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Elcon Comments Received 11/25/15
Transmission Load Service

From: Michael Raschio

Sent: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:42 AM
To: Tech Forum

Subject: Transmission Load Service questionnaire

Here are my comments on the Nov 18 Questionnaire on Transmission Load Service
1. Yes, Continue with 1 in 2 NCP.

2, 60 Percent contract demand or b. Highest impact per flowgate.

3. c. contract demand or historical peak, whichever is lower.

4. Yes using adjusted nameplate output.

5. c. Inc or Dec all resources pro rata. | suggest that you take the

2017 ATC base case and instead of reducing the FCRPS and Mid-C plants for
load/resource balance, BPA try the Pro-rata approach and compare the results to see
how this assumption would impact ATC.

6. At present | agree with encumbrance of ATC for aggregate regional load growth.
The only issue would be it there is a large load growth do to Server Farms in one
area that could impact over all percentages. Perhaps BPA could run to sets of cases
at 2 years out an

7 years out and compare methods.

7. aorc

8. As mentioned in 5 above, | believe it would be beneficial to run some test cases
using the various assumptions on the existing 2017 ATC base cases and see how
they compare, and check to see if results are reasonable.

BPA needs to eliminate the large fluctuations on ATC that occurs from year to year
from modeling assumptions and how BPA adjusts generation for load/resource
balance. Examples of this are the increases of over

1000 MW on the North of Hanford and North of John Day paths in the

2017 ATC base cases.

I would be glad to discuss this further if you have questions or need additional input.

Mike Rascho
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