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Item 1 — Chair’s Remarks

Mr. Don Gates welcomed the committee and reviewed the day’s agenda. Mr. Gates advised the
committee that while there will be no formal Smart Grid update topic provided to the PAC, there
will be a reference to the topic contained within the RSP 15 document.

Item 2 — EIPC Update
Mr. Don Gates (ISO) advised that there is an EIPC Update presentation posted as part of today’s
PAC materials. Any questions on the presentation should be directed to Mr. Mark Babula at 1SO.

Item 3 — 2015 Economic Study Scope of Work
Mr. Mike Henderson (ISO) provided an overview of the assumptions that will go into the 2015
Economic Studies Scope of Work.

Q — In regards to the Load Serving Entity Energy Expenses, will the LMPs be broken down by
Zone or will it go down to the Nodal level?

A — We will perform the analysis at the Zonal level. The intention is not to get into the level of
detail that would occur if the analysis was Nodal.

Comment — The Keene Road Study is a small area and needs to be analyzed at a much greater
level of detail than at the Zonal Level. The congestion analysis needs to be predictive and not
historical to understand what the economic benefits would be if the area congestion didn 't exist.
Comment — | believe it would be more helpful and valuable if the analysis is at the Nodal Level.
Comment — | believe with the implementation of CTS, there will be a dramatic shift in the regions
dispatch and economics. | am not sure if the complexities of the future CTS actions could be
accurately reflected in the forthcoming Economic Studies results.

Q - Will the FCM markets be accounted for in the Economic Studies?

A - It would be difficult to project the future FCM market within the study. We will provide
some resource type estimates.

Comment - You should take into account the amount of resources that could qualify as a result of
area transmission improvements. That could address the FCM concerns without speculating the
FCM market implications.

Comment - When you look into the historical demand and load forecasts, take into account the
closing of the mill in the Keene Road area as it removed a significant amount of load.

Q - Which internal interface limits will you be modeling?

A - We will model the major interface limits and we will representing the major contingencies in
the remote areas. We will also define the area bubble limits in the study.

Q - Will you be quantifying wind curtailments in the study?
A - We will look at a base case and then remove the constraints that affect wind curtailments.

- Keene Road Upgrades Scope of Work



Mr. Henderson provided an overview of the Keene Road Upgrades Scope of Work.

Q — What will be the assumptions for the wind resources behind the constraints?

A — We will use the 2006 loads and wind profiles for the wind assumptions.

Comment — You should account for the Pt. Lepreau outage and remove that outage duration
(2012 — 2013) when you analyze the imports from the Maritimes as part of the base case
assumptions and the subsequent congestion.

Q - How will you define project under construction?

A - We will list the projects and make a determination of what resources will be considered
“under construction” for the study. We will discuss this with the Study Group.

Q - What will be the Keene Road interface that will be analyzed?

A - The generation and area of 115 kV from the Keene Rd. Autotransformer to Graham.

- Strategic Transmission Analysis - On Shore Wind Integration Scope of Work
Mr. Henderson provided an overview of the Strategic Transmission Analysis - On Shore Wind
Integration Scope of Work.

Comment - You should consider and include the hydro upgrades as part of the scope of work.
Q - Are there large ongoing projects north of the Orrington interface?
A - Yes, there are 3000+ MWs of wind under construction in that area.

- Off Shore Wind Scope of Work
Mr. Henderson provided an overview of the Off Shore Wind Scope of Work.

There were no questions from the committee regarding this topic.

Item 4 - FERC Order 1000 — May 18, 2015 Project List Update
Mr. Brent Oberlin (ISO) provide an update of the FERC Order 1000 — May 18, 2015 Project
List.

Q - In regards to the grandfathered project, will these projects not be subject to restudy?

A — We will handle potential restudy for grandfathered projects on a case by case basis.

Q - How do you see the future project lists being published? Will you include a designator for
the “grandfathered” projects?

A —We will.

Q - Can you provide a list of all open studies that could be eligible for the competitive process?
A - Each study will be handled individually. We will split out the project needs > 3 years.

Q - When will the stakeholders have input to projects that are ineligible for the competitive
process?

A - T don’t have that schedule with me today but we will take that back for discussion.



Q — Do you anticipate any additions to the grandfathered project list beyond the effective May
18, 2015 date?

A - We do not. The only reason the grandfathered list would be modified is for an unanticipated
correction.

Item 5 — FERC Order 1000 — Qualified Transmission Project Sponsor (QTPS)
Qualification Process Introduction

Mr. Al McBride (ISO) provided an introduction of the FERC Order 1000 — Qualified
Transmission Project Sponsor (QTPS) Qualification Process.

Q - Will there be a fee for a QTPS application?

A — ISO-NE will not charge a fee for a QTPS application.

Q - If the applicant decision exceeds 90 days, will there be a process for review and discussion?

A — We do not at this time but we can take that back for discussion.

Q - Why will existing PTO’s need to submit a NTDOA QTPS?

A — FERC required that existing PTO’s submit a NTDOA based on some Order 1000 issues that
arose on this topic in other control areas. ISO has a pending clarification request to FERC on this
issue.

Item 6 — FERC Order 1000 — Transmission Provider Enrollment Process
Mr. Brent Oberlin (1ISO) provided an overview of the FERC Order 1000 — Transmission Provider
Enrollment Process.

Q — What does it mean to participate as a transmission provider?
A — FERC required a process to enroll as a transmission provider. This is it.

Other clarifying questions were asked and responded to by Mr. Oberlin,

Planning Advisory Committee meeting adjourned at 1:50 PM
Respectively submitted

Marc Lyons
Secretary, Planning Advisory Committee



