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Financial

Cuomo’s call for faster grid siting thin on details, 
good in concept, say experts
January 13, 2014 
By Esther Whieldon

New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo’s recent call for a speedier siting pro-
cess for certain electric transmission lines is a good idea in concept but 
the devil will be in the details when it comes to just how useful it will 
be in practice, according to transmission experts.

Cuomo in his annual State of the State address on Jan. 8 noted that 
it can take up to two years to get a new transmission project approved 
and that some local communities are concerned about proposed proj-
ects coming close to their areas. To remedy those concerns, Cuomo 
called for an expedited approval process for transmission projects that 
are built within state-owned or existing transmission rights of way. The 
new process could cut the approval time for such projects down to 10 
months, Cuomo said.

But the speech was light on details and Cuomo’s office was not im-
mediately able to flesh out the plan.

Regardless of the specifics, “it’s just generally a very encouraging 
message that he appreciates the significance of this particular part of 
the infrastructure,” said Jim Hoecker, who is outside counsel to WIRES, 
a former FERC chairman and senior counsel and energy strategist at 
Husch Blackwell LLP. WIRES is also known as the Working Group for 
Investment in Reliable and Economic Electric Systems.

“There are a lot of resources that just cannot reach New York and, as 
a result, New York City and surrounding environs have very high rates,” 
Hoecker said in an interview. Cuomo’s statement appears to be “the 
product of a decade or two of some very frustrating experiences” with 
transmission siting and rate disparities, Hoecker said.

National Grid USA spokesman Fred Kuebler in a Jan. 13 interview said 
it would be premature to speculate as to whether Cuomo’s plan would 
actually help, given that the governor has yet to outline exactly how he 

intends to make it happen or how he will account for all the other mov-
ing parts related to transmission project funding and siting.

National Grid is in favor of anything that speeds up the siting pro-
cess, he said, adding that “there are so many other things that go into 
transmission” development, such as FERC return on equity and state 
rate recovery proceedings, project funding and scope of work efforts.

National Grid USA is a subsidiary of National Grid plc. Its transmission 
and distribution assets in New York are known legally in the state as 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.

If Cuomo’s plan comes to fruition, New York would not be the first to 
experiment with faster transmission siting.

Developers of projects in Illinois can select to have the Illinois Com-
merce Commission review siting requests on an expedited process 
under Section 8-406.1 of the Illinois Public Utilities Act. That process, 
created by the state General Assembly in 2010, requires the commission 
to rule on an application within 150 days, although it may extend the 
deadline by another 75 days. 

Ameren Corp. affiliate Ameren Transmission Co. of Illinois used the 
process for most of its proposed 375-mile, 345-kV Illinois Rivers project. 
But the decision may have initially backfired on the company because 
the state commission rejected construction of two segments in the 
middle of the project due to a lack of time to work out certain issues. 
Ameren has asked the commission to reconsider the decision.

Private developer Transmission Developers Inc., which is working 
on a high-voltage, direct-current transmission line proposal from the 
U.S.-Canada border to outside of New York City declined to comment, 
and New York City utility Consolidated Edison Co. of New York Inc., a 
subsidiary of Consolidated Edison Inc., did not respond to requests for 
comment. The New York Public Service Commission was not immedi-
ately available for comment       i


