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Stakeholder Meeting 
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Black Hills Energy-SD Service Center, Rapid City, SD 57702 
 

Attendees: 
 
Attending in person:  
Jon Cichosz (BHC) 
Jim Farby (BHC) 
Jacki Welbig (BHC) 
Wes Wingen (BHC) 
Michael Lundy (BHC) 
 
 
Attending by phone conference: 
Bret Jones (BHC) 
Charles Shue (BHC) 
Chris Neil (OCC) 
 
 
TCPC Stakeholder Meeting Agenda: 
 
• Welcome and Introductions 
• BHCE Updates  
• Ten-Year Transmission Plan  
• Generator Interconnection Queue 
• Regulatory Update 
• 2016 Planning Study Scope 
• Power flow Results 
• Transient Stability Results 
• Short Circuit Results 
• Stakeholder Input & Questions 
 

TCPC Meeting Notes 
 
Jon Cichosz gave the presentation which included an overview of the TCPC and CCPG study 
groups, electrical power delivery system, ongoing Colorado regulatory efforts, study scope along 
with the study years, seasons, and sensitivities that will be studied.  Also the 10-year plan, LGI 
Queue, the type of planning studies performed, and the study results were presented.  
 
 
Stakeholder comments: 
 

Question: Didn’t the Commission revise the filing date for SB-100 to align with the Rule 3627 
date in February 2018? (Neil) 



Response: That may be correct. The Commission was given the authority to revise the filing 
deadline for SB-100 but it is uncertain whether or not they actually moved it. This will be followed 
up on. (Wingen) 

  
Question: PSCo’s contract with Lamar DC Tie expired in 2013 and the do not mention 
renewal of that. Do you know if power has flowed on the Lamar DC Tie? (Neil) 
Response:  It has been unavailable lately. One of the reasons for this scenario is to test the 
impacts of the bookend scenarios in terms of what is capable of occurring. (Farby) 

 
Comment: The contract for CO Green expires in 2018 and it is unclear what will occur after 
that. More information should be available after PSCo’s ERP proceeding. (Neil)  

 
Question: Did the overloads in the Canon City area coincide with the results of the CCPG 
study? (Farby) 
Response: Most of these overloads were due to P6 contingencies and CCPG did not evaluate 
P6 events. Certain P4 events did cause similar overloads in the CCPG analysis. (Cichosz) 
 
Question: Does the West Station-West Canon project address the overloads in the Canon 
City area? (Neil) 
Response: Previous analyses have shown that these issues are addressed. There will be a 
dedicated study early in 2017 to focus on this project specifically. (Farby/Wingen) 
 
Question: What is the status of the upgrades on the 69 kV line to Skinner. (Neil) 
Response: We have addressed the maintenance-related items already. We performed a review 
of the line design and we are tentatively planning to address structures in a focus area on that 
line in 2017. (Wingen) 
 
Question: PSCo’s Interconnection Queue contains 1000+ MW of generation that could be 
added in the Pueblo area.  Are we considering what might that do to our system? The single 
largest project is 240 MW. (Neil) 
 
Response: We do coordinate with our neighbors on LGI studies, but those impacts are often 
limited to single projects. The DEEP Subcommittee is looking at generic resource injections at 
Comanche, Boone and Midway. The results of that subcommittee may inform this question 
more, but we are aware of the potential impacts of new generation in the area and are engaged 
in related discussions. (Wingen) 
 

 
Jon Cichosz asked for further questions or comments from the meeting participants. There 
being none, the TCPC meeting adjourned. 
 
 
 


