MEETING NO.  43

OF THE

NEPOOL REGIONAL TRANSMISSION PLANNING COMMITTEE

November 9, 1999

Westborough, MA

Members Present   (A: Alternate, DR: Designated Representative)
C. P. Salamone, Chair
- NSTAR

G. Cain (A)
- NSTAR

D. M. Conroy
- Central Maine Power Company 

E. O. Disher (DR)
- Duke Energy North America

J. Fenn
- Bangor Hydro Electric Company

W. Fowler
- Sithe New England Holdings

P. A. Fiocchi
- Southern Energy New England

R. Hinners (A)
- Vermont Electric Power Company

D. James
- ISO New England

P. Meier
- PG&E Energy Trading-Power

R. V. Kowalski, Assistant Secretary (A) 
- ISO New England

B. W. McKinnon
- Twenty-eight Massachusetts Municipal Participants; Connecticut Municipal Electric Energy Cooperative; NH Electric Coop (Alternate); Mass. Municipal Wholesale Electric Company and Pascoag Fire District

P. Renaud
- Montaup Electric Company 

A. Scarfone (A)
- Northeast Utilities System Companies

P. Van Horn
- Aquila Energy Marketing, Citizens Power Sales (DR),      Tractebel Energy Marketing (DR)

M. Schaefer (A)
- FPL Energy

D. Sipe
- Industrial Energy Consumer Group, Gardiner Paperboard, Forester Inc.

R. deR. Stein (A)
- El Paso Power Services Company, Milford Power LP, PEC Energy  Marketing, Berkshire Power Development (DR)

P. Tatro (A)
- New England Power Company

M. Tremblay (DR)
- HQ Energy Services (US)

D. Walters
- New England Power Company

G. V. Zito
- United Illuminating Company

Guests

J. Gurkin
- Westbrook Energy Center

M. Jarvis
- Calpine/Westbrook Energy Center

G. Johnson
- Duke Energy North America

H. Presume
- NSTAR

S. Sayer
- Constellation Power Development

J. Miller
- Bucksport Energy Project


Minutes of Meeting No. 42
It was moved, seconded and voted to approve, as amended, the 2nd Draft minutes of the October 12, 1999 meeting of the Regional Transmission Planning Committee as final minutes of that meeting.  With four Sectors voting the motion passed unanimously.

 18.4 Applications

· CMP-99-G04 Rev 1, -T06 Rev 2, -X02, -X03 174 MW Bucksport Energy Project, Associated Transmission and SPSs

In describing the project, Mr. Conroy noted that this is the first subordinate 18.4 Application to be considered by the RTPC and that status is recognized by an appropriate condition in the proposed motion.  He also described a modeling bug that was uncovered in the simulation program and its effect in delayed distribution of the supporting information.  It was then moved and seconded to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the Central Maine Power Company 18.4 Application CMP-99-G04 for the Bucksport Energy Project with conditions as proposed in the motion of Attachment 1 to Ms. K. Kerr’s September 3 transmittal to Mr. Shortley (as revised September 22).  Considerable discussion followed, focused on constraints on exposing the system to collective loss of source events associated with certain extreme contingencies, with some members advocating an STF investigation of operational limitations based on three-phase stuck breaker extreme contingencies.   An amendment, characterized as structured exactly parallel to that approved as a condition of the Maine Independence Station 18.4 Application approval, was then proposed and seconded to add a further condition as follows:

To the extent that it is determined that the interconnection of the Bucksport Energy Project (“BEP”) adversely impacts the existing extreme contingencies to be identified by ISO, (a) any required mitigating actions related to such impact on the consequence of such extreme contingencies shall be designed and implemented so as not to have a significant adverse effect on the operating characteristics of the Applicant’s system or the systems of one or more other Participants as such system operating characteristics existed at the time of this 18.4 Approval; and (b) subject to whatever cost allocation provisions are approved by FERC, such actions will be undertaken by BEP to the extent they are required (i) in order to restore the magnitude of the extreme contingency to pre-BEP interconnection levels and (ii) as a result of the installation of BEP.

With four Sectors voting, the motion failed with 54.375% in favor as follows: Generation Sector 25% in favor, Publicly Owned Sector 20% in favor, Supplier Sector 0% in favor and Transmission Sector 9.375% in favor.

