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2016 Summer Reliability Assessment

Preface

The North American Electric Reliability Corporafid&ERCis a notfor-profit international regulatory authorityvhose mission is tassurethe reliability of the

bulk power system(BPS)n North America. NERC develops and enfoRstisibilitySi I Y RIF NR&T | yydz tfe aasSaasSa aSlazyl
BPShrough system awareness; and educates, trzamsl certifies indus& LISNE2Yy Yy St & b9w/ Qa | NBF 2F NBalLRyaAoAat
and the northern portion of Baja CaliforniaMexico. NERC is the electric reliability organizatieROjor North America, subject to oversight by the Federal
EnergyRegulatory CommissigfERQ) Y R 32 GSNY YSy G £ | dzi K2 N& {idclBdes skerg, ownersand Rper@tord 3 tvBPS&hicle Mk & R
more than 334 million peopl&he North American BPS is divided into eRégional Entity (RE) boundzsas shown in the map belowheassessment areas

are shown on pagé. Refer tothe Data Concepts and Assumptions Gifaremore information.
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2016 Summer Reliability Assessment

Overview

Anticipated resources meet the reference margin level in all assessment areas for Summer 2016 as illustrated belowD &Refentecepts and Assumptions
Cuidefor additional information.
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B Anticipated Reserve Margin (%) M Prospective Reserve Margin (%) — Reference Margin Level (%)

2016 Anticipated/ProspectiviReserve Margins Compared to Reference Margin Level



FRCC

The Florida Reliability Coordinating

/| 2dzy OAf Q& oCw/ / 0
30 RegionalEntity Division members
and 23Member ServicesDivision
members composed afivestorowned
utilities (IOUs), cooperative systems,
municipal utilities, power marketers,
and independent power producers.
FRCC is divided into 10 Balancing
Authorities with 70 registered entities
(both members and nonmembers)
performing the functions ientified in
the NERC Reliability Functional Model
and defined in the NERC Reliability
Standards. The Region contains a
population of over 16 million people
and has a geographic coverage of
about 50,000 square miles over Florid

Cw/ 200@BSummer Assessment
provides more information
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On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix

= (G3as
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Petroleum
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= Renewables

FRCC Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and ReseMargins 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SH
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 46,452 47,654 2.59%
Demand Respons@vailable 3,101 2,924 -5.71%

Net Internal Demand 43,351 44,730 3.18%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 53,673 53,110 -1.05%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 1,237 -

Net Firm Capacity Transfers 2,026 1,260 -37.81%
Anticipated Resources 55,699 55,607 -0.16%
ExistingOther Capacity 492 505 2.75%
Prospective Resources 56,190 56,112 -0.14%
Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 28.48% 24.32% -4.17
Prospective Reserve Margin 29.62% 25.45% -4.17
Reference Margihevel 15.00% 15.00% 0.00

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 24 percent, which is above the reference me

level of 15 percent.



https://www.frcc.com/Reliability/Shared%20Documents/NERC%20Summer%20Assessments/FRCC%202016%20Summer%20Assessment_RECCF%20approved%205_25_2016.pdf

MISO

TheMidcontinent Independent System
Operator, Inc. (MISO) is a nfutr-

profit, memberbased organization
administering wholesale electricity
markets that provide customers with
valued service; reliable, coesffective
systems and operations; dependable
and transparent prices; open access tt
markets; and planning for loAgrm
efficiency. MISO manages energy,
reliability, and operating reserve
markets that consist of 36 local
Balancing Authorities and 394 market
participants, serving approximately 42
million customers. Although parts of
MISOfall in three NERC Regions, MR(
is responsible for coordinating data an
AYF2NXIGA2Y &dzo YA
reliability assessments.
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MISO Resource Adequacy Data *

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margins 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
DemandProjections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 127,319 126,081 -0.97%
Demand Respons@vailable 5,031 4,923 -2.15%

Net Internal Demand 122,288 121,158 -0.92%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 144,388 142,343 -1.42%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 0 -

Net Firm Capacity Transfers -56 627 1217.11%
Anticipated Resources 144,332 142,970 -0.94%
ExistingOther Capacity 2,354 1,351 -42.60%
Prospective Resources 146,686 144,321 -1.61%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 18.03% 18.00% -0.02
Prospective Reserve Margin 19.95% 19.12% -0.83
Reference Margin Level 14.30% 15.20% 0.90

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 18 percent, which is above the reference

margin level of 15.2 percent.

