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Item 1 – Chair’s Remarks
Mr. Don Gates welcomed the committee and reviewed the day’s agenda. 

Item 2 – New Generation Interconnection Backlog in Maine – Phase II

Survey of Clustering Approaches
Mr. Bruce Kay (ISO) provided an overview regarding Survey of Clustering Approaches.

Q – Should those who have experience with these process, should we speak up immediately or 
wait until the end of the presentation?
A – Please speak up if you have feedback that can assist in clarification of the presentation and 
processes. 
Q – Do the groups within the cluster have a choice of being studied or not?
A – It is the interconnection project sponsor decision on when to withdraw from the study but 
they do not have a choice to be included or not when the study begins. 
Q – What is an “attachment facility?”
A – Generation lead connecting the resource to the transmission grid.     
Q - What is the criteria to enter the “class year” on slide 12?
A - Meeting the entry requirements and approval by an operating committee. It is basically a 
permitting milestone process.
Q - Do you get rights for transmission (other than capacity) as part of the final clustering study 
results?
A – We did not focus on that aspect within this presentation. 



Q - Do you know how much of the dollars that have exceeded the cost cap in CAISO have been 
allocated to rate payers? Does this happen often?
A – I am not sure but we can take that back for additional investigation.
Q – What percentage of IR’s proceed through a cluster/group study in the other ISO’s?
A – I can’t recall. 
Q – Does our tariff today allow for cluster studies?
A – It does have one provision that gives us the ability to do the studies. What it does not state is 
how to do it nor how the costs should be allocated. It will require a modification of the OATT to 
define those steps. 
Q – For the next meeting on this topic, could we focus on best practices from the other ISO that 
perhaps we could have as a starting point for our possible implementation?
A – We are looking for the stakeholders to provide feedback from what is working and what is 
not based on your experiences in other control areas regarding clustering.
Q – Can you give us sense for how long the cluster studies are taking in other areas?
A – I can follow up with that question in May but I recall that the cluster studies in NY and/or 
PJM have taken up to 5 to 7 years based on the several restudies that have needed to be 
performed when one or more of the clustering project sponsors drop out of the study.

Strategic Transmission Analysis – Infrastructure in Maine
Mr. Al McBride (ISO) provided an overview of Strategic Transmission Analysis – Infrastructure 
in Maine.

Q – We are finding a constraint with the Maine Voltage sag is based on BPS testing or extreme 
contingency testing and reducing the BPS standards for other substations and equipment south 
of Maine?
A – That is correct.
Comment – On slide 7, the resource total should reflect 8100 MWs instead of the 7700 MWs as 
stated on the slide.
Comment – If we allow ETUs outside of the queue to come to fruitions, perhaps many of these 
Maine issues would resolve themselves.
Q – Have you looked at the cost and feasibility study comparison between an AC transmission 
solution and a DC transmission solution?
A – We have not at this time. We are looking at a ways to resolve the overall resource integration
issues in Maine and the best and quickest way to ease the queue back log.
Comment – ISO is performing a minimum interconnection study within the load zone and not 
expand the transmission solution to get to the load pockets? This seems short sighted as you will 
not reach the full deliverability of the resources in question.  
A – We will take that back for additional discussion.
Q – How are you going to treat ETUs as part of this study review?



A – We are just beginning the scope of work for this project. Once it is completed, we will have 
a better idea of what could resolve the problems, to include a review of some of the existing 
ETUs in the system.
Comment – Add 600 MWs of generation into Orrington coming from down east queue resources 
would be helpful to the study. 
Q – Where does this study fall in the tariff? How do we implement any of the study solutions as 
the most likely outcome would be ETU’s?
A – This type of study is covered under Attachment K in regards to performance issues. The 
solutions will be part of interconnection upgrades. 

Item 3 – 2015 Economic Studies

Off-Shore Wind
Ms. Helen Wang (ISO) provided an overview of the 2015 Economic Study regarding Off Shore 
Wind.

Q – What power curve did you used to determine the capacity factor?
A – The NREL data set. 
Q – Have you taken into account the production costs of the wind resources when you factored 
in the cost savings?
A – The production costs of wind units is $0.00. We did not take into account LSE expenses.
Q – How much is New England willing to put on the line to assist these resources from coming 
into the New England markets?
A – That is a question for the states per their policies and stakeholders.
Q – Will there be any further analysis of this report?
A – There is much more detailed information in the report appendices.

On-Shore Wind
Ms. Jessica Lau (ISO) provided an overview of the 2015 Economic Study regarding On Shore 
Wind.

Q – Today it shows no congestion north of Orrington. Why can’t existing wind resources in that 
area get capacity credits?
A – The minimum interconnection standards and overlapping impacts test differ from the 
economic production cost outcome.

Keene Road
Mr. Wayne Coste (ISO) provided an overview of the 2015 Economic Study regarding Keene 
Road.

Q - What else is behind the Keene Road export interface besides wind?



A - It’s stated on slide 5. 
Q – Will the final report have the comparisons with the first study run to this one?
A – No we were not prepared make that comparison. 

Planning Advisory Committee meeting adjourned at 4:10 PM
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