ROLL-UP WORKING GROUP
(RUWG) — Update On Revised Roll-
Up Report



Background

* EIPCinitiated a “Roll Up” of ten year plans
into one power flow model, intending to use it
as starting point for CRA modeling.

* RUWG review of Initial Draft Roll-Up data
revealed a great deal of inconsistency among
input data by PAs.

 The SSC agreed on a need for “baseline
infrastructure criteria” to determine what
portions of Roll-Up would be used (October).



Draft Roll-Up Report

Initial Draft Issued on Sept. 27 (321 pages).

The SSC and RUWG asked for more
consistency on definitions used, and more

information on project status, at October 13
- 14 SSC meeting.

Updated Draft Roll-Up report was issued on
November 19, 2010.

Some tables were recently updated.






Differences in Revised Roll-Up Report

* New categories and definitions for
transmission and generation projects.

* Seems to be more uniformity in the PAS’
classification of projects under the
different categories.

* There is not a lot of new information on
whether a project is “reasonably
certain”.




Revised Roll-Up Report - Transmission

* “Planning Status”

—Uses three of the same categories as
before: Planned, Proposed and Under
Construction.

—Does not include “Complete” or
“Conceptual” categories any more.

—New category— “State/Budget
Approval”.



Revised Roll-Up Report - Transmission
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» “State/Budget Approval” - The project
has obtained some level of contractual
obligation, regulatory approval, or is
included in approved capital budgets.

* “Planned” — has completed the PAS'

planning process, including regional
approvals (ISOs, RTOs).



Revised Roll-Up Report - Transmission

* “Proposed” — has not completed the PAS'

planning process, including regional
approvals (ISOs, RTOs).

* “Proposed” facilities listed in a number
of PAs (FPL, IESO, MAPP, NYISO, PEF, PJM
and MISO).

* Only MISO indicated when “proposed”
facilities were expected to be “planned.”




Revised Roll-Up Report - Transmission

* “Project Type” categories apparently
unchanged.
— “Multi Value” and “Reliability” remain.

—No “Economic” projects listed in initial draft
Roll-Up report.

— Revised Draft Roll-Up Report includes some
“Economic” projects (some in SPP, most
before 2015, and one in MISO).



Generation Assumptions

* No “Project Type” for generation.

* Generation only has two defined
categories for Project Status:
“Committed” and “Proposed”.

 But the PAs also used other (undefined)
Project Status categories.



Generation Assumptions

* Uses different categories for generation
“Planning Status” than before:

—Continues to use “Under Construction”
and “Planned” categories.

—Eliminated “Existing” and
“Conceptual”.

—Added: “Committed”, “Proposed” and
“State/Budget Approval.”



Summary - Observations on Revised
Draft Roll-Up Report




Revised Roll-Up Report

* Annual load growth assumptions between
regions are still not uniform (-0.63% to 3% per
year; were initially -0.7% to 2.6% per year).

* Energy Efficiency (EE) and Demand Response
(DR) assumptions are different (i.e. some PAs
handle EE as a load adjustment and some as a
resource adjustment).

 Many PAs did not model effect of DR.



Initial Observations On Roll-Up Report

* Some regions only included “reliability”
transmission lines.

* Other Regions include “multi value” or
“economic” transmission projects.

* Some include “planned”, others
“proposed”.



Initial Observations On Roll-Up Report

* Some report on assumed transmission

additions over 115 kV - others only over
230 kV.

* The Regions still have very different
planning criteria, assumptions and
processes.



More Information is Still Needed

Report is a Draft, still changing.

Linear transfer power flow analysis — not
completed yet.

Raw data is needed, including the Future
Project Map and Roll-Up case (which has
apparently “solved” but has not been
made available).

CEll clearance is slow.



