Proposed 2004 SSG-WI Planning Work Group Study Objectives
11-10 Draft
1. Maintain and upgrade PWG data base (To be addressed in a separate document)

2. Apply new tools to transmission production cost modeling

a. Examine experience with analyses to identify the beneficiaries of transmission expansion and incorporate successful analysis techniques into SSG-WI work

b. Examine experience with application of bidding behaviour models

c. Make improvements to the existing production cost model 

i. Improve hydro modeling

ii. Improve wind modeling

3. Update the five-year-out base case (2009) and integrate any results from sub-regional planning efforts and LSE resource plans into 2014 scenario

a. The intention is that the updated runs would not be “bookends” but a more realistic picture of likely generation and related transmission needs.

b. Study scenarios would meet state Renewable Portfolio Standards

c. Base cases should reflect the current thinking of the sub-regional groups, particularly the near-term case.
4. Update actual flows study and supplement the study with an analysis of OASIS data to develop an explanation of disparities between actual flows and experiences in securing transmission access


5. Identify generation interconnection queuing practices that impede development of economic transmission projects. 


6. Investigate the feasibility of applying new transmission technologies, (e.g., reconductoring, FACTS devices, TCSC) to increase transfer capacity along existing paths.


7. Identify issues between the sub-regions that may arise in the base cases.
Comments Intended to Provoke  Discussion—Grace Anderson (Cynthia)  11/13/03
In the subgroup charge contained in the WORKSCOPE for SP & DIG we are asked to develop the objectives to be accomplished in the 2004 study program and which studies should be performed to achieve these objectives.  Then we are asked to identify how SSGWI would implement the program (who, manpower, budget impact, etc.), including alternatives
One approach might be to start from an open slate that asks why any additional studies are needed.  Were the objectives of the two studies done in ’03 accomplished, and what other objectives do we have?  What really are the objectives the WI needs to accomplish in 2004 and how can ssg-wi best contribute to achieving those? Did  the 2003 expansion study meet  the WI objectives, and if so, should we automatically assume it needs to be done over?  These are questions the steering group is likely to ask PWG.
A key goal is to realistically ask how best to use limited resources.  Will value be added by doing another version of a “grand” conceptual study?  An example of why we need to stop and think before we charge ahead is raised by the third item above—update 5 year out base case.   What benefit is gained by moving the study years forward to 09/14?  How much work is this and what is the resulting improvement in the results already completed in ’03.  How specifically do we intend to address the role of demand reduction?  

Might a better use of resources be doing outreach to explain the existing report to decision makers.  Why was it done, what are the results, what do the results mean.  How can these results inform analysis of other non-transmission expansion questions critical in the WI. If we don’t do this is the 2003 work  going to be underappreciated or perhaps used with key caveats overlooked.
These comments don’t mean that I oppose PWG doing more studies this year (see next page), but rather that we take the time to define actual programmatic or policy objectives before we dive in to detailed decisions about study years or repeating last year’s study.  I also am not sure that we know what resources we have to do any studies.  Pacificorp’s generous support in 2003 may be diverted this year to the RMATs subregional effort.  

Within this overall cautious, questioning approach I am supportive of developing a scenario case that uses the best information/learning we can glean from the ‘03 results.  What lines were common to all three scenarios?  What plants were common to all three scenarios?  Can a case be constructed that is a mix of wind, gas and coal?  If so, could that case  be run in the RMATs study? RMATs will have no better results than our current report if it doesn’t use more realistic assumptions for the region outside the subregion.  If both are modeling the whole WI system, what is the need for multiple modeling efforts in 2004—they are using the same model and same people to run it. Kurt, Jamie and Richard are highly engaged in that work.

Finally, can we try to not view the opportunities just with transmission planner hats on?  If we use resources to bridge the commercial and reliability arenas and look from a broader perspective of generation and transmission, we are more likely to identify outcomes that command attention.
2004 SSG-WI Study Program
(Illustrative)
Objective 1  Maintain public data base for WI analyses by PWG and others

Studies needed :  None

Implementation Alternatives:  See companion document by SP & DIG

Recommendation:
Objective 2  Improve quantitative understanding of beneficiaries of transmission projects
Studies needed :  Examination of methods and analyses of beneficiary identification

Implementation Alternatives:


Recommendation:

Objective 3  Facilitate economic transmission projects by reducing interconnection queues
Studies needed:  Identify interconnection queuing practices that impede development.
Implementation Alternatives:

Recommendations:
Objective 4  Identify conceptual transmission additions with commercial value in the WI
Studies needed:  Transmission expansion study for WI using integrated generation scenario
Implementation Alternatives:  SSGWI PWG; RMATs, CaISO,  Pacificorp; other
Recommendation:
Objective 5  Increase use of existing transmission capacity through increased access
Studies needed: Update of actual flows on selected major paths
                            Review of Oasis Data and correlation with actual flows



      Identify disparities between actual powerflows and access requests
Implementation Alternatives:
Recommendation:

Objective 6  Increase transfer capacity along existing paths  
Studies Needed:  Investigate feasibility of applying new technologies including FACTs devices,   TCSC, reconductoring
Implementation Alternatives

Recommendations
