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Attachment M-3 Projects

• Attachment M-3 Projects, including Supplemental and Asset Management (End-of-Life) Projects, are planned by the 
PJM Transmission Owners under their local transmission planning responsibilities for their own Zones, in accordance 
with Attachment M-3 to the PJM Open Access Transmission Tariff. 

• TOs own the Attachment M-3 process and PJM administers it.

– TOs plan and submit both needs and solutions to address their local planning requirements. 

– PJM reviews the needs and verifies that the submitted solutions do not cause harm to the PJM transmission system.

– PJM facilitates meetings to ensure the needs and solutions are shared and discussed publicly at the TEAC and SRRTEP 
meetings. 

• The PJM Transmission Owners Attachment M-3 Process Guidelines have been developed and adopted by the TOs 
that plan supplemental projects through Attachment M-3. 

• The guidelines, which are subject to change by the TOs, provide general guidelines for the implementation of the M-3 
process. 

– Guidelines provide stakeholders with an understanding of the step-by-step interactive information exchange process 
under the M-3 process, including how they can best provide input at various stages of the process.

https://www.pjm.com/pjmfiles/directory/merged-tariffs/oatt.pdf
https://pjm.com/-/media/planning/rtep-dev/pjm-to-attachment-m3-process-guidelines.ashx
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Primary Supplemental Project Drivers
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Attachment M-3 Process
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Attachment M-3 Projects

Assumptions Meeting
(materials posted ≥ 20 days prior to meeting)

Work with TO to mitigate issue**

Start

Send supplemental ID to TO 

TO sends PJM the Local 
Plan slides

End

Received 
stakeholder 
comments?*

Yes

No

PJM forwards comments to 
TO for review/Consideration

TO provides 
response/feedback as 

appropriate***
Needs Meeting

(materials posted ≥ 10 days prior to meeting

≥ 25 days from Assumptions Meeting

Received 
stakeholder 
comments?*

Yes

No

PJM forwards comments to 
TO for review/Consideration

TO provides 
response/feedback as 

appropriate***

Received 
stakeholder 
comments?*

Yes

No

PJM forwards comments to 
TO for review/Consideration

TO provides 
response/feedback as 

appropriate***
PJM DNH Analysis

Harm 
identified?

Yes

No

PJM posts TO’s Local Plan presentation 
to TEAC/SRRTEP webpage

Received 
stakeholder 
comments?*

Yes

No

PJM forwards comments to 
TO for review/Consideration

TO provides 
response/feedback as 

appropriate***
Local Plan Submission

≥ 10 days from Local Plan Posting

PJM Process

TO Process

Decision

Start/End

Legend

Additional Info

* TOs will consider stakeholder comments received within 10 days of the applicable meeting or posting.
** If the solution can be modified, the TO will re-present at the Solution Meeting. If there is significant harm identified, requiring a new evaluation of the need, the TO will re-present at the Needs Meting.
***TO may elect to return to the previous stage of the process given the comments received and considered

Solutions Meeting
(materials posted ≥ 10 days prior to meeting

≥ 25 days from Assumptions Meeting

Submitted to PJM Board for 
inclusion in RTEP as part of 

the Local Plan

PJM Board 
approve 

Local Plan?

PJM discuss next steps with 
TO and Stakeholders

Yes

No

Inclusion in RTEP

A

B

C

D

E
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