Another amendment adding a further condition was proposed, seconded and voted:

The total MW loss of source in N.E. is not to exceed a total source capability to be determined by the system operator that can be reliably operated based on conditions that exist for that day.   To the extent this involves Bucksport, the operation of Bucksport may be constrained by the System Operator.

With four Sectors voting, the motion failed with 36.071% in favor as follows: Generation Sector 3.571% in favor, Publicly Owned Sector 20% in favor, Supplier Sector 0% in favor and Transmission Sector 12.5% in favor.

In response to a question, Mr. Conroy indicated that the study assumed a PV20 import of approximately 140 MW.  Continued discussion resulted in the original motion being modified to read as follows: 

Moved that the RTPC recommend that the NEPOOL Participants Committee approve the Central Maine Power Company 18.4 Applications CMP-99-T06 Rev 2, CMP-99-X02 and CMP-99-X03; and Application CMP-99-G04 (including recommended changes to the 18.4 Application attachments) for the Bucksport Energy Project as detailed in Ms. K. Kerr’s September 3 transmittal to Mr. Shortley, and the subsequent revisions through September 22, subject to completion of all facilities identified in all other 18.4 applications in that transmittal, and:

1) Completion of the following conditions:

a)
The interconnection configuration identified in the System Impact Study (received from Bucksport Energy) interconnects one customer's facility (Bucksport Energy Limited Partnership) through another customer's facility (Champion International Corporation). Therefore, any interruptions to one customer’s facility may cause interruptions to the other customer’s facility. This NEPOOL Agreement Section 18.4 approval is contingent on each customer’s continuing acceptance of this possibility. 

b)

The interconnection configuration identified in the System Impact Study (received from Bucksport Energy) is subject to final design (interconnection, protection, and control) identified in the Facilities Study.

c)

The Bucksport Energy generator must have Out-Of-Step protection with settings based on the System Impact Study, subject to final settings determined by NEPOOL Operating Studies. 

d)

Coordination of underfrequency protection settings with CMP.

e)

The successful installation and operation of the Maine Independence Station interconnection facilities identified in the CMP letter of November 25, 1998.

2)
Completion of additional transmission modifications required for the Bucksport Energy Project resulting from development of any or all relevant queued resources to the extent required under the “Subordinate 18.4 Application Policy” including but not limited to the following projects excluded from the analyses supporting this Application:

- Gorham Energy Project

- Hydro-Quebec – Surowiec HVDC Project

- ConEd Newington Energy Project

- Sprague Piscataqua Power Project

- AES Londonderry  Project

- Duke Newington Energy Project

With four Sectors voting, the motion failed with 64.524% in favor as follows: Generation Sector 16.667% in favor, Publicly Owned Sector 5% in favor, Supplier Sector 25% in favor and Transmission Sector 17.857% in favor.  [At the time of the vote, the committee was under the impression that the motion had passed.]

· CMP-99-G02 Rev 2, -T05 Rev 2, 528 MW Westbrook Energy Center and Associated Transmission

Mr. Conroy introduced the project, indicating the study has been delayed by the same modeling bug which had masked a result that has since prompted additional investigation.  The STF is being asked to review the new results and provide feedback next week.  He also noted that the application  for the generator is being submitted subject to the Subordinate 18.4 Application Policy.  A special meeting was scheduled for November 23, at which recommendations regarding these applications are to be considered.

· EUA-99-G01 Conditions for  Approval

Mr. Renaud referred to the original conditions for approval of the Tiverton Power Associates plant, explaining why the two 115 kV breakers initially identified as requiring replacement have no need of replacement and that another, the 078 OCB, does.  He then introduced two motions:

It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee modify the conditions for approval placed on EUA-98-G01 (281 MW gas combined cycle generation facility, EMI-Tiverton, in Tiverton, RI) by the NEPOOL Executive Committee as follows: remove the requirement to replace two breakers owned by Eastern Utilities Associates at Somerset Station as outlined in the March 16, 1998 transmittal from Messrs. Kowalski and Stosick to the Regional Transmission Planning Committee and add the requirement to replace OCB 078 owned by Somerset Power, L.L.C. as described in the September 24, 1999 transmittal from Mr. Renaud to Messrs. Shortley and James.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the Somerset Power L.L.C. 18.4 Application SP-99-T01, for the replacement of the 115 kV 078 breaker at Somerset Generating Station, as described in Mr. C. Lee’s October 20, 1999 transmittal to Mr. Shortley.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· BE-99-T05, -T06, -T07 Downtown Reinforcements