1  MISO will be holding aummer eadiness workshothat reviews resource and transmission

adequacy, operating procedures, and overall reliability of the BPS.

*The load and resources in tiid-continent Area Power PodWIAPP Assessment Area, previously part of MR&je been
integrated primarily intoSPP, with smaller portions integrated into MISO and WECC (WiAAJevelopment should be
considered when comparing 2015 and 2016 SRA data.



https://www.misoenergy.org/Planning/SeasonalAssessments/Pages/SeasonalAssessments.aspx

MRO-Manitoba

Hydro

Manitoba Hydro is grovincialcrown
corporation that provides electricity to
556,000 customers throughout
Manitoba and natural gas service to
272,000 customers in various
communities throughout southern
Manitoba. The Province of Manitoba is
250,946 squareniles. Manitoba Hydro
is winter peaking. No change in the
footprint area is expected during the
assessment period. Manitoba Hydro is
its ownPlanningCoordinator and
Balancing Authority. Manitoba Hydro i
a coordinating member of MISO. MIS(
is the Reliability Coordinator for
Manitoba Hydro
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On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix

20 1%

o

= Hydro
= Gas
= Coal
= Wind

MRO-Manitoba Hydro Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 3,151 3,312 5.11%
Demand Responsdévailable 0 0 -

Net Internal Demand 3,151 3,312 5.11%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 5,396 5,435 0.73%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 0 -

Net Firm Capacityransfers -1,095 -1,396 -27.49%
Anticipated Resources 4,301 4,039 -6.08%
ExistingOther Capacity 155 109 -29.94%
Prospective Resources 4,456 4,148 -6.91%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 36.00% 21.96% -14.04
Prospective Reserve Margin 41.00% 25.24% -15.76
Reference Margin Level 12.00% 12.00% 0.00

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 22 percent, which is above the reference

margin level of 12 percent.
1 b2 AAIYAFAOI Y
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On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix
Renewable Nameplate Capacity

1,000 1%
@ 750
T
E
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0 Other Renewables
Wind Solar Hydro
M RO' SaSkPOWEI’ B On-Peak Expected Capacity ™ Derated Capacity
Saskatchewan is a province of Canade
and comprises a geographic area of 38%
651,900 square kilometers (251,700
square miles) with approximately 1.1 MRO- SaskPower Resource Adequacy Data
million people. Peak demand is Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir] 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
gxpekrlenhced in tFt]e Wlngzr. The i Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
askatchewan Power Corporation Total Internal Demand (50/50) 3,237 3,482 7.57%
(SaskPower) is thddmnin
Coordinator and Reliabili?y Coordinato Demand Respons@vailable 165 205 24.24%
for the province of Saskatchewan and Net Internal Demand 3,072 3,277 6.67%
is the pFr)incipaI supplier of electricity in Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
the province. SaskPower ipeovincial ExistingCertain Capacity 3,654 3,894 6.57%
crown corporation and under Tier 1. Planned (?apamty 0 0 -
provincial legislationis responsible for Net Firm Capacity Transfers 0 25 -
the reliability oversight of the Anticipated Resources 3,654 3,919 7.25%
Saskatchewan bulk electric system an ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
its interconnections. Prospective Resources 3,654 3,919 7.25%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 18.95% 19.59% 0.64
Prospective Reserve Margin 18.95% 19.59% 0.64
Reference Margin Level 11.00% 11.00% 0.00
Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 19.59 perednth is above the reference
margin level of 11 percent.

1 The seasonal operating reserve marginsSammer 201@re expected to be adequate and no
significant seasonal constraints have been identified
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NPCC-Maritimes

The MaritimesAssessment Areia a
winter-peaking NPC8ubregionthat
contains two BlancingAuthorities. It is
comprised of the Canadian provinces
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and
Prince Edward Island, and the norther
portion of Mane, which is radially
connected to the New Brunswick
power system. The area covers 58,00!
square miles, with a total population of
1.9 million people.
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NPCC-Maritimes Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRAs. 2016 SRA
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 3,748 3,307 -11.77%
Demand Responsdévailable 312 362 16.03%

Net Internal Demand 3,436 2,945 -14.29%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 5,485 5,398 -1.59%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 163 0 -100.00%
Net Firm Capacity Transfers 0 0 -
Anticipated Resources 5,648 5,398 -4.43%
ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
Prospective Resources 5,648 5,398 -4.43%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 64.38% 83.29% 18.92
Prospective Reserve Margin 64.38% 83.29% 18.92
Reference Margin Level 15.00% 20.00% 5.00

Highlights

1 Theanticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 83 percent, which is above the referenc

margin level of 20 percent.

