psu_edu/EbAoLlxryQJKsl0Cd47boQsBsQLkDCdSqOOiK8fDOqvY2g?e=FjZoeO

