Upper Midwest Transmission Development Initiative 
A. UMTDI Transmission Planning Work Group—Chairperson, David Boyd, Minnesota
Primary Focus:  
MISO Regional Generator Outlet Study (RGOS); or, planning studies by American Transmission Company (ATC), International Transmission Company Midwest (ITC), or

Xcel; or any other UMTDI transmission owners which promote economic development, assures reliability and provides access to and transport of wind and other renewable energy sources from source to load.
WG Deliverables:  

a) Analysis, identification, and evaluation of prospective transmission solutions or optimal configurations by ATC, ITC, MISO, Xcel, or other UMTDI TOs for achieving the primary focus (above).  (Initial Results April 2009)
b) List of agreed-upon resource zones in the five states with transmission corridors. (Initial Results April 2009)

c) Analysis of how transmission in b) above could support extra-regional energy policy goals.
Important Issue Questions:
1) What are the costs of the proposals?  All-in costs should be assumed, i.e., generation, transmission, line losses, etc.
2) What transmission benefits will be considered and quantified for RGOS and UMTDI?  (Starting point may be MTEP08 Section 10.3, Page 322 which lists a host of value measures other than average production costs and LMPs.]  
3) Should the benefits of western wind be compared to the alternatives of local generation?
4)  What process should be used to corroborate the modeling of system needs and who would be best to carry out that process?  What timeline should the transmission build-out assume, and can the transmission owners meet that timeline?  What time increments should be used for planning purposes? If so, what level of detail is appropriate for the initial increment?
5) What target in wind resource MWs should the UMTDI use?  Should likely enhancements to the states’ RPS/goals be included and at what point?
6)  What generation assumptions should be used for the baseline reference case? (NOTE: this will be done by Exec. Team per MISO schedule)
7) What factors should be used to determine appropriate size? Should focus only be on 345kV? Or a higher voltage Overlay?  How do new DC lines figure in solution?
8) What is necessary to support a business case for the prospective solutions?

9) Is there a role for regional permitting or some coordinated state permitting to facilitate a more efficient process? If so, what next steps are appropriate?
Timeline:

January 2009--WG initial meeting, St. Paul, Minnesota PUC.
Refine scope, work product, and issues list.

February 2009—MISO provides generation cost information per proposed generation zone to UMTDI; Executive Team reviews.
March 2009—UMTDI Executive Team selects preferred strategy; MISO detailed design study plan by Mar. 15.  Progress meeting.
April-May 2009—MISO conducts design studies
June-July 2009—Progress Meetings to Vet Draft Candidate projects and identify further matters worth study and analysis.
August 2009—Progress Meeting

September 2009—MISO’s detailed transmission design studies completed on feasible transmission projects. Meeting to Designate Final Candidate projects to UMTDI Executive Committee

October 2009—MISO includes agreed-upon feasible transmission projects in MTEP’09. UMTDI Executive Committee reports to Governors. 
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