1 Maritimes is predominantly a wintgueaking area with summer load accounting for 65 perce

of total winter peak load.

1 No system reliabilitghallenges are anticipated during Summer 2016.

Other Renewables



NPCC-New England

ISO New England (ISME) Inc. is a
regional transmission organizatidhat
servesConnecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rho
Island, and Vermont. It is responsible
for the reliable dayto-day operation of

bS¢g 9y3IflyRQA o dz
and transmission system and also
administers theareaQa ¢ K2f Sa
electricity markés and manages the
comprehensive planning of the
regional BPS. The New England
regional electric power system serves
approximately 14.5 million people ovel
68,000 square miles.
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On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix

4% 1%

4%
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22%

Pumped Storage

6% = (Gas
Petroleum
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14%, = Coal
= Hydro
13% = Biomass

Other Renewables

Demand, Resource, and ReseMargins 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SK
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 26,710 26,704 -0.02%
Demand Respons@vailable 638 557 -12.70%

Net Internal Demand 26,072 26,147 0.29%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 30,239 30,196 -0.14%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 87 33 -62.07%

Net Firm Capacity Transfers 1,237 1,062 -14.15%
Anticipated Resources 31,563 31,291 -0.86%
ExistingOther Capacity 262 290 10.69%
Prospective Resources 31,825 31,581 -0.77%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 21.06% 19.67% -1.39
Prospective Reserve Margin 22.07% 20.78% -1.28
Reference Margin Level 15.00% 17.60% 2.60

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 19.67 percent, which is above the refer

margin level of 17.6 percent.

1 New England is experiencing accelerated integration of roddtiar photovoltaic (PV)

generation, which presents unique demand forecasting challenges.
1 Natural gas remains the predominant source of fuel, and fuel deliverability will be monitore

throughout the summer.
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NPCC-New York

The New York Independent System
Operator (NYISO) is the onlgl8ncing
Authority within the state of New York
(NYBA). NYISO is a sirgfigte 1SO that
was formed as the successor to the
New York Power Pobla consortium of
the eight IQJst in 1999. NYISO
manages the New York State
transmission grid, encompassing
approximately 11,000 miles of
transmission lines over 47,000 square
miles and serving the electric needs of
19.5 millionpeople New York
experienced its allime peak load of
33,956 MW in the summer of 2013.
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NPCC-New York Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SK
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 33,567 33,360 -0.62%
Demand Responsdévailable 1,124 1,248 11.02%

Net Internal Demand 32,443 32,112 -1.02%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 38,700 38,535 -0.43%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 0 -

Net Firm Capacity Transfers 2,522 1,769 -29.87%
Anticipated Resources 41,222 40,304 -2.23%
ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
Prospective Resources 41,222 40,304 -2.23%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reservblargin 27.06% 25.51% -1.55
Prospective Reserve Margin 27.06% 25.51% -1.55
Reference Margin Level 17.00% 17.50% 0.50

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 25.51 percent, which is above the refe

margin level ofL7.5 percent.

1 New York anticipates three transmission projects to be completed in Summer 2016 to sug
transfer capability into southeast New York.

