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SUMMARY

This report describes the 1983 version of the Railbelt Electricity Demand
(RED) model, a partial end-use/econometric model for forecasting electricity
consumption in Alaska's Railbelt region through the year 2010. It contains
complete documentation of the modeling approach, structure of the eguations,
and selection of parameter values. In addition, information is presented on
the data bases used, supporting research, model output, and the Battelle=-
Northwest residential energy-use survey conducted in the Railbelt during March
and April, 1981. This survey was used to help calibrate the model.

RED has several unique capabilities:’ a Monte Carlo simulator for analysis
of uncertainty in key parameter values, a fuel price adjustment mechanism that
incorporates the impacts of fuel prices on demand, and the capability to
explicitly consider government subsidized investments in conservation
measures. The 1983 version contains the following features:

® an aggregate business electricity consumption forecasting
methodology that is based on the model's own forecast of commercial,
light industrial, and govermment building stock

® calibration of the Residential sector end uses, appliances
saturation, and fuel mode splits on actual data

@ a variable price elasticity adjustment mechanism to faithfully
reflect consumer response to electricity, gas, and fuel oil prices
in both the Residential and Business Sectors

® a3 Housing Module that transforms a forecast of the total number of
regional households into forecasts of the occupied and unoccupied
housing stock by four types of housing units

® parameters updated to reflect 1980 Census information and
construction and energy market activity between 1980 and 1982, as
well as additional energy research performed in several other parts
of the country

e two load centers, Anchorage-Cook Inlet and Fairbanks-Tanana Valley

i ARLIS
Alaska Resources

{ jbrary & Informanon Services
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a report-writing module that reports price elasticities and price

effects on consumption {price-induced conservation and fuel switch-
ing), as well as households served, saturation of appliances, elec-
tricity consumption by sector, peak demand, and the sensitivity of

forecast results to variation of key model parameters.
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1.0 INTRODUCTIOM

This document describes the 1983 version of the Railbelt Electricity
Demand (RED) model, a computer model for forecasting electricity consumption in
Alaska's Railbelt region through the year 2010 (see Figure l.1). The original
version of this model was developed by Battelle, Pacific Northwest Laboratories
(Battelle-Northwest) as part of the Alaska Railbelt Electric Power Alternatives
Study (Railbelt Study). The Railbelt Study was an electric power planning
study performed by Battelle-Northwest for the State of Alaska, Office of the
Governor and the Governor's Policy Review Committee between October 1980 and
December 1982.

In March 1983, Battelle-Northwest was asked by the Harza-Ebasco Susitna
Joint Venture of Anchorage, Alaska to review the RED model structure, to make
appropriate changes, to document the changes, and to validate the model. Our-
ing the update, Harza-Ebasco assisted and guided in the work performed. The 1983
version of the RED model is used as one of a series of linked models to produce
updated forecasts of electrical power needs in the Railbelt over the next
30 years. The other models used in the 1983 update foecasting methodology are
the State of Alaska's PETREV petroleum revenue forecasting model, the
University of Alaska Institute of Social and Economic Research's MAP economic
and population forecasting model, and the Optimized Generation Planning (0OGP)
model for planning the Railbelt electricity generation system and for estimat-
ing electricity costs. Separate documentation is available for those models.
The outcome of the RED update process is contained in this documentation
report. The report contains complete documentation on the model, information
on data bases used in model development, and a section on model validation.

The RED forecasting model documented in this report is a partial end-
use/econometric model, Initial estimates of total residential demand are
derived by forecasting the number of energy-using devices and aggregating their
potential electricity demand into preliminary end-use forecasts. The model
then modifies these preliminary forecasts, using econometric fuel price elas-
ticities, to develop final forecasts of total residential energy consumption.
The model thus uses both technical knowledge of end uses and econometrics to
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produce the residential forecast. The business sector (commercial, small
industrial, and governmént load) is treated similarly. However, because little
information is available on end uses in the business sectors in Alaska, pre-
liminary demand is estimated on an aggregated basis rather than by detailed end
use., Miscellaneous demand is based on the demand of the other three sectors,
while large industrial load and military load is forecasted exogenous]y by the

model user,

Other important features of the model are a mechanism for handling
uncertainty in some of the model parameters, a method for explicitly including
government programs designed to subsidize conservation and consumer-installed
dispersed enerqy options (i.e. microhydro and small wind energy systems), and
the ability to forecast peak electric demand by load center. The 1983 version
of the model recognizes two Toad centers: Anchorage-Cook Inlet (including the
Matanuska-Susitna Borough and the Kenai Penninsula) and Fairbanks-Tanana
Valley. The model produces annual energy and peak demand forecasts for every
fifth year from 1980 to 2010, and then linearly interpolates to derive annual
energy and demand forecasts for years between the five-year forecasts.

To produce a forecast, the model user must supply the model with region-
specific estimates of total employment and total households for each forecast
period. A few statewide variables are also required, such as forecasts of the
age/sex distribution of the state's population. All of these variables are
produced by the University of Alaska Institute of Social and Economic Research
MAP econometric model; however, they can be derived from other sources. The
user must also supply price estimates for natural gas, oil, and electricity.
The estimates used in the 1983 update are consistent with input and output data
of the other models used in the'forecasting methodology. Finally, the model
user may select either ranges or default values for the model's parameters and
may run the model in either a certainty-equivalent or uncertain (Monte Carlo)
mode. The model then produces the forecasts.

This report consists of 13 sections. In Section 2.0 an overview of the
RED model is presented. In Section 3.0 the Uncertainty Module, which provides
the model with Monte Carlo simulation capability, is described. Section 4.0
describes the Housing Module, which forecasts the stock of residential housing
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units by type. These forecasts are used in the electricity demand forecasts of

the Residential Consumption Module, discussed in Section 5.0. Forecasts of
demand in the business sector are produced by the Business Consumption Module,
which is described in Section 6.0. The price adjustment mechanism is the
subject of Chapter 7.0. The effects of government market intervention to
develop conservation and dispersed generation options are covered by the
Program-Induced Conservation Module, Section 8.0. Section 9.0 discusses mis-
cellaneous electricity demand (street 1ighting, second homes, etc.). Large
industrial demand is covered in Section 10.0. The Peak Demand Module, Section
11.0, concerns the relationship between annual electricity consumption and
annual peak demand. Section 12.0 covers model validation, and Section 13.0
provides miscellaneous statistics on Railbelt electrical demand. The report
also includes appendices on the Rattelle-Northwest residential electric energy
survey used to calibrate RED, conservation research conducted by Battelle-
Northwest in support of the study, and model output for the 1983 update.

1.4




2.0 OVERVIEW

The Railbelt Electricity Demand (RED) model is a simulation model designed
to forecast annual electricity consumption for the residential, commercial-
1ight industrial-government, heavy industrial, and miscellaneous end-use
sectors of Alaska's Railbelt region. The model also takes into account
government intervention in the energy markets in Alaska and produces forecasts
of system annual peak demand. In the 1983 version of RED, forecasts of
consumption by sector and system‘peak demand are produced in five-year steps
for two Railbelt load centers:

@ Anchorage-Cook Inlet (including Anchorage, Matanuska-Susitna Borough
and Kenai Peninsula) '

e Fairbanks-Tanana Valley (including the Fairbanks-North Star Borough
and Southeast Fairbanks Census Area).

Between these five-year steps, the model linearly interpolates to estimate
annual energy and peak demand. When run in Monte Carlo mode, the model
produces a sample probability distribution of forecésts of electricity
consumption by end-use sector and peak demand for each load center for each
forecast year: 1985, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010, This distribution of
forecasts can be used for planning electric power generating capacity.

Figure 2.1 shows the basic relationship among the seven modules that
comprise the RED model. The model begins a simulation with the Uncertainty
Module, selecting a trial set of model parameters, which are sent to the other
modules. These parameters include parameters to compute price elasticities,
appliance saturation parameters, and regional load factors. Exogenous
forecasts of population, economic aétivity, and retail prices for fuel oil,
gas, and electricity are used with the trial parameters to produce forecasts of
electricity consumption in the Residential Consumption and Business Consumption
Modules. These forecasts, along with additional trial parameters, are used in
the Policy-Induced Conservation Module to model the effects on electricity
sales of subsidized conservation and dispersed generating options. The revised
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consumption forecasts of residential and business (commercial, small indus-
trial, and government) consumption are used to estimate future miscellaneous
consumption and total electricity sales. Finally, the uarevised and revised
consumption forecasts are used along with a user-supplied estimate of large
industrial load and trial system load factor forecast to estimate peak

demand. The model then returns to start the next Monte Carlo trial, When the
model is run in certainty-equivalent mode, a specific "default" set of
parameters is-used, and only one trial is run,

The RED model produces an output file of trial values for electricity
consumption by sector and system peak demand by year and load center. This
information can be used by the Optimized Generation Planning (0GP) model or
other generation planning model to plan and dispatch electric generating
capacity for each load center and year.

