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Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the draft agenda for State Agencies’ upcoming 

February 2, 2021, technical forum on Transmission Planning.1 Public Interest Organizations strongly 

support New England states’ initiation of these discussions to ensure the region’s transmission planning is 

consistent with and helps facilitate state clean energy and decarbonization policies. As New England 

states launch this process, we have the following overarching comments: 

 

● In addition to ensuring markets help achieve climate goals, it is essential that State Agencies 

center the need to address health-damaging local air pollution and environmental justice in 

the region’s energy system, within the New England Energy Vision process and discussions. 

 

● Consistent with our organizations’ November 14, 2020, letter to states (attached), we urge 

State Agencies to provide inclusive and accessible opportunities for diverse stakeholders in 

each state to learn about these issues and weigh in; this should include additional meetings 

beyond the currently planned technical meetings. While we look forward to the upcoming 

technical meetings, we are concerned that these sessions’ format, timing, and structure will 

primarily engage stakeholders, including our own organizations, that are already involved in these 

discussions, and will not facilitate broader participation and feedback. In particular, State 

Agencies should make additional efforts to ensure public processes are accessible, so that affected 

communities can meaningfully participate in decisions that impact their health and environment. 

This includes: (1) holding evening meetings; (2) holding multiple regional/state-specific meetings 

that will allow for concerned residents to learn more about how potential changes may impact 

their communities; (3) ensuring that meetings meet accessibility needs, including language 

interpretation, subtitles, and phone-in options; and (4) providing a clear followup plan for 

incorporating community feedback as states work to reform the regional grid. 

 

 
1 https://newenglandenergyvision.files.wordpress.com/2020/12/transmission-final.pdf 



 

The actions above are essential to ensuring an open and accessible public process that meaningfully 

engages New England residents and workers most at risk from climate change and health-harming 

pollution and who bear the brunt of environmental degradation.  

 

We also offer the following comments on the draft agenda for the Transmission Planning Forum: 

 

February 2, 2021 Meeting 

 

● General Comment: Transmission Planning is a highly complex topic. As with the format of the 

discussion on Market Design, we suggest splitting the discussion into an introductory session and 

a session that delves into the possible ways to achieve a Transmission Grid of the Future.  

● General Comment: An overwhelming number of studies show that regional and national 

transmission planning is required to affordably decarbonize the electrical system. Current 

RTO/ISO planning processes are not adequate to this task. We believe this should be a major 

theme of this technical forum, informing nearly every discussion item listed below.  Public 

Interest Organizations are happy to assist with identifying speakers to present on this topic. 

 

● Topic:  The Main Factors in Planning the Transmission Grid of the Future 

→  Explore the current ISO approach, the changes being considered, and the need if 

any to modify the tariff. 

○ Comment: Include in the discussion the proceedings from the recent FERC Technical 

Conference on Offshore Wind Integration in RTOs/ISOs and other transmission-

related matters before the Commission. 

○ Comment: Include in the discussion ISO-NE’s assumptions and analyses in its pilot 

study of “Transmission Planning for the Clean Energy Transition,” as presented at 

recent meetings of the Planning Advisory Committee. 

 

● Topic: The Main Factors in Planning the Transmission Grid of the Future 

→  Discuss the possibility of meeting needs by more efficient use of the existing 

investments.  

○ Comment: This discussion should include consideration of the inequities of the 

region’s current electricity infrastructure and discussion of how States will ensure 

that “more efficient use of the existing investments” in transmission facilities does 

not lead to increased utilization of or expansion of harmful infrastructure (including 

fossil fuel-fired power plants), which would place further burdens on already 

overburdened communities. States should also examine how the current transmission 

system impacts the existing distribution of community burdens and take steps to 

reverse and alleviate inequitable burdens. 

 

● Topic: The Main Factors in Planning the Transmission Grid of the Future 

→  Discuss the need to plan and develop the transmission system now to meet 

needs in 2030, 2040 and 2050.  

○ Comment: We support long-term transmission planning consistent with the need to 

integrate growing levels of clean energy and achieve greenhouse gas and other 



 

pollution reductions. As part of this discussion, it is essential that State Agencies 

ensure planning processes, procurement processes, electricity markets, and grid 

operations fully consider, incorporate, value, and incentivize non-transmission 

alternatives, including flexible demand resources, energy efficiency, energy storage, 

and other distributed energy resources that can cost effectively avoid unnecessary 

transmission projects and help integrate clean energy at lower cost.  

○ Comment: Consider and prioritize approaches that co-optimize transmission planning 

with the development of wind, solar and other grid-connected clean energy resources 

as well as development of comparative analyses that examine increasing transmission 

flows between New England and adjacent markets. Account for distribution-level 

opportunities such as non-wires alternatives in planning. 

 

● Topic:  The Main Factors in Planning the Transmission Grid of the Future 

→  Explain why the cost of a system that only responds to generation connection 

requests will be much more expensive than to plan ahead an infrastructure that 

will be needed to serve the region. 

● Comment: Please fully explore revisions to the bases for calculating costs and benefits of 

transmission and non-transmission alternatives to include longer timeframes and the 

relative health and climate impacts of those alternatives (for example, avoided costs). 


