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At our meeting next Tuesday, we need to reach a decision on which sensitivity or sensitivities we should reserve to give the SSC greater flexibility in scenario development. Current possibilities include (i) the high carbon sensitivities in Futures 2 and 3 that are on hold, (ii) the 75% OL transmission runs in Futures 5, and (iii) the 25% OL run in Future 8.  We also asked SSC members to look through the entire list of sensitivities to identify any that would appear on reflection not to provide value for scenario development.

In this regard, we would like to ask the SSC to consider the possible elimination of the friction rate sensitivity pending in Future 3. CRA has now run the similar friction rate sensitivity in Future 2. It produced very little change because the intermittency limit assumption for wind was reached in the 75% run. For this reason, further opening the pipes did not result in a material change.

CRA agrees that the proposed friction rate sensitivity in Future 3 also is unlikely to result in a material change. The initial runs in Future 3 have resulted in less on-shore wind builds than Future 2.  This is due to the regional implementation hitting the 35% intermittency limit and the restriction in Future 3 on moving power between the super-regions.  Lowering friction costs will not override the intermittency limit and will not change the limitation of power movement between the super-regions that exists in Future 3. 

A similar result is quite likely for the hurdle rate sensitivity in Future 6, given the same intermittency and transmission limits between super regions limitations.

If SSC members are reluctant to reserve any of the sensitivities mentioned in the first paragraph of this memo, the friction and hurdle rate sensitivities in the regional Futures (3 and 6) may provide good alternatives. 