The remainder of this section briefly describes each module. Detailed
documentation of each of the modules is contained in Sections 3.0 through 11.0
of this report.

UNCERTAINTY MODULE

The purpose of the Uncertainty Module is to randomly select values for
individual model parameters that are considered to be key factors underlying
forecast uncertainty. These parameters include the market saturations for
major appliances in the residential sector; the parameters used to compute
price elasticity and cross-price elasticities of demand for electricity in the
residential and business sector; the market penetration of program-induced
conservation and dispersed generating technologies; the intensity of
electricity use per square foot of floor space in the business sector; and the
etectric system load factors for each load center.

These parameters are generated by a Monte Carlo routine, which uses
information on the distribution of each parameter (such as its expected value
and range) and the computer's random number generator to produce sets of
parameter values. Each set of generated parameters represents a “trial." By
running each successive trial set of generated parameters through the rest of
the modules, the model builds distributions of annual electricity consumption

2.3




and peak demand. The end points of the distributions reflect the probable
range of annual electric consumption and peak demand, given the level of
uncertainty.

The Uncertainty Module need not be run every time RED is run. The
parameter file contains "default" values of the parameters that may be used to
conserve computation time.

HOUSING MODULE

The Housing Module calculates the number of households and the stock of
housing by dwelling type in each load center of each forecast year in which the
model is run. Using regional forecasts of households and total population, the
housing stock module first derives a forecast of the number of households
served by electricity in each Toad center. Next, using exogenous statewide
forecasts of household headship rates and the age distribution of Alaska's
population, it estimates the distribution of households by age of head and size
of household for each ioad center. Finally, it forecasts the demand for four
types of housing stock: single family, mobile homes, duplexes, and multifamily
units.

The supp1y of housing is calculated in two steps. First, the supply of
each type of housing from the previous period is adjusted for demolition and
compared to the demand. If demand exceeds supply, construction of additional
housing begins ijmmediately. If excess supply of a given type of housing
exists, the model examines the vacancy rate in all types of houses. Each type
is assumed to have a maximum vacancy rate, If this rate is exceeded, demand is
first reallocated from the closest substitute housing type, then from other
types. The end result is a forecast of occupied housing stock for each load
center for each housing type in each forecast year. This forecast is passed to
the Residential Consumption Module. ’

RESTDENTIAL CONSUMPTION MODULE

The Residential Consumption Module forecasts the annual consumption of
electricity in the residential sector for each 1oad center in each forecast
year. It does not, in general, take into account explicit government
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intervention to promote residential electric energy conservation or self-
sufficiency. Such intervention is covered in the Program-Induced Conservation
Module. The Residential Consumption Module employs an end-use approach that
recognizes nine major end uses of electricity, extra hot water for two of these
appliances, and a "small appliances" category that encompasses a large group of
other end uses. For a given forecast of occupied housing, the Residential
Consumption Module first forecasts the residential appliance stock and the
portion using electricity, stratified by the type of dwelling and vintage of
the appliance. Appliance efficiency standards and average electric consumption
rates are applied to that portion of the stock of each appliance using elec~-
tricity. The stock of each electric appliance is then multipiied by its
corresponding consumption rate to derive a preliminary consumption forecast for
the residential sector. Finally, the Residential Consumption Module receives
exogenous forecasts of residential fuel 0il, natural gas, and electricity
prices, along with "trial" values of parameters used to compute price elastic-
ities and cross~-price elasticities of demand from the Uncertainty Module. It
adjusts the preliminary consumption forecast for both short- and long-run price
effects on appliance use and fuel switching, The adjusted forecast is passed
to the Program-Induced Conservation and Peak Demand Modules.

RISINESS CONSUMPTION MODULE

The Business Consumption Module forecasts the consumption of electricity
by 1oad center in commercial, small industrial, and government uses for each
forecast year (1980, 1985, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010). Direct promotion of
conservation in this sector is covered in the Program-Induced Conservation
Module. Because the end uses of electricity in the commercial, small
industrial and government sectors are more diverse and less known than in the
residential sector, the Business Consumption Module forecasts electrical use on
an aggregate basis rather than by end use. '

RED uses a proxy (the stock of commercial, small industrial floor, and
govermnent space) for the stock of electricity-using capital equipment to
forecast the derived demand for electricity. Using an exogenous forecast of
regional employment, the module forecasts the regional stock of floor space.
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Next, econometric equations are used to predict the inténsity of electricity
use for a given level of floor space in the absence of any relative price
changes, Finally, a price adjustment similar to that in the Residential
Consumption Module is applied to derive a forecast of business electricity
consumption (excluding large industrial demand, which must be exogenously
determined). The Business Consumption Module forecasts are passed to the
Program-Induced ConserVation and Peak Demand Modules.

PROGRAM-INDUCED CONSERVATION MODULE

Because of the potential importance of government intervention in the
marketplace to encourage conservation of energy and substitution of other forms
of energy for electricity, the RED model includes a module that permits
explicit treatment of user-instalied conservation technologies and government
programs that are designed to reduce the demand for utility-generated electric-
ity. This module was designed for analyzing potential future conservation
programs for the State of Alaska and was not used in the 1983 updated
forecasts. The module structure is designed to incorporate assumptions on the
technical performance, costs, and market penetration of electricity-saving
innovations in each end use, 1oad center, and forecast year.  The module
forecasts the aggregate electricity savings by end use, the costs associated
with these savings, and adjusted consumption in the residential and business
sectors.

The Program-Induced Conservation Module performs estimates of payback
period and penetration rate of commercial sector and residential sector
conservation options. In the residential sector, the model user supplies
information to the module on the technical efficiency (electricity savings),
electricity price, and costs of installation. The module then calculates the
internal rate of return on the option to the consumer, as well as the option's
payback period for technologies considered "acceptable" by the user. The
module's payback decision rule 1inks the payback period to a range of market
saturations for the technologies. The savings per installation and market
saturation of each option are used to calculate residential sector electricity
savings and costs. In the business sector, the model user must specify the
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technical potential for new and retrofit energy-saving technologies. The user
must also specify the range of conservation saturation as a percent of total
potential conservation. The Program-Induced Conservation Module then calcu=-
Tates total electricity savings due to market intervention in new and retrofit
applications and adjusts residential and business consumption for each load
center and forecast year.

MISCELLANEQUS CONSUMPTION MODULE

The #iscellaneous Consumption Module forecasts total miscellaneous
consumption for second (recreation) homes, vacant houses, and street
lighting. The module uses the forecast of residential consumption (adjusted
for conservation impacts) to predict electricity demand in second homes and
vacant housing units. The sum of residential and business consumption is used
to forecast street lighting requirements. Finally, all three are summed
together to estimate miscellaneous demand.

PEAK DEMAND MODULE

The Peak Demand Module forecasts the annual peak load demand for
electricity. A two-stage approach using load factors is used. The unadjusted
residential and business consumption, miscellaneous consumption, industrial
demand and load center load factors generated by the Uncertainty Module are
first used to forecast preliminary peak demand. Next, displaced consumption
(electricity savings) calculated by the Program=-Induced Conservation Module is
multiplied by a peak correction factor supplied by the Uncertainty Module to
allocate a portion of electricity savings from conservation to peak demand
periods. The allocated consumption savings are then multiplied by the 1load
factor to forecast peak demand savings, and the savings are subtracted from
peak demand to forecast revised peak demand.

The following sections describe each module of the model in greater
detail.
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3.0 THE UNCERTAINTY MODULE

RED's Uncertainty Module allows the forecaster to incorporate uncertainty
in key parameters'of the RED Model forecast. In other words, the impact of
uncertain parameter values can be reflected in the forecast values.

