SSG-WI Planning Work Group’s 

Generation Subgroup Meeting/Conference Call

February 3, 8:00- 10:00 PST

Sacramento, CA – Host Hotel at the Sacramento Airport

Conference Line: 1-800-503-3360, 503-813-5600, Meeting ID & Password - 699292

DRAFT AGENDA

I Feedback from SSG-WI Technical Support Group (TSG) Meeting

A Confirmed Initial Focus of Generation Subgroup is 2008 Base Case

B Formed Load Forecasting Subgroup

C Coordination is required among Load Forecasting, Generation, Transmission and Modeling Subgroups

1 Review modeling results for reasonableness

2 Decisions are likely to be result of Iterative Process

D TSG supportive of quality assurance through WIEB Comparison of Data Bases, IRP Data and Western Gas Study Information as well as through California Energy Commission (CEC) and NW Power & Conservation Council (NW Council) data sources

E Hydro Generation Data

1 Use NW Council GENESYS Model to develop hourly hydro generation for NW hydro plants

2 Federal Hydro Generation Projections for California and Colorado River System from Bureau of Reclamation/Western Area Power Administration

F Decision to gather data to support GridView Unit Commitment algorithm

G State Review of Data (Public Utility Commissions/Energy Offices) is key to Quality Assurance

1 CEC can provide NOx limits 

2 NW Council can check resource/loads in OR, WA, ID and part of Montana

3 States to review existing/2008 power plants

H Criteria for 2008 Power Plants

1 Power Plant Developers demonstrate ability to secure permits/financing

2 Generation has firm Transmission

3 Over 50% of Generation has long-term Power Sales Agreements

4 Projected to be on-line by 2007
I NREL has data on Wind Shapes, etc.—are there other Sources?

J Fuel Price Assumptions and Sensitivities

1 Could use RMATS Assumptions for Coal Prices

2 Placeholder Assumption for Gas Price is $5 + $1?

II 2008 Base Case

A How to Decide on Existing Plants?

1 Tom Carr’s Comparison of Data Bases for Arizona shows Range of Resources from about 18,600 MW to 23,700 MW

2 Doe State PUC/EC have data and people resources to make decision on inconsistencies?

3 Other Options to make Decisions?
B Other Resource Issues

1 Should Load Data be Correlated to Hydro Generation Data since Temperature Impacts both types of Data?

2 How should Monthly Hydro Generation Data outside of NW be transformed into hourly Generation?

a ABB GridView Peak Shaving Algorithm

b GENESYS trapezoidal methodology

c Historical Hourly Generation Data from Western Area Power Administration

3 Decisions on Resource Adequacy Assumptions

a 15% Planning Reserve Margin for Capacity-Constrained Areas

b Energy Load/Resource Balance under Adverse Hydro Conditions for Energy-Constrained Areas

4 How to get/assume Unit Commitment Data

C How to develop Information for New Power Plants On-line by 2008

1 CEC for California Plants?

2 NW Council for OR, WA, ID and part of Montana?

3 Other State Agencies?

4 Wind Turbines by 2008, given short Construction Timelines?

5 What if there are gaps between Proposed Plants and What’s Needed for Resource Adequacy?
