





TABLE 1 (Comt“d)

DICKEY-LINCOLMW SCHOOL LAKES

Annual Benefits Based on 3-1/4% and 6-3/8%

(Oct. 1976 Price Levels)

3-1/4%
Annual Benefits —
Peaking Power (15.4% Capacity Factor)
874,000 kw x .91 x $29.50 $23,463,000
1,182,600,000 kwh x .933 x $.031§ 34,756,000

Intermediate Power (42.9% Capacity Factor)

70,000 kw x .91 x $63.25 4,029,000
262,800,000 kwh x .933 x $.026 6,375,000
Downstream
350,000,000 kwh x $.010 3,500,000
Subtotal Power $72,123,000
Recreation 1,250,000
Redevelopment 1,240,000
Prevention of Flood Damages 507,000
TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFITS $76,120,000
TOTAL ANNUAL COSTS $36,251,000
Benefit-Cost Ratio 2,1 to 1
T ) (2.07)

6-3/8%

$23,463,00
,7786,60

d
0

4,029,000
&,375,808

_ 3,500,060
$72,123,000

1,250,060
1,980,000
___ 507,000
$75,860,000
$61,051,600

1 1

.2 6
(1.23)

1/ The .91 and .933 factors noted in power benefit analysis reflect
estimated reductiom in capacity and energy outputs due to transmission

line l1033eS$.
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TABLE 11

DICKEY-LINCOLN SCHOOL LAKES
ECONOMIC EFFICIENCY ANALYSIS

3-1/4% 6-3/8%
Power Alternative 1y
Peaking
874,000 kw x .91 x $11.25 § 8,848,000
x $15.00 $hh.930,000
1,182,600,000 kwh x .933 x $.0315 34,756,000 34,756,000
1.182.600.000 kwh x .933 x $.0315 34.756,000 34.756,000
Intermediate
Intermediate $24. 50 1561068
70,000 kw x .91 x $24. » 3B1
x $32.50 2,079,000
262,800,000 kwh x .933 x $.026 6,375,000 6,375,000
262,800,000 kwh x .933 x $.026 6,375,000 6,375,000
Downstream
Downstream
350,000,000 kwh x $.010 3,500,000 3,500,000
350,000,000 kwh x $.010 3,500,000 3,500,000
Subtotal Power $55,140,000 $58.631,000
Subtotal Power $55.140.000 $58.631,000
Recreation 2/ 1.250,000 1.250.000
Recreation U 1,250,000 1,250,000
Redevelopment 2/ 1.240.000 1.980.000
Redevelopment 11 1,240,000 1,980,000
Flood Control 2/ 507,000 - ’507,000
FTood Control V 507,000 507,000
TOTAL ALTERNATIVE COSTS $68,137,000 62,368,000
ANNUAL CHARGES - Bi@kg%;%iﬁ&@iﬂ 36,251,000 81,081,006
COMPARABILETY RATIO 1.6 to 1 1.62 %8 1
(1..60)

1/ The .91 and .933 factors noted in power benefit analysis vefleet

estimated reduction in capacity and energy outputs due to WHransmissien
line losses.

2/ Recreation, redevelopment and flood eoentrei benefits whieh are provided
incidentally to constructiom of Dickey-Lincelm Sehesl weuld be F%EBQ@
by the alternative. Therefore, the values ef these benefits are adde
to the alternative in erder to ebtain a valid coOMPAFISON-
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