RED allows generation of key subsets of the full set of parameters. It is
not practical to allow all parameters to vary on all runs of the model, because
the total number of such parameter values required for a single pass through
the model is greater than 1000, For example, if the user wanted to generate 50
values for every uncertain parameter, over 50,000 values would have to be
produced, While this exercise is within RED's capabilities, the cost is very
high. )

MECHANISM

A Monte Carlo routine uses the host computer's pseudo random number
generator to translate user-supplied information on a parameter, such as its
expected value, its range, and its subjective probability distribution, into
random trial parameter values. By producing simulations using several such
randomly generated values of the parameter, the model will yield electricity
consumption forecasts that incorporate each parameter's uncertainty.

INPUTS AND QUTPUTS

The Uncertainty Module requires three basic inputs:
¢ the number of values to be generated
e a selection of parameters to vary
e the parameter file.
The parameter file contains the default values, ranges, and (if required) the
expected value and variance of.each parameter. Table 3.1 provides a summary of
the inputs and outputs of the module.
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TABLE 3.1. Inputs and Outputs of the RED Uncertainty Module

(a) 1Inputs
Symbo]l Variable Input From
N Number of Values User Interface
to be Generated
{see Table 3.2) Parameter's Range, Parameter File

Varijance, and
Expected Values

(b) Outputs

~ Symbol Variable Qutput To
(See Table 3.2) Random Parameter Other Modules
Values
N Number of Times Model Control Program

Model is to be Run

MODULE STRUCTURE

An overview of information flows within the Uncertainty Module is given in
Figure 3.1. First, the program asks whether the user would like to generate a
parameter, If the answer is no, then the default value (from the parameter
fi]e) for each parameter is assigned. If a random parameter value is to be
generated, then the user is queried as to which parameters will be allowed to
vary.

The next step is to choose the number of values to be generated for each
parameter. This is the number of times the remainder of the model will be run,
each time with a different generated value for each parameter. Next, an
arbitrary seed for the random nunber generator is entered.

Next, the computer generates a random number for each value to be pro-
duced. This is accomplished by calling the computer's "pseudo" random number
generator, which generates a random number between O and 1. From the parameter
file, the information on the range of the parameter, or (for parameters with a
normal distribution) the range, expected value, and variance is used to
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TABLE 3.2. Parameters Generated by the Uncertainty Moduleld)
. o e wﬁ
Statistical h
Symbol . Name Distribution -
basi Cass dag Housing Demand Coefficients Normal .
SAT Saturation of Residential Appliances Uniform -
A: B; A; OSRE; Residential, Business Parameters for Normal |
GSRy Own-, 0il-Cross and Gas-Cross Price
ad justment -
BBETA Floor Space Consumption Parameter Normal
‘ "
CONSAT Saturation of Conservation Technologies Uniform
LF Load Factor Uniform -
‘(a) Values of these parameters {except CONSAT, which varies by case) are found
in Tables 4.9, 5.4 through 5.11, 6.8, 7.5, and 11.2. -
econometric results, the distribution of values is assumed to be normally L -
distributed. Where no information exists on the shape of the parameter o
distribution, all values within the range are considered equally likely and the A
distribution is assumed uniform,
-
-
) o,
i
[
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4.0 THE HOUSING MODULE

The consuming unit in the residential sector is the household, each of
which is assumed to occupy one housing unit. The Housing Module provides a
forecast of civilian households and the stock of housing by dwelling type in
each of the Railbelt's load centers. The type of dwelling is a major deter-
minant of energy use in residential space heating. Furthermore, the type of
dwelling is correlated with the stock of residential appliances. This module,
therefore, provides essential inputs for the Residential Consumption Module.

MECHANISM

The Housing Module accepts as input an exogenous forecast of the regional
population and number of households to forecast household size. The total
households forecast is adjusted for military households and is then stratified
by the age of the head of household and the number of household members. The
housing demand equations then use this distribution of households by size and
age of head to predict the initial demand for housing by type of dwelling. The
initial demand for each housing type is compared with the remaining stock, and
adjustments in housing demand and construction occur until housing market
clearance is achieved.

INPUTS AND QUTPUTS

Table 4.1 presents the data used and generated within this module.
Exogenous forecasts of regional households, population, and the state-wide
distribution of households by age of head are needed as input, while the module
passes information on the occupied and vacant housing stock to the remainder of
RED.

MODULE STRUCTURE

The Housing Module's structure is shown in Figure 4.1. The module begins
each simulation with a user-supplied forecast of households and population for
the 1oad center. The assumed number of households for each load center is
first adjusted for military housing demand and multiplied by a decimal fraction
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TABLE 4.1. Inputs and Outputs of the RED Housing Module

(a) Inputs
Symbo] Varjable Variab]e Input From
THH ~Regional Household Forecast Forecast File
HHat a State Households by Age Group Forecast File
b, ¢, d Housing Demand Coefficients Uncertainty Module
(b) Outputs '
Symbol Variable Variable Qutput From
HDTy Océupied Housing Stock by Type  Residential Module

to obtain a forecast of households served by utilities. Total households are
then stratified by age and size of household, and then used to generate an
estimate of demand for each type of housing (TY). Demand is compared to the
initial stock, reéu]ting in new construction or reallocation of demand as
appropriate. The end result is a set of estimates of occupied and unoccupied
housing units by type. Finally, the housing stock is reinitialized for the
next forecast period. '

The first step in the Housing Module is to find the number of civilian
households in a given Railbelt load center.

CHH; ¢ = THH;p - BHH;¢ (4.1)
where
CHH = total number of civilian households
BHH = military households residing on base {(exogenous)
THH = total households ({exogenous)
= region subscript
t = forecast period subscript.

On-base military househojds are subtracted out because they do not signifi-
cantly affect off-base housing. In addition, since the military supplies
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electricity to them, on-base households have no impact on the residential
demand for utility-supplied electricity.(?)

Once the total number of civilian households in the load center has been
obtained, they are stratified by the size of the household and the age of the
household head. To obtain the distribution of househoids by size of household,
the total number of households is multiplied by the probabilities of four size
categbries derived from information provided in the 1980 Census of Popula-
tion. To estimate the distribution of households by the age of head, the 1980
Census ratio between the regional and state relative frequencies of age of head
is assumed to remain constant. The user supplies forecasts of the statewide
age distribution of heads of households from a forecasting model or by some
other method. WUsing the state relative frequency distribution, therefore, and
applying the constant ratios of regional to statewide frequencies, the model
obtains forecasts of the regional distribution of households by age of head.

The joint distribution by size of household and age of head is obtained by
multiplying the two distributions:

=0l y p X R (4.2)

where
HH = number of households in an age/size class
THH = total number of households
CHH = total civilian households
A = subscript denoting aggregate state variable
P = regional household size probability (parameter)
R = ratio of the regional to state relative frequency of age of
household head (parameter)
a = age of head subscript
s = household size subscript.

(a) Military purchases of electricity from the utility system are handled as
industrial loads.
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The demand for a particular type of housing - single family, multifamily,

mobile home, or duplex - is hypothesized to be a function of the size of the

household and the age of the head (which serves as a proxy for household

wealth). Equations projecting demand for three of the types of housing (single

family, multifamily, mobile homes) were estimated by the Institute of Social

and Economic Research (ISER} from Anchorage data collected by the University of

Alaska's Urban Observatory (Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b).

category (duplex) is filled with the remaining households.