Mr. Cain described the proposed reinforcements, indicating that he was assured that an unconditional recommendation for approval from the STF and TTF has been prepared and will be distributed the following day.  It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the Boston Edison Company 18.4 Applications BE-99-T05 (Mystic – Kingston Street 345 kV line), -T06 (second 345/115 kV autotransformer at Kingston Street) and -T07 (115 kV 80 MVAR reactor at K Street station) comprising the Downtown Additions Project, as described in Mr. Presume’s October 13, 1999 transmittal to Messrs. Shortley and James.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· EUA-99-G01  7.45 MW BFSGI Fall River Electric Landfill

It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the Eastern Utilities 18.4 Application, EUA-99-G01, for a new 7.45 MW landfill gas generator, BFSGI Fall River Electric, as detailed in Mr. Renaud’s October 27, 1999 transmittal to Messrs. Shortley and James. With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· BFSGI East Bridgewater Landfill Gas Facility Increase

Receipt of this notification for an increase in output of less than 5 MW at the BFSGI East Bridgewater landfill gas generation facility was acknowledged.

· NEP-99-T14  Rebuild of I-9/J-10 69 kV Lines

It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the New England Power Company 18.4 Application NEP-99-T14, for the rebuilding of the 6.8 mile two-wire portion of the I-9/J-10 69 kV Adams – Deerfield (MA) lines to a single-wire line as described in Mr. Latulipe’s November 5, 1999 transmittal to Messrs. Shortley and James.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

PTF Cost Approval Applications
· PTF Cost Approval Associated with Interconnection of Bridgeport Energy

Mr. Zito reviewed the transmission upgrades associated with interconnecting the project, indicating the costs would be treated under Schedule 11 as determined by FERC.  It was moved, seconded and voted that the Regional Transmission Planning Committee recommend that the Participants Committee find that the transmission facilities which are the subject of the Section 15.5 (14.5) Application for transmission upgrades for interconnection of Bridgeport Energy, dated August 20, 1999, (“Application”) do not exceed regional system, regulatory or other public requirements and the costs of the transmission facilities associated with such Application are reasonable, without prejudice to a future determination as to which party or parties ultimately should have to bear the costs of such facilities. With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· PTF Cost Approval Associated with Millbury 69 kV Substation

Mr. Walters referred to the discussion at the last meeting and the evaluation of alternatives for rebuilding the substation that was distributed since then.  Following discussion of the choice of preferred alternative, it was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the PTF costs associated with the rebuild of the Millbury 69 kV substation of 18.4 Application NEP-99-T11, estimated in October 1999 at $10.3 million, as PTF investment. With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· PTF Cost Approval Application Associated with 115 kV Orrington – Boggy Brook Line 60

It was moved, seconded and voted to recommend that the Participants Committee approve the PTF costs associated with the new 115 kV Orrington – Boggy Brook Line 60 and related substation facilities of 18.4 Application BHE-98-T01, estimated at $6.3 million, as PTF investment.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

· Revisions to PTF Cost Approval Form 

The Committee reviewed the further changes incorporated in the 15.5 application form as discussed last meeting and agreed that they will provide the desired enhancements in the collection of 15.5 information.  It was moved, seconded and voted to approve the revised form for use in providing necessary information for forming recommendations to the PC on cost approval of PTF facilities.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

Interconnection Treatment in Studies

Mr. Salamone’s draft letter summarizing discussion at the last RTPC meeting, in which questions raised in Mr. Tremblay’s September 23 letter were addressed, was reviewed and found to be accurate.  It was moved, seconded and voted to send the letter as the Committee’s response to Mr. Tremblay.  With four Sectors voting, the motion passed with a 95% vote in favor (End User sub-sector absent).

Future Meetings
· RTPC

Meetings are normally held on the second Tuesday of the month.  A special meeting was arranged for Tuesday, November 23.  The next regularly scheduled meeting will be held on December 14.

· Planning Process Subcommittee

The subcommittee is normally scheduled to meet on the first and third Tuesdays of the month in 1999.  The next meetings are scheduled for November 23, December 7, and December 21.


Respectfully Submitted,


Douglas A. James, Secretary


NEPOOL Regional Transmission Planning Committee
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