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'capacity ~ddit ibnsln ISO-NE Queue - Predominately Gas 
'irt 1 with Rt iewables Concentrated in i;lorth 

ISO-NE Capacity Additons by Fuel Type through 2014 Based the ISO-NE Renewable Capacitykiditions by State through 2014 Based on 
Interconnection Queue (MW) - the Interconnection Queue (MW) * s. . : t 
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ISO-NE New Generation projections :i.c;r - - -3 

~hrouglh I 2014 by Fuel and Probability 

New Generation Projection by Fuel 
I 

Total Green Yellow 
No. of Capacity No. of Capacity No. of Capacity 

1 (MW: MW Projects ( 1 
'. :I 

Natural Gas "-i :.&& - 
21 3,253 2 1 2,k-:'- 19 3,228 

Natural GasIOil . I " 32 6,928 4 28 5,929 1 999 " ' 

Subtotal .<-%, f. ?q $, - - 6 
- *?" :" P.,,& 

53 10,181 1 1,024 47 9,157 
" ,.  ". ' I  g*.r*; E; 54 J 

Renewable 1 ?$* - 9 4 9  3,372 6 43 3,22C 
s L! 

4 152 
- 1  

i 1. I * a';$Tp 
Other 9 829 1 1 7C 8 759 

Total 111 14,382 13 I 1,246 98 13,136 

Presented by Vamsi Chadalavada, Senior q c e  President and COO, IS0 New England at the NPC ~ee t ind  1 August, 2008. 

I 
Green denotes projects with a high probabili y of going into service t Yellow denotes projects with a lower probability of going into service or new applications 
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'Bounding Development Risk to Load of Long- ,, 
p W1-xwwxs-aw swww rm-wB1c.4 

Distance Transmission 6 .? ':. 

Lead times for transmission often longer than for generation 
When expected generation is critical to costlbenefit analysis, --c this 
introduces a risk to load 
However transmission development costs are generally back-loaded 
Once the transmission project begins to look "real", generators may 
respond to Request For Proposals ("RFPs") for Purchase Power 
Agreements ("PPAs") with relative assurance of a means of delivery 
Once PPA is secured, generators can assume development risk of pro 
rata share of the project under a modified CA rate treatment 
Second half of development period is when costs ramp up dramatically 
If new entry does not occur sufficiently enou h or earl enough in the 
development period, project can be stopped efore su stantial costs are 
at risk to load \ 

, - A M - * - , .  * ' 

I! i! 
Allocation of relative small portion of development risk to load addresses 
chicken and egg problem while exposing load to a fraction of the overall 
project costs 
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