The demand for a particular

equations:

HDspit

HDMF i ¢

HDMH1 ¢

HDppit =

where

HD =
SF

1]

sit

ait
MF =
MH =
DP =

CHH; ¢

CHH, ¢

CHH; ¢

CHH; ¢

X by + Day X Syyp * bz X
bog X Agjt + b3g X Agyy

Co ¥ Ca1 X Syt * Cap X

x

Cag X Aojg * C35 X Agjt
X dg + dap X Spig * dap X
dog % Mgy + d3g X Aggy

- MOskit = HOpit - MOmuit

housing demand
index for single family

ail HHipags 8 = 1,2,4

Sgl HHjpass @ = 2,3,4
index for multifamily

index for mobile home
index for duplex

4.5

type of housing is given by the following

Spit * Pag X Sgit *
* Bgs X Mgyt
S2it * Cas X Sgit *
* s X Mgiy
S2it * dag X Sgqt *

*dgg % Mgy

The remaining

(4.3)

(4.4)

(4.5)

(4.6)



a-= index denoting the age of houehold head
a=1 <25 .
a=2 25-29 s
a=3 30-54 , =
a =4 55+ "
s = index denoting the size of household
o B
s =1 <2 °
s =2 3
= 3 4-5 -
s =4 6+
b, ¢, and d are parameters from the Uncertainty Module. Expected values "
and ranges of these parameters are presented in Table 4.9,
The model then adjusts the housing stock and housing demand so that the -
housing market is cleared, Initially, the housing stock is calculated as the
previous period's stock net of demolition: ‘ v
E:.i
HSTyit = HStyi(e-1) X (1 - rp) (4.7) Eed
where B
HS = housing stock )
TY = index denoting the type of housing (SF, MF, MH, and DP) :
r = period-specific removal rate (parameter). ,ﬂé
. Net demand for each type of dwelling is defined as the demand minus the housing N
stock: gﬁ
= iy
NDryit = HDryit = HStyit (4.8)
where "gm
ND = net demand. =
If net demand for all types of housing is positive, then enough new conétruc- i
tion immediately occurs to meet the net demand plus an equilibrium amount of =
vacancies required to ensure normal functioning of the housing market: B
4.6 i
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1,

NCryit = NDryjg + Vyy x (HSTyjp + MDryg¢) (4.9)
where
NC = new construction
V = normal vacancy rate (parameter).

The equilibrium vacant housing stock is the "normal" vacancy rate times the

stock of housing.

If the net demand for a particular type of housing is negative, however,
then the vacancy rate for that type of housing has to be calculated:

HD

N TYit
Apyip =1 - 1o (4.10)

TYit

where
AV = actual vacancy rate.

[f the actual vacancy rate is greater than its assumed maximum, then the excess
supply of that particular type of housing is assumed to drive down the price of
that type of dwelling. Individuals residing in other dwellings could be

‘induced to move to reduce mortgage or rent payments. An adjustment to the

distribution of housing demands, therefore, is appropriate.

Substitution first occurs, if possible, within groups of housing that are
close substitutes (single-family and mobile homes; duplexes and mu]tifamily).
iIf not enough excess demand exists from the close substitutes to fill the
depressed market, then substitution occurs from all types. The procedure is as
follows:

1. The number of excess vacancies within a type is calculated by subtracting
the housing demand from one minus the maximum vacancy rate, times the
stock.

2. The number of substitute units available to fill the excess supply is
given by subtracting one minus the normal vacancy rate, times the close
substitute stock from the close substitute demand.
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3. The minimum of 1 or 2 is subtracted from the complementary housing demand

and added to the depressed demand.

4, If excess supply persists (the actual vacancy rate is above its assumed
maximum), then the above procedure is repeated; only the number of housing
units available is now calculated using maximum vacancy rates and all
types of housing where the actual vacancy rate is less than their assuned
maximum, The available units are then allocated based on normalization
weights of the number available by type.

The final outputs of this module are occupied housing by type (HDTYit) and
unoccupied housing:

VH., = L HS

- HD
gy

(4,11)

TYit T TUTYit

where

VH = total vacant dwelling units.

PARAMETERS

Military Households

The number of on-base military households, presented in Table 4.2, is
assumed to remain constant over the forecast periods. The level of military
activity in Alaska has stabilized, and 1ittle indicates that a major shift will
occur in the future,

TABLE 4.2. Number of Military Households Assumed to Reside
on Base in Railbelt Load Centers

Anchorage _ Fairbanks
3,212 3,062

Source: Supplied by ISER.
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Household Size and Demographic Trends

A key factor in the residential demand for electricity is the number and
type of residential customers. The number of customers approximately equals
the number of households served by electricity, with the difference being
caused by such factors as vacant housing with electrical service. Thus, it is
important in forecasting the demand for electricity to forecast the number of
households, The number of households in a load center is, in turn, a function
of the size of the population and the rate of household formation. Household
formation depends on the number of persons of household formation age; certain
economic factors that may influence household formation, such as potential
household income, price of housing, interest rates; changing tastes for mar-
riage and housing; and government housing programs.

Table 4.3 shows how the size of households has changed in the United
States and in the Railbelt since 1950. The table indicates that the average
nunber of persons per housing unit has declined dramatically in both the U.S.
and the Railbelt during the period. Since 1970, the size decline has been more

TABLE 4.3. Household Size Western U.S. and Railbelt 1950-1980
(Persons per QOccupied Unit)

United Anchorage- Fairbanks-
States Cook Inlet Tanana Valley
1950 3.5(a) 3.4(8) 3.3(a)
1960 3.3 3.4 3.6
1970 3.1 3.4 3.4
1980 2.7 2.9 2.9

(a) Obtained by dividing total resident population by
total households. Includes only urban places of
10,000 persons for Alaska locations.

Sources: U,S. Department of Commerce 1982; Goldsmith and

Huskey 1980b; Harrison 1979; and U.S. Bureau of
the Census 1950.
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rapid in the Railbelt than in the nation as a whole, resulting from increasing
numbers and proportions of young, single adult householders and childless
couples. This trend toward smaller households headed by young adults probably
has a practical 1imit somewhere near the Western Census Region 1980 average
household size of 2.6. However, recent revisions have been made to the Univer-
sity of Alaska's MAP economic and population model to forecast the number of
households based on the household formation rates implicit in the 1980 census
figures. These imply that the lower 1imit may not be reached. Table 4.4 shows
the MAP forecast size of households in the Railbelt for the years 1980-2010 for
a typical economic scenario. The average size of households is relatively
insensitive to the scenario used, depending almost entirely on the age distri-
bution of population.

Household formation rates are thought to depend on the income of potential
householders, the price of housing, and borrowing costs implied by interest
rates. Unfortunately, Alaska economic data do not include time series on
Railbelt household income or housing prices; therefore, it has not proved
possible to estimate household formation rates based on these variables.

The RED model formerly estimated the number of households in each Railbelt
load center from a MAP model estimate of statewide households and the

TARLE 4.4, Forecast Size of Households, Railbelt Load Centers

Year Anchorage-Cook Inlet Fairbanks-Tanana Valley

1980 2.91 3.00
1985 2.73 2.89
1990 2.69 2.85
1995 2.67 2,81
2000 2.64 2.79
2005 2.63 2.76
2010 2.62 2.71

Source: University of Alaska Institute of Social and
Economic Research, case HE.6, FERC 0% Real
Growth in 0il Prices
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relationship between the age distribution of the population in each load center
and the age distribution of Alaska's population. The 1983 version now-simply
accepts a MAP model forecast of the number of households in each load center.
The number of households served by electric utilities is estimated by multiply-
ing the numbers of households times a constant to reflect the proportion of
households served by e]ectricity.(a) The number of households served by
utility-generated electricity is virtually 100% in Anchorage. Rural areas of
the Matanuska=-Susitna Borough and Kenai Peninsula Borough have a few reéidences

not served (mostly seasonal homes), but the Fairbanks North Star Borough and

Delta Junction areas have many year-round dwellings not served by utilities.

Historic and Projected Trends in Demand for Housing

The demand for a particular type of housing--single family, multifamily,
mabile home, or duplex--is hypothesized to be a function of the size of house-
hold and the age of the household head. The economics literature generally
also includes price of housing and household income in the demand for hous-
ing, However, Alaska economic information does not include time series on
family income and housing prices that could be used to forecast housing demand
by type. Cross-sectional data on household income do exist for Anchorage in
1977 by type of housing (Ender 1978);: however, the Tack of historical time
series on household income prevent the estimation of household income as a
function of economic growth over time in the Railbelt. However, the age of the
head of household serves to some extent as a proxy for household income, with
older household heads generally more wealthy and able to afford larger homes.
Larger households also require more space and larger homes. These factors are
included in the demand equations for individual types of houses contained in
the RED model.

