
                   













                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        



  



                          Eversource construction close up; another “Asset Condition” project.





  

On September of 2023, the Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Maine, Connecticut and New Hampshire Consumer Advocates wrote a letter to           
Eversource and other New England Transmission operators  requesting that “all non-emergency and/or elective Asset Condition Projects that have yet 
to start construction (i.e., concept/proposed/planned projects) are postponed until the Asset Condition Project reform process at the PAC is completed 
and replaces the current process.  Temporarily pausing non-emergency Asset Condition Projects until the aforementioned process reforms are in place 
will help to ensure that the billions in ratepayer dollars that the NETOs propose to spend are carefully and appropriately evaluated through a uniform, 
robust, and transparent transmission planning framework.”

Why has Eversource made no response to this request by five consumer advocates who represent electricity consumers in five states, to place the
 X-178 and other pending “Asset Condition” projects on hold? 

“Recently completed (when?) inspections of the X-178 lines graded condition of all structures in
accordance with Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) guidelines:
– A: Nominal Defect – No Action Required
– B: Minimal Defect – Monitor Degradation
– C: Moderate Defect – Repair or Replace under next maintenance
– D: Severe Defect – Repair, Reinforce, or Replace immediately

 Many existing wood structures have one or more of the following deficiencies:
– Pole top rot
– Split pole top
– Decay
– Broken or rusting hardware
– Checking
Other structures do not meet current Eversource design standards for structural capacity, uplift and
clearance”

How many poles/structures on the X-178 have been replaced since it was installed?

How many of the 570 poles on the 1986 section of the X-178 are in each category; A,B,C and D?

How many poles on the 1948 section of the X-178 are in each category; A,B,C and D?

How long is the maintenance cycle and is the the same as the inspection cycle?



Has ISO-NE determined that Eversource needs to replace the 336 (529 amps) and 795 (908 amps) conductor with the proposed 1272 conductor, (2,000 
amps) which will double and quadruple the carrying capacity of the line?

Where is the documentation of Eversource’s claim for increased reliability of the Optical Ground Wire compared to the existing ground wire?

Have the existing conductors or ground wire failed any inspections on the older or newer sections of the line?

ACCC conductor has less sag than Eversource’s proposed ACSS cable, is lighter and has less line losses. What amperage ACCC type conductor could 
the existing structures carry, with the existing ground wire and with the proposed OPGW?

In 2018 Eversource proposed to replace 56 of the 570 structures on the X-178 line at a cost of $11 million. Which 56 structures were these? What 
percent were on the 1948 portion of the line? 

Are there any category D structures/poles on the X-178? What is the history of pole/structure replacements /failures on the X-178?

A representative at the meeting stated that the line would “still be 115kV.” What was that statement intended to imply?

Where is the data on how much power the X-178 line has carried over the past ten years, and from where to where? Where is the map of power flow on 
the grid?

The existing 1986 conductor weighs: 1,100 lbs/1,000’ and can carry 908 amps.   Watts = amps x volts

The existing 1948 conductor weighs 463 lbs/1,000’ and can carry 529 amps

The proposed conductor weighs 1,432. or 1,633 lbs/1,000’ and can carry 2,000 amps

Yellowstone, ACCR conductor weighs: 630 lbs/1,000’ and can carry 1280-1350 amps

I request that ISO and the PAC determine that the X-178 is not an Asset Condition project, thus illegitimate and not subject to your review.

If Eversource can re-build almost every line it owns, at the rate-payers’ expense, (piece-meal, evading SEC oversight), why not admit that?

kris pastoriza,                                                             january 6, 2024                                                               krispastoriza@gmail.com


