April 9, 2021		Page 1 of 1


GEORGIA POWER COMPANY
Docket No. 29849
Staff Data Request No. STF-198

STF-198-8

Question:

Please provide, electronically, all workpapers, supporting documents, market research used in developing the assumptions for the alternative Combined Cycle generating unit in the cost to complete analysis.  
a. Please provide a summary table describing the generic unit assumptions, including but not limited to: lead time, configuration, capacity, heat rate, capital costs, fixed OM, variable OM, capacity factor, transmission investments as well as the detailed revenue requirement derivations. 

b. For each assumption discussed in part a above, provide the source of the assumption and indicate how it compares to the latest assumptions from the Company’s current capacity RFP for a similar CC resource.

Response:

a. The alternative Combined Cycle (“CC”) generation assumptions used in the cost to complete analysis presented in the 24th VCM are developed similarly to those of the 23rd VCM with refreshed inputs for Budget year 2021.  The relevant technical data is contained in electronic Trade Secret (“TS”) Attachment STF-198-8.  Detailed revenue requirements for the alternative CC are contained in attachment “TS - SAM  40 Yr CC with Recurring Cap – 24th VCM” filed in the Company’s response to STF-198-1.

b. The Company’s evaluation of the Capacity RFP is active and ongoing. All information relative to the Capacity RFP, including any information concerning the status and types of facilities proposed, is covered by the Commission’s RFP rules, is not public information, and cannot be shared across dockets. Therefore, it is not appropriate to discuss specific evaluation assumptions or even whether any CC proposals were received in response to the Capacity RFP.  

In general, the CC used in the cost to complete analysis developed for the 24th VCM is a generic, repeatable, system-weighted CC that is not site specific. However, the assumptions for the generic, repeatable, system-weighted CC would be informed by projects currently under evaluation by the Company, if any. In contrast, any Company-owned proposal considered in the Capacity RFP, if any, would be site specific and not necessarily considered a generic, repeatable option.
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