Government Program Effects

[SER performed an analysis of State of Alaska housing programs in 1982
(ISER 1982) with the following findings. Alaska Housing Finance Corporation

(a) Although this calculation is actually performed in the Housing Module, its
description is included in this doucment with the discussion of
residential electricity demand in Section 5.0.
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(AHFC) operates several different housing programs on behalf of the state in
which it acts as a secondary lender to provide mortgage loan money at the
Towest possible interest rates. Between July 1980 and December of 1982, AHFC
had a substantial negative impact on mortgage interest rates in Alaska, rangfng
from 2.5 percentage points in July, 1980 to slightly more than 4 percentage
points in December 1981, Average loan volume repurchased by AHFC increased

5 times between 1979 and 1981, and accounted for 85% of all Alaska home loans
from July 1980 to October 1981. Much of the activity was due to the special
Mortgage Loan Purchase program enacted in June 1980. ISER found that the State
of Alaska's low interest housing loan programs caused construction of new homes
statewide to be about one thousand units higher (or one third higher) than it
would have been without the program and caused conversion of about 300 units
from rentai to sales units. The other substantial effect was on the quality of
housing purchased. New homes built during 1980-1981 were an average $25,000
more expensive than existing homes. The proportion of multifamily construction
was not clearly affected one way or the other by the loan programs. 1In 1980
and 1981 new multifamily construction in Anchorage was only 30% of total units
built, whereas it had been 50% or more every year from 1974 through 1979,
However, opposite effects were found in Fairbanks. Loan program impacts were
confounded with the levels of rents. These were depressed between 1979 and
1981 and failed to support the construction of new multifamily rental units.

Compared to a situation without large-scale interest subsidies, ISER's
findings suggest that continuation of these large-scale subsidies would result
in the following: 1) more first-time home buyers and more expensive units
being built (though it is not clear that these would necessarily be single-
family detached houses rather than condominiums); and 2) downward pressure on
rents, reducing the incentive for building multifamily rental units. Depending
on people's tastes for single-family detached units versus condominiums and the
builder's cost of providing units of each type, government programs could cause
single-family construction to increase or decrease as a proportion of the
total. In the RED model, government programs are assumed to have no long-term
net effect on housing mix by type.
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Housing Demand by Type of Housing

Table 4.5 compares the demand for types of housing in the Anchorage-Cook

‘Intet Toad center with and without the influence of household age and household

size as reflected in thé RED model structure. With the influence of household

size and age, relatively more households occupy single-family homes, which have

a lower electric fuel mode spiit than multifamily housing. By the year 2010,
residential electricity demand is about 3% lower with the effects of size and
age of households on housing mix than without these effects. As revealed by
the table, even fairly large differences in the proportions of households in
the various types of dwellings have little impact on electricity consumption
forecasts.

TABLE 4.5. Impact of Householder Age and Household Size on Housing Mix
and Total Utility Sales, Anchorage-Cook Inlet

1980 1990 2000 2010

Single Family Proportion

of Served Households:
With Age and Size Effects 0.496 0.549 0.549 0.545
Without Age and Size Effects G.496 0.461 0.461 0.461
Multifamily Proportion of

Served Households:
With Age and Size Effects 0.284 0.245 0.261 0.264
Without Age and Size Effects 0.284 0.383 0.383 0.383
Mobile Home Proportion of

Served Households:
With Age and Size Effects 0.115 0.126 0.127 0.129
Without Age and Size Effects 0.115 0.097 0.097 0.097
Duplex Proportion

of Served Households:
With Age and Size Effects 0.105 0.080 0.063 0.063
Without Age and Size Effects 0.105 0.059 0.059 0.059
Residential GWH Sold by Utilities:
With Age and Size Effects 979.5 1336.1 1599.6 1883,9
Without Age and Size Effects 979.5 1382.2 1656 .4 1955.0

Source: RED Model Runs, Case HE. 6, FERC 0% Real Price Increase.
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After an initial adjustment, Table 4.5 also shows a slight downward trend
in the proportion of single-family households as the size of households
declines between 1990 and 2010. This is consistent with the falling historical
trend in the proportion of single-family houses in Railbelt communities from
1950-1980, as shown in Table 4.6. Although a short-term reversal of the
historical trend may have been occurring since 1980, especially in Fairbanks,
high vacancy rates and depressed rents probably explain the high proportion of
single-family homes constructed since 1980. In particuiar, the very high pro-
portion of single-family construction in Fairbanks since 1980 can be attributed
to high vacancy rates in multifamily units between 1977 and 198C. Vacancy
rates for multifamily dwellings in Fairbanks ranged upward from 0.5% in May
1976 to 13.5% in June 1980. The vacancy rates have fallen dramatically since
(to 1.7% by June 1982), and building permits for new multifamily units have
recovered, in¢reasing by over 50% in the North Star Borough from 1981 to 1982
(Community Research Quarterly, Winter 1982},

Tables 4.7 and 4.8 present the parameters used to derive the joint distri-
bution of households by size and age of head. The baseline figures for the

TABLE 4.6. Single-Family Housing as Proportion Year-Round Housing
Stock by Type, Railbelt Load Centers, 1950-1982

Anchorage - Fairbanks -
Cook Inlet Tanana Valley
1950(a) 0.592 0.713
1960 0.628 0.518
1970 0471 0.389
1980 0.462 0.450
1982(2) 0.472 0472
Proportion Single-
Family Housing (b)
Built 1980-82 0.539 0.781

(a) Urban Anchorage and Fairbanks only.
(b) Fairbanks-North Star Borough only.

Source: Table 13.1.
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TABLE 4.7. Probability of Size of Households

in Railbelt Load Centers

Year Size Anchorage Fairbanks
1980(a) < 0.476 0.455
3 0.190 0.210
4-5 0.291 0.287
6+ 0.042 0,048
1985(0) < .489 468
3 .188 .208
45 282 278
6+ 042 .048
1990(P) <2 502 481
3 .185 .205
4-5 272 268
6+ .041 .047
1905(0) <2 515 494
3 .182 .202
4-5 262 258
6+ 041 .047
2000(P) <2 523 507
3 .180 .200
4-5 253 249
g+ .041 .047
2005(P) <2 541 520
3 178 .198
4-5 244 240
| 6+ .041 .047
2010(P) <2 554 533
3 175 .195
4-5 234 230
5+ .041 .047

(a) Source:

Survey,

{(b) The Anchorage initial distribution

Battelle~Northwest End-Use

reaches the Western U.S. regional
average by 2010 {Bureau of the

Census 1977},

The Fairbanks dis=

tribution is assumed to have the
same rate of change as Anchorage.
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TABLE 4.8. Regional Frequency of Age of Household Head
Divided by the State-Wide Frequency

Age of Head‘ Anchorage Fairbanks
<25 1.064 1.108
25-30 - 1,013 1.103
31-54 1.018 0.988
55+ 0.867 0.842

Source: 1980 Census of Population
General Population Charac-
teristics: Alaska PC80-1-B3.

' distribution of size parameters were derived from the Battelle Northwest end-

use survey., Those parameters were adjusted to approximately approach the 1977
Western Regional average household size of 2.6 (Bureau of Census 1977) by the
year 2010 in Anchorage in constant linear increments. Fairbanks uses the same
increments and converges to a household size of about 2.7. The ratio of.
regional to statewide frequency of age of head was derived from the 1980 Census
of Population for Railbelt locations. These ratios are assumed to remain
constant over the forecast period.

The housing demand parameters were originally estimated by ISER using a
linear probability model. The expected values in Table 4.9 are the estimated
coefficients reported by ISER. The ranges were calculated as the width of the
95% confidence intervals; the variance was backed out of the reported
F statistics.

 Vacancies

Table 4,10 presents the assumed normal and maximum vacancy rates by type
of house. ISER derived the normal vacancy rates by taking the ten-year U.S.
averages of vacancy rates for owner and renter units (Goldsmith and Huskey
1980b). Single-family and mobile homes have the owner rate; multifamily homes
have the renter rate; and duplexes are the average of owner and renter rates.
For the maximum vacancy rates, Anchorage multifamily rates were available. The
relationship between the normal rates for multifamily and all other types was
used to derive the maximum rates.
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TABLE 4.9. Housing Demand Equations: Parameters' Expected Value,
Range, and Variance

Parameter Expected Value Range Variance

bg 0.461 -- -

ba1 -0.303 0.142 0.001
baz -0.175 0.152 0,001
baa 0.080 0.230 0.003
bsg - 0.182 0.205 0.003
bsg 0.317 0.182 0.002
bgs 0.380 0.226 0.003
o 0.383 - -

Ca1 0.225 0.124 0.001
Ca2 0.086 0.133 0.001
Cad4 -0.090 0.202 0.003
Cos -0.203 0.130 0.002
3 -0.280 0.159 0.002
C4g -0.352 0.198 0.003
dgy 0.097 - -—-

da1 0.068 0.101 0.001
dao 0.039 0.109 0,001
daa 0.014 0.159 0.002
dog 0.008 0.152 0.001
ds -0.020 0.130 0.001
dgs -0.016 0.162 0.002

Source: Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b, Table B.6.

