SN-03 BPA Data Response

Request No.:
CR-YA-BPA: 056

Request:
Witnesses:
Conger, Wagner, Lovell

Exhibit: 
SN-03-E-BPA-07, Testimony of Conger, Wagner, Lovell, page 4, line 3.

Please provide any data, analysis, documentation and related material related to this decision.  We would also like any information on the changes in the costs that BPA assumed for ENW, the Bureau of Reclamation, and the Corps of Engineers in the 2000 rate case and BPA’s SN-CRAC assumptions that these costs will not change in 2003-2006.

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

Response:

This data request is a multiple question request that should have been written out in separate data requests.  BPA will respond to this request by first addressing information on the changes in the costs that BPA assumed for ENW, the Bureau of Reclamation, and the Corps of Engineers in the 2000 rate case and secondly, by addressing BPA’s decision that the risks of changes in the 2003 to 2006 levels of these costs are not large enough to require modeling.

BPA documented in the Risk Analysis Study and Risk Analysis Study Documentation for its May 2000 rate proposal, the probability and cost deviation risk assumed in the Non-Operating Risk Model (NORM) for ENW, the Bureau of Reclamation, and the Corps of Engineers in the 2000 rate case.  See WP-02-FS-BPA-03 at 20 and WP-02-FS-BPA-03A at 189.

BPA’s decision in the SN CRAC rate case that the risks of changes in the 2003 to 2006 expense levels for ENW, the Bureau of Reclamation, and the Corps of Engineers, given BPA’s commitment to cost control, are not large enough to require modeling is based on the Testimony of the Overview and Management Direction panel.  See Keep et al, SN-03-E-BPA-04 at 9, lines 14-21.
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