Comments on the Draft WestConnect Planning Report
Last Updated 12/18/2007
Date: 12/5/2007
Commenter: Bob Easton 
Comment: In Section three the perform the following edits

1. Add long after 350 miles to read - The SunZia Southwest Transmission Project consists of a new regional transmission line between southern New Mexico and southern Arizona approximately 350 miles long.

2. Capitalize the “W” in way to read  - The Right-of-Way applied for will permit up to two 500kV (AC) lines. Illustrated in the figure below is a projected overview Map of the SunZia project.
3. Add “west” to south to read - The Dine Navajo Transmission Project (NTP) is a three segment 500kV transmission line project extending from the Shiprock Substation located in the Four Corners region in northwestern New Mexico to Marketplace Substation southwest of Boulder City, Nevada.
Date: 12/6/2007
Commenter: Debra Lew
Comment: Section 5, under Western Wind and Solar Integration Study, 2007 Study Activity, Change the description to read:
“The Western Wind and Solar Integration Study (WWSIS) was kicked off in a stakeholder meeting at NREL on 5/23/07 to examine the impact of wind and solar power on utility operations in the WestConnect footprint outside of California (The California Energy Commission recently completed their own renewables integration study). The study will examine how geographical diversity of resources, hydro, forecasting, and balancing area cooperation can help mitigate the impact of the variability and uncertainty of wind and solar power. 

The main tasks of the study include utility/wind/solar data collection; preliminary analysis; scenario development; production cost modeling; and reporting. Three historical years will be modeled (2004-6) with varying penetrations of wind and solar and various resource scenarios (e.g., in-state vs. out-of-state resources; geographically diverse; resources best correlated to load). The WestConnect Virtual Control Area working group had originally planned a study to investigate cost benefits from sharing regulation and reserves. It has been decided that this WWSIS could include an investigation of the cost benefits from sharing of regulation and load following, leaving the working group to study reserve sharing.

A Technical Review Committee has been established to oversee progress, data collection and analysis. Exeter Associates is currently collecting data from utilities and WECC on load, generation, and transmission. 3Tier is running a wind mesoscale model to generate wind plant output. Solar modeling has been completed by SUNY. GE will begin statistical analysis of various scenarios in January and will propose scenarios for the production simulation analysis. The next stakeholder meeting is anticipated to be in mid-2008 to review the preliminary analysis and provide input into the scenario selection. This study is projected to be complete in 2Q 2009. Updates and information are posted on the WestConnect website.”

Date: 12/12/2007
Commenter: Dennis Malone

Comment: Page 27, it is NM Renewable Energy Transmission Authority, not Renewable Energy Transportation Authority
Date: 12/12/2007
Commenter: Dennis Malone

Comment: On page 21, you reference order 890.  the footnote should read: Preventing Undue Discrimination and Preference in Transmission Service, Order No. 890, 72 FR 12266 (March 15, 2007), FERC Stats. & Regs. ¶ 31,241 (2007), reh’g pending (Order No. 890).

Date: 12/12/2007
Commenter: Dennis Malone

Comment: Page 14, references SATS footprint, should be SCWG footprint.

Date: 12/12/2007
Commenter: Dennis Malone

Comment: Please put El Paso Electric as a member of the AZ/NM Work Group and a corresponding member of SATS.
Date: 12/12/2007
Commenter: Dennis Malone

Comment: The Planning Report, please do a word search on "pier"...I think it should be "peer".
Date: 12/13/2007
Commenter: Brian Cole

Comment: The introduction refers to the plan being integrated several times...I'm not sure it is truly integrated since several projects each year will be new projects for that entity which means that the others have not studied them with their proposed projects.  It is "for the most part" integrated since each years projects are included in everyone else's studies the next year while they are planning their next cycle.  For example, if APS comes up with a project in this years 10 year planning and so does SRP (but they are done separately) then they will not have considered each others projects - until next year.  It is a fine point that I just wanted to bring up for consideration...maybe a more detailed description of that process I described above would be beneficial in explaining what we mean by "integrated"
Date: 12/13/2007
Commenter: Brian Cole

Comment: Fix Figure 1 in subregional planning process section (Section 2)...can't read years/months
Date: 12/13/2007
Commenter: Brian Cole