Depreciation and Removal

Housing demolition rates (Table 4.11) are a function of the age of the
housing stock and the demand for housing. [SER found that approximately 1% of
the housing stock was removed between 1975 and 1980 in Anchorage and Fairbanks
(Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b). As the existing stock ages, the removal rate is
assumed to grow toward the U.S. average, which has been estimated to be between
2 and 4% per forecast period (5 years).
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TABLE 4.10. Assumed Normal and Maximum Vacancy Rates :
by Type of House (Percent)
Normal Maxi 3
~ Type Rate!d) RateTBT
Single Family 1.1 3.3 e
Mobile Home 1.1 © 3.3 |
Duplex 3.3 16.0 -
Multifamily 5.4 16.0
(a) Imputed by ISER from Bureau of
the Census (1980a).
(b) Imputed by ISER from Anchorage
Real Estimate Research Committee -
(1979).

TABLE 4.11. Assumed Five-Year Housing Removal Rates in Railbelt i
Region, 1980-2010 (Percent of Housing Stock at ’
Beginning of Period Removed During Period) -

Removal R
Years Rate {percent) ;
o sl
1980-1985 1.25 ?If
1985-1990 1.50 o
14
1990-1995 1.75 -
1995-2000 2 .00
2000-2005 2.25 S
2005-2010 2.50 ul

Source: Author Assumption.

The professional economics literature has devoted some attention to
depreciation rates in housing. In an article in the Review of Economics and
Statistics, Leigh (1980) used a perpetual inventory method of calculating the

national stock of efficiency-adjusted residential housing units ahd checked
these estimates against the Census of Housing for 1950, 1960, and 1970 as well ,
as other authors' estimates. The various sources sited in Leigh's article show b
values for economic depreciation/replacement ranging from 0.4 to 2.35%, with .
most estimates grouped around 1,0 to 1.5%. Leigh herself calculates about 1% o

4,18




L

1

for the period 1950 through 1970. ISER calculated an approximate five-year 1%
rate of removal for Anchorage and Fairbanks housing units by comparing the
eétimated number of units in 1970 and 1979 with cumulative building permits
data. Because the housing stock ages and new houses provide more "services"
than old houses, the rate of economic depreciation for a given area is assumed
to be larger than the rate of physical depreciation. Consequently, housing
units are physically replaced less frequently than 1% per year. The U.S.
average physical depreciation rate was calculated by de Leeuw (1974) at between
2 and 4% per five-year period or 0.4 to 0.8% per year. It is assumed that as
the Alaska housing stock ages, the very low current removal rate of 1.0% per
five years will approach the national lower bound rate, 2.0% by 2000 and 2.5%
by the year 2010.

Base Year Housing Stock

The base-year housing stock figures displayed in Table 4.12 are the counts
of year-round housing stock from the 1980 Census of Housing for Alaska.

TABLE 4,12, Railbelt Housing Stock by Load Cente( ?nd
Housing Type, 1980 (number of units)'d

Housing Type Anchorage Fairbanks
Single Family 40,562 10,873
Mobile Homes ' 10,211 2,175
duplexes 8,949 2,512
Multifamily 27,980 8,607
Total 87,702 24,167

(a) A unit is occupied by one household. Thus,
a 4-plex is considered four housing units.

Source: 1980 Census of Housing, STF3 Data Tape.
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5.0 THE RESIDENTIAL CONSUMPTION MODULE

The Residential Consumption Module provides forecasts of electricity
consumption for the Residential Sector. The forecasts of the residential
sector's needs do not include the impacts of conservation produced by market
intervention by government. The potential for and impacts of such conservation
activities are handled in the Program-Induced Conservation Module (see Chapter
8.0). Furthermore, the module's forecast of residential requirements is the
amount of electricity that needs to be delivered to the residential sector - it
does not include allowances for line Tosses.

The Residential Consumption Module estimates the amount of electricity
residential consumers use, with explicit consideration of the impacts of
electricity price changes and fuel switching among electricity, gas, and oil.
Impacts of fuel switching to and from other fuels (such as wood) are handled in
the Program-[nduced Conservation Module.

MECHANI SM

The Residential Consumption Module employs an end-use approach. In an
end-use analysis, the first step is to identify the major uses of electric-
ity. Future market saturations of the uses are forecasted so that the future
stock of electricity-consuming devices is defined. The next step is to esti-
mate the amount of electricity demanded to meet a future demand for the ser-
vices of the devices. The forecast of average consumption of the appliance
stock, therefore, reflects both the trend in the size of the device and its
utilization rate, as well as projected increases in the efficiency of the
device. Once the stock of major electricity-consuming devices and their
corresponding average annual per-unit consumption of electricity are forecast,
the future consumption of electricity by device type is obtained by multipiying
the number of devices by their predicted annual average consumption of
electricity. Using the same procedure for miscellaneous resjdential uses and
summing over all end-uses yields an aggregate forecast of electricity
reqguirements.
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One major problem of the end-use approach is that the impacts of changes
in fuel prices {(both electricity and alternatives) and income on electricity
usage are usually treated directly through the forecaster's judgment. The RED
Residential Consumption Module addresses this problem differently. By adjust-
ing the aggregate residential consumption figure with variable price and cross-
price adjustment factors computed in the model from actual consumption data and
prices, RED accounts for price change and fuel-switching impacts in the resi-
dential sector. These adjustments can be interpreted as electricity conserva-
tion induced by changes in fuel prices.

INPUTS AND OUTPUTS

Table 5.1 presents the inputs and outputs of the module. The number of
households by dwelling type is the number of occupied civilian dwelling units
served by electricity predicted in the Housing Module. The price adjustment
parameters, as well as the appliance saturations, are generated in the Uncer-
tainty Module. The output of the module is preliminary residential sales of
e1ectricity;

MODULE STRUCTURE

The Residential Consumption Module identifies the following major uses of
electricity in the residential sector:

1. Water Heating
2. Cooking
. Refrigeration
. Freezing
. Clothes Washing (and additional water heating)

. Dishwashing (and additional water heating)

3
4
5
6. Clothes Drying
7
8. Saunas-Jacuzzis
9

. Space Heating

In addition, several other uses of electricity by households are captured by a
small appliance category. Small appliances include televisions, radios,
lighting, head-bolt heaters, kitchen appliances, heating pads, etc. The basic
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TABLE 5.1. 1Inputs and Qutputs of the RED Residential Module

(a) Inputs
Symbol Variable From
HO1y Electrically Served Households
by Type of Dwelling Housing Stock Module
A!B9)\ ]
0SR,GSR Price Adjustment Coefficients Uncertainty Module
SAT Appliance Saturations Uncertainty Module
(b) Qutputs
Symbol Variable To
RESCON Residential Electricity Miscellaneous, Peak Demand
Requirements and Conservation Modules

premise of this module is that the’househo1d is the primary consumer of elec-
tricity, not the individual. However, the number of individuals in the house-
hold significantly affects the consumption of energy for clothes washing,
clothes drying, and water heating. Therefore, an adjustment is included in the
model for changes in the average household size to recognize the impact of such
changes on the usage of these appliances.

For the nine major uses of electricity, the end-use approach is used (see
Figure 5.1). Figure 5.1 shows the calculations that take place in the Residen-
tial Consumption Moduie. Beginning with a regional estimate of occupied hous-
ing stock by type, the module uses appliance ménket saturation parameters to
estimate the stock of each of the major appliances recognized by the model,
The module then calculates the initial fuel mode split for multifuel appli-
ances, calculates preliminary electric consumption for each appliance type
(including small appliances), and then sums these estimates together into a
preliminary consumption estimate for the residential sector. Price forecasts
for gas, oil, and electricity and "trial"-specific own-price and cross-price
adjustments are used to adjust the preliminary forecast. The adjustments are
described in Section 7.0.
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FIGURE 5.1, RED Residential Consumption Module

5.4




Results from the Battelle-Northwest (BNW) end-use survey {see Appendix A)
show significant differences in the saturations of these nine end uses by the
type of dwelling in which the household resides. The module, therefore, uses
the number of occupied housing units of each type of dwelling (single family,
multifamily, mobile home, and duplex) as predicted by the Housing Module as one
of the inputs to estimate the stock of appliances.

