In a couple of months, SSG-WI will complete its work on the 2008 and 2015 production simulation databases.  Following this, the database(s) will be used to study specific projects in more depth (Scenario Studies) like the WGA Clean Energy Initiative, the Frontier Project, Tehatchepi Wind Project, Northern Lights Project, etc.

It's time now to be thinking about what role the SSG-WI Planning WG as an organization, should play in these followup Scenario Studies.  Several have told me they feel there is a need for SSG-WI to continue to be involved in the Scenario work.  If so, what should its role be?

Could you take a minute to share with me your thoughts.  Particularly if you are going to be involved with one of these projects, put your "project" hat on and ask yourself, what role would I want SSG-WI to play that would be beneficial to the project?  As you think about this, keep in mind that the SSG-WI PWG's focus is on interconnection-wide studies and impacts.

Thanks for your time.  I'll let you all know what I hear back.

Doug Larson

My first thoughts are that the SSG-WI PWG could add value to specific project studies by:

* Monitoring and reporting on such project-specific studies in order to: (a) promote understanding throughout the interconnection on the assumptions, data, and analysis used in such studies; and (b) identify synergies among such studies (e.g., common routes between Frontier and Northern lights; 

* Highlighting where studies are assuming the same LSEs will be consumer power flowing over the project (e.g., the assumptions about consumption within California).

* Sharing information on project cost allocation/cost recovery strategies; and

* Sharing information on unique analytic approaches, such as the bidding behavior work in the STEP study efforts.

Ray Brush

In addition to Doug's list, another value added fromt SSG-WI would be to identify any regional transmissions concerns being addressed by the projects in the various studies.

Mike DeWolf

All good points.

Looking down the road a few months, as part of wrapping up any 2015 studies, the PWG will need to oversee/coordinate the transfer of the data base and planning role from SSG-Wi to WECC, assuming the WECC Board agrees to take on these functions.  The PWG will want to ensure a complete and orderly transfer of the data base and scenarios/studies, including sub-regional or project-specific studies/scenarios that have interconnection-wide implications.

Rob Kondziolka

I too, support previous comments. I have two more items to add to the list. The first is similar to comments made by Doug and Ray:

1) On a more general basis, identify the value the project provides to potential LSEs, individual TOs, the western interconnection, and meeting requirements of RPS or other regulatory initiatives.

This item should not be misconstrued for specific project studies and analysis the project sponsor will need to perform to justify the project. This would be information that could be extracted from the ssg-wi related work.

2) Based on results of the western interconnection study work, identify items to request the sub-regional planning groups to incorporate into their study work.

This might be along the lines of identifying more precisely any downstream or underlying issues. It also has the possibility of creating some additional study scenarios that might allow for other projects within the sub-regional areas to be deferred with the addition of a major interconnection wide project.

SUMMARY of above Responses:

Monitor & report on projects to promote broad understanding of assumptions, data used, etc.

Monitor & report on projects for synergies/commonalities among projects (RW, same consumers, etc.)

Sharing information on Common Analytical tools

Sharing information on common analysis methodologies (perhaps encouraging common methodologies)

Identify regional or interconnection wide concerns in SPG studies or that should be addressed in SPG studies

Facilitate an orderly transfer of SSG functions to WECC (if WECC Board agrees)

Identify the interconnection wide value of projects (such as meeting state RPS and other regulatory initiatives), based upon SSG work

From SSG work, ID interconnection wide issues SPGs should address in their studies

QUESTION:

Should SSG develop any general guidelines for interconnection wide production simulation studies performed by itself, WECC or SPGs?  Would these be used; would there be a benefit?

What is the best way for SSG-WI to interact with the SPGs to perform the above “interconnection wide” review role? 

Should SSG-WI run any scenario studies specifically related to a project to evaluate interconnection wide affects, or should this work be done by the project sponsors? Or both?

From the responses, there appears to be interest in maintaining an “interconnection wide” monitor/review/analysis function.  Should this function be assumed by WECC with the transfer of functions from SSG-WI?  (WECC Board is reviewing this issue)