Comment: Section 2, page 10 - renewable energy task force - the future footprint would more accurately be represented by the SWAT footprint as well as adjoining areas to the SWAT footprint (for example - geothermal in CA, wind in Utah or CO, etc.) - the SWAT focus will be the loads in SWAT as sinks (my view anyway)
Date: 12/13/2007
Commenter: Brian Cole

Comment: Section 2, page 10 - renewable energy task force - the future footprint would more accurately be represented by the SWAT footprint as well as adjoining areas to the SWAT footprint (for example - geothermal in CA, wind in Utah or CO, etc.) - the SWAT focus will be the loads in SWAT as sinks (my view anyway)
Date: 12/13/2007
Commenter: Brian Cole

Comment: Section 2, page 10 - renewable energy task force - the future footprint would more accurately be represented by the SWAT footprint as well as adjoining areas to the SWAT footprint (for example - geothermal in CA, wind in Utah or CO, etc.) - the SWAT focus will be the loads in SWAT as sinks (my view anyway)
Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: On Page 29, AZ/NM 2007 Study Activity.  The SunZia Southwest Transmission Project has presented multiple presentations and status of study activity in this forum and should be included along with the other projects listed.  Springerville is also one word where Springerville 4 is mentioned in the list.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: On Page 29, Table 2.  Navajo Nation is misspelled  (not Navaho) and this may be either NTUA or DPA as the transmission owners on the Navajo Nation (unless interconnecting to Western’s, or APS’s transmission crossing the Nation).

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: On Page 30, NM Study Group 2007 Activity.  The primary focus of the study activity was to due to the “interest in exporting renewables from NM”, this should be mentioned in the opening paragraph.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: Page 39, NM Study Group Study Plan.  To the best of my knowledge, PNM has been the only one to promote what should be reviewed/studied for 2008.  The remainder of the Study Group should provide input on the entire state of NM and concepts to support a long-term plan for the SWAT NM, not just PNM.  This has been a challenge and hopefully the 2008 Study Plan can get some attention the first quarter of 2008.  

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: Page 103, same sort of comment regarding SWAT NM and what is being proposed as a NM Study Group Work for 2008 Planning Report.  This focuses on HPX and possibly an interconnection to Amrad (we have been promoting a connection from the Willard area towards Amrad to provide a reliable collector system), however the Study Work fails to recognize the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project and other potential objectives to provide for other resources (including solar, geothermal, etc.) to be interconnected to the system.  

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Mark Etherton

Comment: Page 103, same sort of comment regarding SWAT NM and what is being proposed as a NM Study Group Work for 2008 Planning Report.  This focuses on HPX and possibly an interconnection to Amrad (we have been promoting a connection from the Willard area towards Amrad to provide a reliable collector system), however the Study Work fails to recognize the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project and other potential objectives to provide for other resources (including solar, geothermal, etc.) to be interconnected to the system.  

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under FERC 890 Planning Principles, third paragraph, change the sentence to read “A second FERC technical conference occurred on October 23 in Denver Colorado, as part of the second set of technical conferences that were held in the west.”
Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under CATS EHV Subcommittee add “Arizona Coroporation Commission” to the list of stakeholders.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under New Mexico Study Group Subcommittee delete “CRT” and replace it with “New Mexico Study Group”.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under SATS Study Group, change “Southeast” to “Southeastern Arizona” and fix the spelling of initiative in the second paragraph.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under SCWG, change “SATS” to “SCWG” to match the heading.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under SWAT Renewable Task Force, add “Arizona Corporation Commission’s” before 2006 Biennial Transmission Assessment in the first paragraph.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under SWAT Renewable Task Force, add “Arizona Corporation Commission’s” before 2006 Biennial Transmission Assessment in the first paragraph.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under Organization of Plan, change “began” to “begin”.

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under Study Scope of the WestConnect Biennial Long Range Study Plan, first paragraph add “and applicable N-2 outages” after “outages (N-1)”

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under Required Base Cases of the WestConnect Biennial Long Range Study Plan, first paragraph delete the “s” in “bases”

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under Introduction of the CATS EHV Study Plan, first paragraph add “and 2009 ” after “the 2008” and change “year” to “years”.  Additionally the comment was made” This sounds like a lot to do in 1 Year.  Should we make this 2 years or 1.5 years?”

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under Scope of the CATS EHV Study Plan, first paragraph delete the “s” in “injections”

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under AZ Renewable Resources, Table1 of the 2007 Study Activity, change “Navaho” in “Navajo”

Date: 12/17/2007
Commenter: Jason Spitzkoff

Comment: Under CATS EHV 2007 Study Activity, second paragraph,  change “ire” in “are”

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under New Mexico Study Group Subcommittee delete “CRT” and replace it with “New Mexico Study Group”.