The Housing Module predicts the number of occupied primary(a) residences
by type in a given region served by electric utilities. By multiplying the
number of occupied housing units by type by an assumed percentage served, the
Housing Consumption Module forecasts the number of primary occupied housing
units served:

HHSTy ¢ = SEip X HDpyie (5.1)
where
HHS = households served
TY = denotes the type of dwelling
SE = proportion of households served by an electric utility
HD = stock of occupied dwellings from the Housing Module served by

electricity

H

i region subscript

t

farecast period (t = 1, 2, 3, cee, 7).

Once the number of electrically served households by type of dwelling is
known, the applicance stock can be estimated, The saturation rate for an
appliance is the percentage of households residing in a certain type of dwell-
ing and having the appiiance in question. By multiplying the housing~type-
specific saturation rate by the number of households residing in that type of
housing and then summing across housing types, the model forecasts appliance
demand in each future forecast period t:

(a) Excluding second ar recreation homes.
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4
AD i\ = 2_ (SATryier X HHSTys4) (5.2)
TY=1
where
AD = appliance demand
SAT = saturation rate (parameter)
k = end-use appliance.

Next, the model calculates the number of future additions to. the stock. Assum-
ing demand is fully met, the number of new appliances in period t is found by
calculating the stock of appliances surviving from all previous periods and
subtracting this surviving stock from appliance demand:

t-1
_ _ _oamy _ 40
NAL o = ADsyy mzl NA: i X (1 dtk] AS: ok X (1 dtk) (5.3)
where
NA = number of new appliances
AS;ok = initial stock of appliances (1980)

d?k= vintage specific scrap rate in period t; for vintage m

{parameter) (m =1, 2, 3, cauy 7)o

Equation 5.3 can be rearranged so that the stock equals the demand:

- 0
AD iy = AS;gp x (1= dgy tk

t
m i )
]+ Z NA e X (1= diy) (5.3")
m=1
The future appliance stock, therefore, can be stratified by vintage. Next, the
model calculates the initial stock of electricity-consuning appliances by mul-

tiplying the number of appliances in each vintage by the percentage using

electricity:
EASjok = FMS;p X AS; ¢ {5.4)
ENA1MK = FMSik X NAimk (5.5)
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EADitk = FMSik X AD-(t'k (506)

where

EAS
FMS
ENA = additions to the electric appliance stock

initial stock of electric appliances

fuel mode split

EAD = total electric appliance stock.

The Residential Consumption Module next calculates the average annual
electricity consumption of each major appliance. Different vintages of
appliances use different amounts of electricity, so the average consumption
must reflect the vintage composition of the stock. Furthermore, industry
energy efficiency standards for appliances could change in future years. The
future vintage specific consumption rate can be derived by multiplyiny the
current (1980) consumption rate by a growth factor and adjusting for any
changes in efficiency standards. By weighting these figures by the proportion
of the stock they represent, the average consumption of each appliance type in
a forecast year is derived:

. ,
EAS. (1-d.,) t
. - iok x tk (m=1) x Z
ACjek = ACygx X 10 * mzchciok x {1+g,)
itk -
m
ENA, . (1-d ., )
x [1-cSpy) X 1mk £k ) (5.7)
EAD; tx

where
Acitk = average consumption of appliance k in period t (parameter)

AC

M

iok average consumption of appliance k in the beginning period
(parameter)

Z = length of forecast periods t and m in years (parameter) set
equal to 5 for this study.

g = growth rate of appliance k consumption {parameter)
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cs = conservation standards target consumption reduction
(parameter),

Finally, the preliminary consumption for each major appliance can be

calculated by multiplying the stock of each appliance by its calculated average

cansumption:

where
CONS = preliminary consumption of electricity prior to price
adjustments
AHS = household size adjustment parameter for clothes washing,

clothes drying, water heaters only.

The Residential Module makes no distinction among the various types of
appliances in the small appliance category. The requirements for these units
are simply the product of the number of households in the region, the initial
consumption 1éve1, and a growth factor in consumption over time:

CONSjgq = §Y HHSTY1't X [Aciosa * [Acsitsa X tx Z]J (5.9)
where
ACG = growth factor in small appliance consumption
sa = index denoting smali appliances.

Total preliminary residential consumption is found by summing across end
uses:

o

RESPRE;¢ = [ CONS.,, + CONS;

); itsa

(5.10)

k=1

where

RESPRE = total preliminary residential consumption.
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RESPRE;+ reflects mainly the physical characteristics of the stock of
electrical appliances and household income. Consumers, however, can respond
dramatically to changes in the prices of electricity and alternative fuels.
The own- and cross-price adjustment factors measure the responsiveness of
consumers to price changes. Specifically, the own-price adjustment factor is
the ratio of the percentage of change in the quantity taken of electricity
during a five-year period to the weighted percentage change in price of
electricity relative to the prices of other goods during the period.

Similarly, the demand for electricity is also a function of the prices of
alternative fuels. For example, the cross-price adjustment factor for gas
measures the responsiveness of the quantity of electricity taken with respect
to change in the price of natural gas. [n other words, the cross-price adjust-
ment factor predicts the percentage change in the quantity of electricity taken
for a one-percentagé change in the relative price of an alternative fuel,

If the cross-price effect is positive, then the fuels are said to be
substitutes. As the price of another fuel Fises, the quantity taken of elec-
tricity rises. For example, natural gas and electricity are substitutes. If
the price of gas rises enough relative to the price of electricity, then some
natural gas customers will switch to electricity. If the cross-price effect is
negative, the fuels are complements, implying that increases in the price of
the alternate fuel will cause reductions in the amount of the electricity that
is taken.

The RED model distinguishes between short-run and long-run responses to
price. In the short run, or the immediate future, consumers cannot alter their
usage as much as over longer periods of time, since their stock of appliances
is fixed, Over a longer period of time, they can replace elements of their
stock with devices that use less electricity, or perhaps use another fuel
source. Therefore, the speed with which consumers adjust from the short-run to
the long-run is important.

The price effects generated in RED are aged over the forecast period from
their short-run values to their long-run values, thus explicitly modeling con-
sumers' changing the pattern of use in the short run and fuel switching in the
long run. The Uncertainty Module generates both the short-run values of the
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price effect for specific trials and the coefficient of the speed of consumer
response, Chapter 7.0 discusses both the economic theory and literature under-
lying the estimation of the own-price effect and cross-price effects of gas and
oil on electricity consumption, as well as the manner in which the effects are

calculated.

The actual calculation of the price adjustment of residential consumption
is as follows: |

RESCON;j, = RESPRE;y x (1 + OPA;4) x (1 + PPA;y)

x(1~+GPMt) (5.11)
where
RESCON = consumption of electricity in the residential sector
OPA = own-price adjustment for electricity
PPA = cross-price adjustment for fuel oil
GPA = cross-price adjustment for natural gas.

RESCON is the predicted electricity consumption in the residential sector
before adjustments for program-induced conservation. This figure is passed to
the Peak Demand and Program-Induced Conservation Modules. Note that RESCON is
a single number. The Residential Consumption Module does not report price-
adjusted consumption of electricity by end use.

PARAMETERS

The percentage of households served by an electric utility (Table 5.2) is
an important parameter. ISER has estimated that only 91% of the occupied
housing in Fairbanks was connected to an electric utility (Goldsmith and Huskey
1980b). Due to the high emphasis the Alaska state legisiature and governor
have placed on energy, the extension of electrical service to all who would
1ike service is highly probable. Therefore, electrical services are assumed to
be extended to the entire stock of housing in the Fairbanks load center by
1995, The Anchorage~Cook Inlet load center is assumed to be 100% served.
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TABLE 5.2. Percent of Households Served by
Electric-Utilities in Railbelt
Load Centers, 1980-2010

Year Anchorage Fairbanks
1980(2) 100 91
1985(P) 100 93
1990(b) 100 96
1995(b) 100 100
2000(b) 100 100
2005(b) 100 100
2010(b) 100 100

(a) Source: Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b,
Table C.13, C.14, D.4, D.5.

(b} The state is assumed to extend
electrical service to all residents
by 1995,

Appliance Saturations

Because historical growth and comparison with the lower forty-eight states
provide only Timited guidance on both current and future market saturations of
major appliances, somewhat arbitrary maximum penetration rates have been esti-
mated, The estimates were made by comparing recent utility saturation rate
studies by San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) in 1982 and Southern California
Edison (SCE} in 1981 (realizing their 1imited relevance in estimating Alaska
saturation rates), information from 1980 Census of Housing for Alaska,
information from the Battelle-Northwest end-use survey, and other related

literature. Wide bands of uncertainty should be presumed for all appliances
examined since saturation rate data in the Titerature were not consistent,
Tabie 5.3 summarizes saturation rates examined.

