
Summary of NE Power Supply Planning Committee Meeting on March 13, 2008 via 
conference call. 
 
Peter Wong, chairman, started the meeting by going over the proposed agendas for future 
meetings.  The next few meetings will discuss the assumptions for the 2011/2012 Installed 
Capacity Requirements (ICR) study including the concern of gas interruptions in the winter.  The 
April and May meetings will continue to look at Tie Benefits for this years study and ICR 
assumptions for the next study. The May meeting will look at the impact of wind resources, 
expected DSM, both frequency and magnitude, and the estimates of OP4 (emergency operating 
procedures) occurrences.  Someone suggested that wind turbines are not a problem as long as 
their magnitude is less then the largest contingency being planned for. 
 
Mr. Dave Ehrlich made a presentation on the “Long –run Forecast of Energy and Seasonal Peaks 
for ISO-NE and the New England States”.  They are forecasting lower peaks and energy based 
on a global economic slowdown.  They have lost two years of growth by 2016.  They also have 
changed the methodology for forecasting the winter peaks and corrected the way the energy 
forecast is done.  This results in an increase in the load factor. 
 
Mr. Wayne Coste went over a 24 item matrix of the different methods proposed for doing the tie 
benefits analysis.  A lot of the differences were resolved.  He also went over a calculation trying 
to explain what may happen when internal limits are included.  He said that sometimes you can 
even get negative benefits as was the case in the NY-NE tie benefit study.  I think he gets lost in 
the math and doesn’t see the forest for the trees. 
 
It was agreed that in the sharing of benefits, the Canadians and the US would each help 
themselves first and then help the other country if possible.  This is the same way we do our 
study.  Some people wanted to include OH and PJM in the study, but NE said this is not 
necessary and even if it was desired, it would be difficult to get the required data in time to 
complete this year’s tie-benefit study. 
 
In discussing the inclusion of internal limits, Mr. Coste pointed out that the NE LSRs (local 
sourcing requirements) handles this.  They add capacity until the LOLE reduces to 0.05 days per 
year.  When they model NY at 0.1 days per year criteria, Mr. Fishman and I pointed out that our 
LCRs are not the same as NE LSRs.  Mr. Coste kind of sidestepped this issue by saying we can’t 
forecast what systems will look like in the future.  I have to agree with that point as we look at 
how to model the NY system in the five year out study. 
 
New England only models known firm purchases from their neighbors.  They do not attempt to 
forecast future purchase as NY does. 
 
A presentation was made on the historical margin emissions.  This was not related to the current 
ICR or tie benefit studies.  It showed decreases in SO2, CO2, and NOX emissions for the period 
1993 through 2006.  
 
The next meeting is scheduled for March 28th. 
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