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Relieves the interregional transmission grid
constraints for the nation’s electricity supply to
meet the growing needs of economy in a cost
effective and sustainable manner

Enables more economic build out of renewables
O Provides access to regions with rich and effective
renewable production based on matured
technology, known cost and characteristics
O Encourage renewable growth in regions with
promising quality renewable production

Strengthens system resilience
O The ability of the system to face a catastrophic
event with minimal consequence, continued
operation, and quick recovery
O Post-event nodal energy price fluctuation is an
indicator of energy infrastructure resilience

Facilitate CO, emission reduction

# Under Case B1, inter-regional transmission investments Localized decision making
over 40 year planning period facilitates cheap renewable Influence of local economic development policies

growth in west and transfer it to load centers in the east Cost allocation
Market impacts of transmission investment

Difficulty of obtaining right-of-way
Future scenarios which lower the need for

transmission
O High DG penetration
O High non-renewable penetration

Dependence on technology improvement

Possible Paths

Market driven investment
Federal initiative

Increased coordination
Generaton Corsumpion O Government, industry and advocacy groups
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