NOTES

SSG-WI Technical Support Group Meeting

August 15, 2003

Portland Airport Conference Center

1.   The Group agreed to consider the 2008 studies as completed

2.   2013 Studies – Studies with the initial transmission additions showed approximately 90% of the congestion was relieved by the initial transmission additions.  A second set of runs will be made to capture some of the additional 10%, by making the following changes to the transmission representation:

Coal Scenario

Sigurd – Harry Allen – add 345 kV line and increase Path 2C to 600 MW

Bridger – Ben Lomond – Mora  -  add a 500 kV line and increase capacity by 1000 MW

Lugo – Victorville  -  change termination of DC line from Adelanto to Mira Loma

Move east side DC terminal termination from Wyodak to Colstrip and try this to see if it is effective.

WOR – El Dorado – Lugo  -  increase capacity from 2754 MW to 4000 MW in all cases (a base case change) 

Southern New Mexico path – add a Springerville – Luna 345 kV line and increase capacity to 1600 MW.

Intermountain – Mona – increase rating from 1200 to 1400 MW (associated with DC line capacity increase)

Hassyamp – N Gila  -  Increase capacity to 2200 MW (series cap uprate)

Renewable Scenario

Add phase shifter in Idaho – Montana path.  Also look at moving some renewable generation from Montana to Wyoming

Gas Scenario

Add Phase Shifter in Idaho – Montana path.

3. Transmission Report

Need to determine transmission costs.  Need transmission mileages for all transmission additions to compute costs from typical per mile costs.

Insert Planning Process diagram into body of report.  Also keep it in the Appendix

In paragraph 2 on page 3, we shouldn’t make comments about resource adequacy.  Cynthia will rewrite this paragraph.

Next Steps section – Dean add information about Historical Analysis next steps.

Need findings from studies added to the Executive Summary. - - Jamie

Introduction Section needs to be broadened to cover the Planning Process and the Historical Analysis

Regarding the report organization, we should start out with Historical Analysis, then Studies, followed last by the Planning Process.

Add reference to Box 6 in the Planning Process diagram as showing the connection between the Studies and the Planning Process

In the Historical write-up, add discussion referencing that many paths are lightly loaded a large portion of the time.

Need to clarify in top paragraph on page 27, the discussion of hourly dispatch vs. peak shaving.  Seems to be in conflict with the footnote #6.

Need to add write-up on wind modeling – Tom Foley, Jayson, Kurt.

Mary – review hydro model write-up

2008 generation scenarios – add graphic

Move market simulator algorithm diagram to proper page

Transmission study assumptions (use of LMPs, load duration curves, etc.) – Dean to draft write-up

Clarify that 2013 capacity factor was established only to be the same as for the 2008 studies.

Market representation section – Mary and Dennis Phillips – review Jim Kritckson’s write-up, need to shorten it.

Add section clearly identifying caveats and study limitations

Spell out RMR

2008 Simulation Results - - 

Phil Carver to write-up the generation assumptions

2013 Simulation Results - - 

Generation assumptions – Jayson & Jim Caldwell – Renewable assumption discussion, Jacob Williams – Coal scenario assumptions, Phil Carver – Gas scenario assumptions.

Transmission Assumptions – Dean

Study Results – Kurt and Jamie

Appendix B – Jeff review

Appendix C – Dean review – watch use of “attachment” terms

Need to decide whether or not to make Hard Copies of the report.