1 Congestion in western New York is expected to increase, restricting imports from Ontario

Other Renewables
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\ On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix
Renewable Nameplate Capacity
9,000 4%
. 7500 7%
g j’gg Nuclear
[+11] ! u
= 3,000 21% a4% - (Hsjzro
\ 1,500 Petroleum
0 Other Renewables
Wind Solar Hydro
N PCC- Ontaﬂo B On-Peak Expected Capacity M Derated Capacity
Oyl NA2Qa St SOGNR«
covers an area of 415,000 square mile 24%
and serves the power needs of more
than 13 millionpeople. Ontario is NPCC-Ontario Resource Adequacy Data
interconnected electrically with Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
Québec, MR@anitoba, states in Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
MISO (Minnesota and Michigan), and Total Internal Demand (50/50) 22,991 22,587 -1.76%
NPCENew York. Demand Responsévailable 591 674 14.06%
Net Internal Demand 22,400 21,913 -2.17%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 27,477 25,940 -5.59%
Tier 1 Planned Capacity 218 370 70.21%
Net Firm Capacity Transfers 0 0 -
Anticipated Resources 27,695 26,310 -5.00%
ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
Prospective Resources 27,695 26,310 -5.00%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 23.64% 20.07% -3.57
Prospective Reserve Margin 23.64% 20.07% -3.57
Reference Margin Level 19.50% 17.55% -1.95
Highlights

1 Theanticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 20.07 percent, which is above the refel
margin level of 17.55 percent.
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NPCC-Québec

The Québedssessment Are@Province
of Québec) is a wintepeaking NPCC
subregionthat covers 595,391 square
miles with a population of eight
million. Québec is one of the four NER
interconnections in North America,
with ties to Ontario, New York, New
England, andhe Maritimes, consisting
either of HVdc ties or radial generatior
or load to and from neighboring
systems.

Renewable Nameplate Capacity
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NPCC-Québec Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA v2016 SRA
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 21,203 20,833 -1.74%
Demand Respons@vailable 0 0 -

Net Internal Demand 21,203 20,833 -1.74%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 33,645 34,048 1.20%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 5 0 -100.00%
Net Firm Capacity Transfers -1,955 -1,947 0.41%
Anticipated Resources 31,696 32,101 1.28%
ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
Prospective Resources 31,696 32,101 1.28%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 49.49% 54.08% 4.60
Prospective Reserve Margin 49.49% 54.08% 4.60
Reference Margin Level 11.70% 11.60% -0.10

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 54.08 percent, which is above the refert

marginlevel of 11.6 percent.

1 No particular resource adequacy problems are forecasteddime system is wintepeaking.
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PJM

PJMInterconnection is a regional
transmission organization (RTO) that
coordinates the movement of
wholesale electricity in all or parts of
Delaware, lllinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, Nort
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Tennessee, ginia, West Virginia, and
the District of Columbia. PIsérves 61
million people and covers 243,417
square miles. PJM is a Balancing
Authority, Planning Coordinator,
Transmission Planner, Resource
Planner, Interchange Authority,
Transmission Operator, dmsmission
Service Provider, and Reliability
Coordinator.

Renewable Nameplate Capacity
8,000

2016 Summer Reliability Assessment

6,000

4,000

Megawatts

2,000

Wind Solar Hydro

B On-Peak Expected Capacity ™ Derated Capacity

& _

19%

33%

On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix

6%

m Coal

= (Gas
Nuclear
Petroleum

= Renewables

PJM Resource Adequacy Data

Demand, Resource, and Reserve Margir 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Totallnternal Demand (50/50) 155,544 152,131 -2.19%
Demand Responsdvailable 7,780 8,777 12.81%

Net Internal Demand 147,764 143,354 -2.98%
Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 173,612 179,360 3.31%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 0 -

Net Firm Capacity Transfers 2,624 5,353 104.00%
Anticipated Resources 176,236 184,713 4.81%
ExistingOther Capacity 0 0 -
Prospective Resources 176,236 184,713 4.81%
Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) AnnualDifference
Anticipated Reserve Margin 19.27% 28.85% 9.58
Prospective Reserve Margin 19.27% 28.85% 9.58
Reference Margin Level 15.60% 16.40% 0.80

Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 28&%ent, which is above the reference

margin level of 16.4 percent.

