National Grid Comments to EIPC on High Level Transmission Cost Estimation

A. In general, National Grid supports the high-level “building block” approach outlined by EIPC as being appropriately detailed for this stage of the project

The EIPC thanks you for your support.

B. Contingency Capability
a. National Grid is concerned that EIPC may be making overly conservative estimates in developing the level of transmission build-out to deal with contingencies. To the extent possible, National Grid would prefer an approach that takes into account the utilization of the baseline transfer limit.

The approach developed by the EIPC assumes that the existing transfer capability is fully utilized and cannot be depended on.  The approach to determine the high level cost estimates are not intended to determine the actual transmission build-out to accommodate a request in increased transfer capability but rather provide the relative difference between two futures.

b. National Grid also seeks clarification on EIPC’s process for developing the “blocks” utilized in a particular build given the contingency capability. Will EIPC always build to at least double the desired transfer limit increase?
i. E.g. SSC calls for a transfer limit increase of 1100 MW between NYISO_A-F and NYISO_G-I. Will EIPC build one single circuit 345 kV (1800 MW capacity) or 2 single circuit 345 kV (3600 MW capacity – more than triple the desired increase)?

The EIPC does not intend to at least double the desired increase in transfer capability.  The EIPC has added more block sizes to mitigate this potential.

C. Line Termination points
a. To the extent possible, National Grid would appreciate the opportunity to comment upon planning authority placement of termination points. 
i. National Grid supports giving the planning authorities flexibility in making determinations of line termination points within a NEEM region but we believe a check process is warranted.

The high level cost estimation process is not intended to be an iterative process.  As a stakeholder, you have the ability to apply the approach to different building blocks with different termination points in your comparisons if you are not satisfied with the PAs recommendation.

D. Hydro Quebec/Maritimes Pseudo-Generator transmission cost estimation
a. National Grid is working with HQ and Maritimes stakeholders to provide further information to EIPC on developing high-level cost estimates for transmission needed to integrate HQ/Maritimes pseudo-generators
b. National Grid believes that EIPC’s statement on HVDC (“HVDC solutions will not be utilized as part of the high-level analyses and cost estimates”) should contain an exception for estimating the costs of HQ transmission which would require some DC facilities

EIPC appreciates the efforts of NGRid , HQ and the Maritimes stakeholders to develop high-level cost estimates for transmission needed to deliver the power from pseudo-generators located in those regions to the border. We will incorporate those cost estimates into our high level cost estimates for the relevant futures as applicable.  The PAs will evaluate the potential interconnection point(-s) within the United States part of the grid.

E. Region “Blocks”
a. National Grid is concerned that limitations to region building blocks might lead to unnecessary increases in cost estimation (particularly for NY which only has one “block” – single circuit 345 kV) 

The EIPC has added more block sizes.

F. Cost Multipliers
a. National Grid supports the cost multipliers being used for New York and New England Regions as being consistent with regional planning processes (e.g. NY’s CARIS process) and internal information

The EIPC thanks you for your support.

