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Docket No. 09A-325E 

IN THE MATTER OF THB NPLICARON OF PUl3LIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
COLORADO (A) FOR A CERWICAm OF PUBLIC CO-CE AND 
W B S m  FOR THB SAN LUIS V U L E Y - C & W T 4 O W C m  
m S M S S I O N  PROJEm, (B) FOR SPECFIC m W O S  WITH RESPECT TO EMF 
AND NOISE, AND (C) FOR APPROVAL OF OWNERSHIP INTEREST 'I'RAHSFER AS 
NEEDED SVHEN PROJECT IS COTUIPLE'R%D. 

mSPONSE: OF TRI-STATE GENMTION AlW W S W S S I O N  
A S S O ~ ~ O H ,  INC. TO S W O m  SET OF m m W A T 0 -  OF 

BLANCA W C H  HOLDmGS, LLC .AND TRlNCEERA W C H  HOLDINGS, LLC 

Tri-State O e n d o n  and Transnnission Assochtio~ Inc, ("Td-State*), -t to 
Rule 1405 of the Rules of Pntcticc and Produn:  of the Colorado Public Utilities 
C o d a i o n ,  hereby to ttrc Smnd Set of h;tnrowries of Blmca Ranch 
Holdings, LLC and T h c h a  h h  Holhm, LLC (mllectively T h c h m  &mchf' or 
"TR") to Tri-State Omeration arxl T m h s i o n  kssoeiation, Inc, as folloursl: 

the total W of ion mpwity, if any, 
on's ("WMA")yon 

West to Wdmy 

ion 
ssion path. 

scc6401
Text Box
JRD-2



m C m R A  4-5, Regarding Efibit  No, W G - 1  at page 19 to the & i t  
a o n y  of Thomas Oreen, please describe and idenw any new developmen& related to 
the wolution of the Black Hills 1 15 kV issues wwii;fted with injecting power at Calmet 

ESPUNSE TCl 4-5: Mhough the is relater3 to the 
testimony of Pub1 mas Green, Tri-State p d c i p w  in the joint study 
that is attached to Mr. Green's t-ony as WG-1 ,  To Tri-State's bowledge, them are no 
new developmen& with re to the Bladk Hills issues r e f e d  to in the question. Tri-State 
and Public Service Company will mnhw to work with B h k  Hills and other regional 
electric utilities to &Ggate my pkntial adverse impwts of the Project. 

Sponsor: Andrew R. h n i  

TRINCmW ] R A N a  4-6, Regarding the direct W o n y  of Joseph Taylor at ppage 6, 
please identify the MW level of active wind generation htercomection requests for Wind 
G.DA8. 

mSPONSE TO TRINCmRA FUl'?C!H 4-6: Tri-State refers Trinchera Ranch to the 
answer of Public Service Company witness Joseph Taylor. In addition, active generation 
interconnection requests can be accessed through the web site identified by Tri-State in 
response to TR 1-4: h~://m.oatioasis.comlts~mdex.h~ 

Sponsor: Andrew R, Leoni 

TFUNCHEW RA.NCX 4-7. Regarding the direct testimony of Joel Bladow at page 9 and 
the July 17,2009 deposition of Joel Bladow, and specifically referring to page 35 of the 
deposition transcript: 

(a) Has there ever been a failure of a load shedding operation in the San Luis 
Valley? If so, identifl each such fdlure in detail and provide a complete copy 
of all analysis, conespondenw or other docmen& associated with such 
failures. 

(b) Please identify whether the existing load shedding program in. the San Luis 
Vdley that is used to M z e  the likeaood of voltage collapse trips load: 

i. When the loss of the San Luis Vdley-Ponch 230 kV circuit is detected? 
ii. When specific moGtor4 vol-es below presezlt -bold? 
iii, When load in the San Luis Valley area less any electric energy production in 

the Sau Luis Valley exceeds a specific level of 
iv. When some conibdon of i through iii occurs? If so, please detail those 

combhgons, 
v, %'hen an event or condition different than those in i bough iii occurs? If so, 

please detail those events andlor conditions. 



(a) There has never been a failure of the lo& s h d h g  operation quipmat. 
However, the s h g s  of the load qGpment were c h g d  fo l lohg 
the o w e  in 2003 to coo with voltptge regulating efipment in 
upmion in the San L6s Valley. 

(b) i. No 
ii. Yes, load is sh& at 10,20 and 30 seconds when specEc m o ~ t o d  

volbges drop below a b e h l d ,  
i No 
iv. No 
v. There are no evenb or mn&tiom other than those previously 

described. 

Sponsor: Andrew R. Leoni 

T W m M  RANCH 4-8: With reference to the pmviowly provided June 1997 Tri-State 
"San Luis Valley High Voltage System Study Report" at TSGT 00032 through TSGT 00038 
and the previously provided January 2004 Tri-State "PV Study Report-San Luis Valley 
Substation Second 230 kV Source" at TSGT 000794-000798: 

(a) Please identify whether Tri-State ever adopted its working criterion that "[tlhe 
system will be designed to operate so that the single contingency point-of- 
collapse is at least 5 percent higher, mwured in MPJ or MVA, with the single 
most critical VAr source unavailable" (TSGT 00033). If so, please identify 
whether this is still Tri-State' s voltage collapselstability criterion. 

(b) Please ident8y whe&er the aforementioned January 2004 PV Study Report 
utilized the worlcing voltage collapselstability criterion mentioned above in a 
If not, please explain in detail why the June 1997 study working voltage 
co1lapsdstability criterion was not utilized in the January 2004 PV Study. 

(c) Please c o d m  the vol-e collapse limits presented in Table 1 of the January 
2004 PV Study Report (TSGT 000798) were based on the point9f-collapse 
on the PV curves and not based on a MW level 5% lower than the MW level 
at the poht-of-collapse on the PV curves. 

identify the specific load model (see TSGT 00034-00035) used for 
d v e  (i.e,, d power) and -rive power loads in the San Luis Valley in the 
January 2004 PV Study. 

(e) Please identify *&er San Luis Valley loads were modeled on the low-side 
TSGT 00034) in the J a n w  2004 PV 

oarS tap c h g e m  on these 
were allow& to d ~ g  the caldaeon of the PV curves 