1 Sfficient capacity and demand response resouricas been securetb cover reserve

requirements

1 Sufficient future eserve requirementare expected andmanticipated reliability concesexist.



SERC

ERC is a summpeakingassessment
areathat covers approximately
308,900 square miles and serves a
population estimated at 39.4 million.
SERC is divided into thrassessment
aress: SERE, SERN, and SERSE.
The SERRegion includes 11aBancing
Authorities Alcoa Power Generating,
IncgYadkin Division (Yadkin),
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.
(AECI), Duke Energy Carolinas and Di
Energy Progress (Duke), Electric
Energy, Inc. (EEI), LG&E and KU
Services Compar(gs agent for
Louisville Gas and Electric (LG&E) ani
Kentucky Utilities (KU)), PowerSouth
Energy Cooperative (PowerSouth),
South Carolina Electric & Gas Compal
(SCE&G), South Carolina Public Servi
Authority (Santee Cooper, SCPSA),
Southern Company Seces, Inc.
(Southern), and Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA).
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On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix
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Demand, Resource, and 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs.
Reserve Margins SN SIS SIeRsls SERC Total| SERC Total 2016 SRA
Demand Projections Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Net Change (%)
Total Internal Demand (50/50) 42,755 42,148 47,091 131,395 131,994 0.46%
Demand Responsdévailable 637 1,787 2,216 4,718 4,640 -1.65%

Net Internal Demand 42,118 40,361 44,875 126,677 127,354 0.53%
Resource Projections Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Megawatts | Net Change (%)
ExistingCertain Capacity 50,606 49,549 61,377 163,748 161,532 -1.35%

Tier 1 Planned Capacity 0 1,148 727 672 1,875 179.17%
Net Firm Capacity Transfers -504 -1,108 -1,521 -2,636 -3,133 -18.85%
Anticipated Resources 50,102 49,589 60,583 161,784 160,274 -0.93%
ExistingOther Capacity 42 2,023 296 1,319 2,361 79.02%
Prospective Resources 50,144 51,612 60,878 163,103 162,635 -0.29%
Planning Reserve Margins Pe(cr;(:)()ant Percent (%) | Percent (%) | Percent (%) | Percent (%) D'i?fr;rr]gr?::e
Anticipated Reserve Margin 18.96% 22.86% 35.00% 27.71% 25.85% -1.86
Prospective Reserve Margin 19.06% 27.88% 35.66% 28.75% 27.70% -1.05
Reference Margin Level 15.00% 15.00% 15.00% 15.00% 15.00% 0.00

Highlights

91 All areas are above the reference reserve margin of 15 percent:

A SEREE forecasts anticipated reserve margins of 19 percent.

A SERM forecasts anticipated reserve margins of 22.86 percent.
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\ On-Peak Expected Capacity: Generation Mix
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Southwest Power Pool (SPP) Planning 38%

Coordinator footprint covers 575,000
square miles and encompasses all or

parts of Arkansas, lowa, Kansas, SPP Resource Adequacy Data *
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, Demand, Resource, and Reserve Marging 2015 SRA 2016 SRA 2015 SRA vs. 2016 SR
Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, Nortl Demand Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Tex: Total Internal Demand (50/50) 50,529 53,430 5.74%
and Wyoming. The SPP Lehgrm Demand Responsévailable 1,284 785 -38.86%
RTINS R e o e Net Internal Demand 49,245 52,645 6.90%
Rlanning Coordinator footprint, which Resource Projections Megawatts (MW) | Megawatts (MW) Net Change (%)
S:;EZ;?:;Oértn:teysl\%r\:vvgitsgztﬁéﬂ ExistingCertain Capacity 63,605 67,649 6.36%
Organization Region1al Entity, and Tier 1_ Planned (?apacity 1,293 0 -100.00%
Western Electricity Coordinating Net_ F_wm Capacity Transfers 1,533 -447 -129.18%
BT he SRR eeneE ma A An_tlc.lpated Resourcgs 66,431 67,2@ 1.16%
footprint has approximately 61,000 EX|st|nthher Capacity 0 0 _
miles of transmission lines, 756 Prospgctlve Resources. 66,431 67,2@ 1.1§%
generating plants, and 4,811 Planning Reserve Margins Percent (%) Percent (%) Annual Difference
transmissiorclass substations, and it Anticipated Reservblargin 34.90% 27.65% -7.25
serves gopulation of 18 million people. Prospective Reserve Margin 34.90% 27.65% -7.25
Reference Margin Level 13.60% 13.60% 0.00
Highlights

1 The anticipated reserve margin is forecasted to be 28 percent, which is above the refarargie
level of 13.6 percent.

1 The SPP footprint now includes the former MRIBPP, affecting their overall reserve margins.

*The load and resources in the MAREsessment Area, previously part of MRO &) integrated primarily into SPP, with
smaller portions integrated into MISO and WECC (WAMS) development should be considered when comparing 218016
SRA data.












