SSG-WI PLANNING WG

Follow-up Assignments from January 21, 2004 Meeting

The following follow-up work was agreed to at the January 21, 2004 PWG meeting in Phoenix:

Ray Brush – SPDBIG WG

Redraft RFP with comments from January 21 PWG meeting and send to PWG for final review; comments due cob Monday, January 26.  (Primary change is to limit the current RFP to the Database Management function.)  Send to attorneys for legal review Tuesday, January 27, then to the SSG-WI Steering Group for approval to release on February 5.

Study Objectives – See assignment given to Marv Landauer.

Jeff Miller -  Technical Support WG

1.   Review the 2003 Study Program analysis and findings.  The PWG feels additional time should be spent developing a better understanding of the 2003 study findings before embarking on the 2004 study program.  Most interest in this review is on developing a better understanding of the economic analysis and the interpretation of the economic analysis.  Recall, as an example, that in the 2003 draft report, there was an attempt to identify parameters that could be used to compare findings (included several factors – economic, risk, environment, etc.), however this was removed because of the controversy created. 

2.   Develop the proposed 2004 Study Program in sufficient detail to form the basis for an RFP.

Marv Landauer – Planning Process WG

Application of non-transmission alternatives – Review the PWG Planning Process and the paper written by Doug Larson and Tom Foley to see if we have adequately covered how the SSG-WI planning process incorporates non-transmission alternatives.  If additional clarification or description is needed, the PWG may want to include this work in the 2004 Study Objectives (PWG’s work plan for 2004).  Marv is to send a note to the PWG Exploder after he reviews the materials, indicating what he found and what he recommends we do to follow-up, if he thinks follow-up is necessary.  Marv and Ray should coordinate this since this item is a follow-up to discussion of the 2004 Study Objectives, under Ray’s group.

Marv Landauer - Congestion Database task group

1 - Evaluate the use of ATC data as a tool to better identify congestion on 3 test paths (Pacific Intertie, BC-NW Intertie and West of Hatwai).    

2 - Determine if proposed ATC data for congestion analysis is available for all paths in the interconnection.   Suggested an Email could be sent to request this information.  Should probably be sent to the OASIS sites.

Dennis Phillips – Modeling Improvements WG

Continue to pursue funding options with DOE.  Prioritize modeling improvements.  Follow-up with Jeff Miller and Roger Grim on their modeling suggestions at the meeting.  Note that Idaho Power’s suggestion has been incorporated into the 2004 Study Objectives that was approved by the PWG at the January 21 meeting. 

Harlow Peterson – Long Range Planning WG

Develop a proposed Work Scope for the Long Range Planning WG, describing the proposed activities for the group.

Dean Perry - 

Discuss with the SSG-WI Steering Group the need for a Project Manager to oversee the day to day handling of the Database Management Contract after it is awarded.  The PWG recommends that a specific person be identified.

