SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 066

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide any documentation or analysis that describes how BPA’s estimates were developed.

Please explain your answer and provide all relevant documentation and analyses, including email and other correspondence.

Response:

Please see BPA’s response to Request No. CR-YA-BPA: 099.

April 10, 2003

SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 067

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide any descriptions regarding the BPA public review and participation process for these budget estimates.

Please explain your answer and provide all relevant documentation and analyses, including email and other correspondence.

Response:

Please see BPA’s response to Request No. CR-YA-BPA: 017.

April 10, 2003

SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 068

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide any analysis, documentation, or related material regarding whether the risks cited by the Administrator have been reduced to the point that a 50% TPP is now acceptable.
Please explain your answer and provide all relevant documentation and analyses, including email and other correspondence.

Response:
It is not clear what “risks cited by the Administrator” is referring to.  The cited passage discusses the reason for using 13 Fish & Wildlife Alternatives in the May 2000 rate case and explains why using a single Fish & Wildlife “alternative” in the SN CRAC rate case is appropriate.  Keep, et al. (SN-03-E-BPA-04, page 14, lines 3 – 12) discusses the decision to use a 50% three-year TPP standard in this rate case.  That decision was not based on reductions in the financial risk posed by Fish & Wildlife funding uncertainty.  

April 10, 2003

SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 069

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide any data, analysis, or related material on the uncertainties that BPA evaluated related to changes in fish and wildlife costs as a result of the FCRPS Biological Opinion check-ins in 2003 and 2005 and any changes as a result of litigation.

Please explain your answer and provide all relevant documentation and analyses, including email and other correspondence.

Response:

Please see BPA’s response to Request No. CR-YA-BPA: 051.

April 10, 2003

SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 070

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide data on the public process, decision process, and record of decision for this change.

Please explain your answer and provide all relevant documentation and analyses, including email and other correspondence.

Response:

Please see BPA’s response to Request No. CR-YA-BPA: 099.  In addition no formal record of decision exists on this change.  

April 10, 2003

SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 071

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, p. 3, ln. 4-16.

Please provide any analysis that BPA prepared on the CRITFC cost estimates.  Please provide any BPA comments on the cost estimates developed by CRITFC.
Response:

See the attached December 5, 2000 letter from Donald Sampson to Steve Wright and Dona Darm, CR-BPA-071A.pdf, and the January 25, 2001 letter Steve Wright to Donald Sampson, CR-BPA-071B.doc.  

April 10, 2003