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under New Mexico Study Group Subcommittee delete “CRT” and replace it with “New Mexico Study Group”.

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under New Mexico Study Group Footprint map made the comment “Make edge of Subgroup consistent with footprint and include Texas”

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under National Considerations under Public Policy and Regulatory Considerations wanted the first paragraph to read 

“The US Congress adoption of the Energy Policy Act in 2005 (EPAct 2005) resulted in several policy and regulatory changes at the national level that effects transmission planning.  In 2007, the US Department of Energy (DOE) and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) adopted policies and approved regulations that 1) implement mandatory national reliability standards, 2) establish nine planning principles for transmission providers, 3) designate a National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor (NIETC) for Southern California and Arizona, and 4) yield a draft Problematic Environmental Impact Study (PEIS) for Federal Energy Corridors in eleven Western States.  Planning of electric transmission systems serves as a nexus for these four national efforts.” And noted that the “tense is not consistent” in this paragraph.

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under DOE NIETC under Public Policy and Regulatory Considerations, first paragraph, added “Energy” after “National Interest”

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under DOE NIETC under Public Policy and Regulatory Considerations, second paragraph, deleted “were” after “Comments were also”
Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under DOE NIETC under Public Policy and Regulatory Considerations, fourth paragraph, changed “has” to “have” in the last sentence.

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under Wyoming Infrastructure Authority under State Considerations, deleted “the” from the “In the 2006,”

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under Wyoming Infrastructure Authority under State Considerations, last sentence, commented “Wording – not sure what the point is here.  WIA is a participant in HPX?”

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under AZ/NM Subcommittee of the 2007 Study Activity, commented of the second paragraph “Font size needs fixed”
Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Thomas Duane

Comment: Under New Mexico Study Group of the 2007 Study Activity, changed the wording for the section to read

“During the 2007 study year, the New Mexico subregional planning Group conducted a study titled Southern New Mexico Transmission Expansion Study. This study was conducted to evaluate a specific set of options for transmission system expansion in southern New Mexico to enhance Path 47 and Path 48 transmission capability. The primary focus of the study was on Path 48 import capability with modifications that enhance ties between Northern and Southern New Mexico.  The study was conducted largely in accordance to a Study Scope document that was circulated among New Mexico transmission owners as well as SWAT. 
The complete study report is located in the Exhibit section of this report.

The New Mexico subgroup also looked at potential expansion of the transmission system to accommodate the numerous wind interconnection requests in central and east central New Mexico. This is discussed in the  WestConnect Sub-Regional Conceptual Studies section below.”
Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Bob Easton

Comment: Bob Easton had the following comments:
1. Page 12 of 118

Graph needs to be legible or inserted as an exhibit

2. Page 13 of 118 - All other STPs have a statement as to who their members are... CCPG does not.

CCPG signatories are:

Public Service Company of Colorado

Arkansas River Power Authority

Tri-State

Colorado Springs Utilities

Colorado Association of Municipal Utilities Platte River Power Authority Municipal Energy Agency of Nebraska Western Area Power Admin.

West Plains

Utah Associated Municipal Power Systems

Basin Electric

North American Power Group

3.  Page 19 of 118 - Spelling 2nd paragraph

“SATS evolved from a joint planning initiative" 

4.  Page 28 of 118 - 2nd paragraph toward end

 "Comments were also were provided" -> Comments were also provided to

5.  Page 31 of 118 - 1st bullet - end with "grid" instead of "system".

6.  Page 31 again - first sentence under WECC Regional Reliability...section - should read "...between NERC and each of eight Regional..."

7.  Page 32 of 118 - 2nd paragraph under ACC discussion - "forth" should be "fourth".

8.  Page 38 of 118 - last line should read "...ten year plans" vs. "ten years plan".

9.  Page 39 of 118 - first line - "are" vs. "ire".

10.  Page 39 again - second sentence should have "assess" vs. "access".

11.  Page 39 - how do you define EHV and HV voltages levels?

Date: 12/18/2007
Commenter: Bob Easton

Comment: Bob Easton submitted the following Compliance Report that has been uploaded to the WestConnect website for accessibility.

http://www.westconnect.com/filestorage/2007_CCPG_Compliance_Report-8-3-07-final(2).pdf
