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Item 1.0 – Chairs Remarks  
Mr. Pete Bernard welcomed the committee and reviewed the days’ agenda.  
 
ISO New England recently received a request for an update on the status of the New Hampshire 

Solutions Study. ISO New England is currently awaiting cost estimates from one of the area’s 

transmission owners in order to make a final decision on a set of preferred solutions. ISO New 

England expects to present the preferred solutions for Western and Central New Hampshire in 

the first quarter of 2021. The selection of a preferred solution for Southern New Hampshire will 

be presented in the first half of 2021. 

 

Item 2.0 – Moody’s Analytics – Pandemic Will Shape 2021 Outlook  

Mr. Ed Friedman (Moody’s Analytics) reviewed the economic forecast for 2021 and how the 

pandemic will impact the economy in 2021.  

 

Q – What does the color metric mean on slide 6? 

A –We can distribute a detailed paper upon request by the PAC members that can better illustrate 

the significance of the values on slide 6.     

Comment - On slide 7, I believe the state of Rhode Island is missing. The other five New England 

states seem to have a lower infection rate than the rest of the nation.  

A – We will go back and include Rhode Island into the slide.  

Q – What signs would Moody’s be looking for if the Fed planned to raise  interest rates? 

A – The Fed will want to see a decrease in the unemployment rate and significant growth in the 

GDP. In addition, consumer price inflation will need to increase above 2% before they will start 

considering an interest rate increase.  

 

Item 3.0 – Competitive Solutions Process: Order 1000/Boston 2020 Request for Proposal 

Lessons Learned                                                                           
Mr. Brent Oberlin (ISO-NE) reviewed the lessons learned regarding the Order 1000/Boston 2020 
Request for Proposal.  
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Q – On the first concern in slide 10, does ISO-NE agree with the stakeholder concern? 
A – It means we understand the concern and we are investigating it. 

 

Item 4.0 – Transmission Planning for the Clean Energy Transition: System Conditions and 

Dispatch Assumptions       
Mr. Reid Collins (ISO-NE) reviewed the System Conditions and Dispatch Assumptions as part 

of Transmission Planning for the Clean Energy Transition.  
 
Q – I am concerned that no winter analysis is being performed. 
A – We did consider adding a winter peak analysis. However, because of winter peak loads 

being lower than summer peak and higher thermal transmission ratings, we feel that it is not 
major concern at this time. The issue that we are most concerned about is the potential system 
inertia problems, which are more severe under the springtime minimum load conditions that are 
proposed.      

Q – Will ISO be performing stability assumptions for inertia issues outside the New England 
control area? 
A – We will be looking into that.  
Comment – It was my understanding that we would have been looking at a study timeframe in 

excess of the traditional 10 year look-ahead.  
A – It may be premature to look at anything beyond the 10 year look-ahead. By 2040 and beyond 
there could be significant impacts due to electrification of grid heating and transportation. 
However, it is just too soon to begin that type of analysis due to the amount of unknowns at this 

time. 
Q – I commend not importing or exporting to NY in your studies. On slide 22, where is the wind, 
solar and NECEC. 
A – We would look into dispatching renewables during low load conditions in the spring.  

Q – Regarding Millstone 2, the license expires in 2035. You should consider those in your 
studies. 
A – We will consider that sensitivity in the studies.  
 

Any comments on the study, and any future resources that should be included due to state RFP 
selections or financially binding contracts, should be sent to PACMatters by January 8, 2021.  

 

Item 5.0 – Webster-Beebe River 115 kV Corridor Asset Conditions and OPGW Project: 

Lines A111, E115, and Z180 
Mr. Chris Soderman (Eversource Energy) reviewed the Webster-Beebe River 115 kV Corridor 
Asset Conditions and OPGW Project for Lines A111, E115, and Z180.      

 

Q – Will the new lines be constructed side by side to the old lines to minimized outages or will 
there be another method to perform the replacement work.   
A - The line will be replaced with “live line” techniques and there will be limited outages as the 
old structures are replaced. We expect the outages will be no more than a week long with the 

longest outage period related to the reconductoring.       
Q – Will the new conductor be large ACSR? 
A – The presentation has a mistake.  The conductor will be ACSS.               



                                                                                                             

 

Item 6.0 – Prior Year Wood Structure Asset Condition Replacements Updated 

Assumptions      
Mr. David Burnham (Eversource Energy) reviewed the Prior Year Wood Structure Asset 
Condition Replacements Updated Assumptions.        

 

Q – On slide 7, are the structures H-Frames? 
A – They are light duty steel H-Frame structures. 

     
Item 7.0 – 455-507 115 kV Line Wood Pole Asset Conditions Project                   

Mr. Chris Soderman (Eversource Energy) reviewed the 455-507 115 kV Line Wood Pole Asset 
Conditions Project.                                                                     

 
There were no questions from the committee on this topic.  

 

Item 8.0 - 2020 Economic Study: Feedback on Preliminary Results & Proposed Sensitivities      
Mr. Patrick Boughan (ISO-NE) reviewed the provided feedback on Preliminary Results and 
Proposed Sensitivities of the 2020 Economic Study.            

 
Q – How did you determine the interface export wheeling charge of $30 MW/hr?  
A - It is a trigger amount for exports.    
Q – For the three cases on slide 15 through 17, was there a slide that described these different 

cases? 
A – We can add a description to what the various cases are looking at. 
Q – On slide 22 and 24, the energy available via imports may not be absorbable due to system 
conditions. Will the model try to return that energy to the exporter? 

A – There are a number of hours where we have significant excess generation. There could be 
cases where we reject re-importing previous exports in favor of internal renewables. 
Q – On slide 20, are the scenarios new or existing sensitivities? 
A – The first two cases are existing sensitivities and the last two scenarios are new sensitivities.    

Comment – Mr. Boughan responded to a number of minor clarifying questions regarding the 
individual graphs and charts in the presentation slides.        
               

Item 9.0 - Modeling of Battery Storage in Economic Studies    

Mr. Wayne Coste (ISO-NE) reviewed the Modeling of Battery Storage in Economic Studies. 
 
Q – Regarding the technology type of batteries, is ISO currently modeling all types of batteries 
or just a specific type of battery? 

A – We are looking at the MW capability of the battery and not the type of battery technology 
when ISO models the resources in our system.   
Q – How does the model determine when the batteries are charging and discharging? 
A – It is calculated by GridView. The batteries will respond to the LMPs so that if they are low, 

the batteries will store and when the LMPs are higher, they will discharge to the grid.  
Q – Are there studies being done with a high fixed and a low variable cost? 



A – On slide 18 many entities assumed a $0 O & M Cost. There is no specific cash outlay as the 
resource is depreciating due to age and use.  

                                                                    

Item 10.0 – Closing Remarks  
The next PAC meeting will be Thursday, January 21, 2021 via WebEx Teleconference.  
 
The Planning Advisory Committee meeting adjourned at 3:00 PM  

 
Respectively submitted  
 
Marc Lyons  
 

Secretary, Planning Advisory Committee 