Market penetration rates for many appliances in Alaska are already outside
the bounds of Tower forty-eight state experience and have been increasing over
time. However, many of the major appliances will likely never reach 100%
market saturation for a variety of reasons, such as transient population, the
convenience of substitutes such as laundromats, small housing units with
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TABLE 5.3, Appliance Saturation Rate Survey (table values in percent of households)
Railbelt: Housing Railbelt BNW End-Use
SCE (1981) Census (1980 Survey (1981)
' (a) (range of values (range of (range of values:
SDGAE(1982) 12 observed in(b values: Tlowest, lowest to highest
Appliance (total market area) market area) ) highest area) area and building type)
Clothes Drier -- 71.1-81.2 -- 61.0-90.2
Refrigerator 97.5 96.2-96.6 -- 99
Freezer 26.2 9,1-33.5 -- 57.2-94.8
Hot Tub/Jacuzzi/

Saunas 11-39 1.3-19.4 -- 2.5-16.9
Water Heater -- 92.3-97.7 92.0-97.7 86.9-100.0
Cooking Range 9.2 98.3-99,5 99,5-99.9 956.7-100.0
Dishwasher 55.4 41.2-58.0 - 23.3-78.2
Clothes Washer 68.9 75.6-89.3 - 63.8-92.5
Microwave Ovens 34,5 17.9-38.9 -- --

Space Heating 94,6 -- 99.9 -

(a) Average values for all customers.

(b) By building type. Types were single family, apartments/condominiums/town houses, and mobile homes,

(c) Areas were Anchorage {Anchorage, Matanuska-Susitna, and Kenai Peninsula Boroughs) and Fairbanks
(North Star Borough plus Southeast Fairbanks Census Area). Fairbanks was the lower value,

(d) Building types were single family, mobile home, multifamily, and duplex. See Tables 5.4-5.11.

Sources: See reference list,



inadequate space for some appliances, changing consumer perferences, etc. The
saturation rate estimates assumed in the RED model reflect a compromise between
1) rapid historical growth in appliance stocks in Alaska, 2) approaching
boundaries on market saturation and 3) comparable saturation data from other

sources.

Tables 5.4 through 5.7 show the default value and range for future market
saturations of major appliances that can use one of several fuels in normai
home installation. The table values are the expected percentages of housing
units of a given type that will own the appliance in a given year (having
access to and owning an appliance may result in different saturation rates) and
market area, and the subjective uncertain range that can he used instead of the
default value if the Monte Carlo option is chosen., The table title indicates
the type of housing. The assumptions for each type of appliance are given

below.
Hot Water

Hot water was available in nearly 99% of single-family homes in the
Anchorage market area, according to the Battelle-Northwest end-use survey. It
is assumed that 99% is a maximum for two reasons: the market saturation of hot
water in the Western U.S. was 99% in the 1970 Census (Bureau of Census 1970):
and Alaska can be expected to have rural cabin-1ike structures with limited
electric service for some time to came. In the Fairbanks market area, single-
family saturations are projected to increase to the Anchorage level by 1990.
The end-use survey and 1970 Census both show saturations in the vicinity of 90%
in this area. Increasing urbanization in Fairbanks and better electric service
should increase this percentage.

The other types of structures in the Battelle-Northwest survey showed
market saturations of nearly 100% in all market areas. The exception was
multifamily housing. However, the wording of the question in the survey upon
which this calculation is based may have been interpreted as asking whether the
respondent had a hot water tank in his unit rather than (as was intended)
whether he had hot water available. A 100% market penetration for hot water 1in
duplexes and myltifamily buildings was assumed. Mobile homes were considered
the same as single-family units.
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TABLE 5.4.

Water Heater

Clothes Dryers

Range (cooking)

Market Saturations (percent) of Large Appliances with Fuel Substitution
Possibilities in Single-Family Homes, Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010

Saunas-Jacuzzis

y1°6

Load Center Year Default Range Default  Range Default Range Default  Range

a. Anchorage 1980 98.6(8) _. 9.2  -- 99.9(a) __ 14.1 --
1985 93.8 95-100 91.2 88-94 i100.0 100-100 16.3 13-19
1990 99.0 98-100 92.5 89-95 100.0 100-100 18.7 14-22
1995 99,0 98-100 93.7 90-96 100.0 100-100 21.0 16-26
2000 99,0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 23.4 18-28
2005 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 25.7 20-30
2010  99.0 98-100 95,0 92-98 100.0 100-100 28.1 23-33

b. Fairbanks 1980 86.9(3) - 81.4 - 99,5(a) . 7.9 .-
1985 93,0 91-95 84.0 80-88 100.0 100-100 8.9 6-12
1990 99.0 98-100 87 .5 82-92 100.0 100-100 10.0 6-14
1995 99,0 98-100 92.5 87-97 100.0 100-100 11.2 6-16
2000  99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 12.4 7-17
2005 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 13.6 8-18
2010 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 14.8 9-19

{a) For hot water and cooking, missing values in the Battelle-Northwest survey were not counted.
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TABLE 5.5. Market Saturations (percent) of Large Appliances with Fuel Substitution
‘ Possibilities in Mobile Homes, Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010

Water Heater Clothes Dryers Range (cooking) Saunas Jacuzzis
Load Center = Year DNefault Range  Default Range Default Range Default  Range
a. Anchorage 1980 98.2(3)  __ 79.0 - 95.7(2) __ 6.1 -
1985 99.0 98-100 80.0 79-81 100.0 100-100 6.9 3-11
1990 99.0 98-100 82.0 -80-84 100.0 100-100 7.8 4-12
1995 99.0 98-100 84.0 82-86 100.0 100-100 8.7 5-13
2000 99.0 98-100 85.0 83-87 100.0 100-100 9.6 6-14
2005 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 100.0 100-100 10.5 6-14
2010 99.0 98-100 95,0 91-99 100.0 100-100 11.4 7-15
b. Fairbanks 1980 99.0{®)  __ 92,3  -- 98,6(2) - 2.5 --
1985 99.0 98-100 94.0 91-97 100.0 100-100 2.8 1-5
1990 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 3.1 1-7
1995 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 3.5 1-8
2000 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 3.8 1-8
2005 99.0 98-100 95.0 92-98 100,0 100-100 4,2 1-8
2010 99.0 98-100- 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 4.5 1-9

(a) For water heat and cooking, missing values in the Battelle-Northwest end-use survey were not
counted.
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TABLE 5.6. Market Saturations (percent) of Large Appliances with Fuel Substitution
Possibilities in Duplexes, Railbelt lLoad Centers, 1980-2010

Water Heater Clothes Dryers Range (cooking) Saunas Jacuzzis

Load Center Year Default Range Default Range Default Range Default  Range
a. Anchorage 1980 100.0(3)  _. 90.0 -- 96,4 - 16.9 -

1985 100.0 100-100 91.0 90-92 100.0 100-100 19.0 16-22

1990 100.0 100-100 92.5 90-95 100,0 100-100 21.2 17-25

1995 100.0 100-100 93.0 91-96 100.0 100-100 23.4 18-28

2000 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 25.6 21-31

2005 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-98 "100.0 100-100 27.6 23-33

2010 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 29.8 25-35
b. Fairbanks 1980 100.0(®) . g5.5(0) . 100.0 - 8.2 --

1985 100,0 100-100 91.0 90-92 100,0 100-100 9.2 6-12

1990 100.0 100-100 92.5 90-95  100.0 100-100 10.3 6-14

1995 100.0 100-100 93.0 91-96 100.0 100-100 11.4 6-16

2000 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 12.5 8-18

2005 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-98 100.0 100-100 13.5 9-19

2010 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-938 100.0 100-100 14 .6 10-20

(a) Values for Battelle-Northwest end-use survey were adjusted to 100 percent for water heaters in

1980. For explanation, see text.
{b) 1980 clothes dryer penetration in Fairbanks for 1980 adjusted downward by one to match the number of

washers in duplexes.
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TABLE 5.7. Market Saturations (percent) of Large Appliances with Fuel Substitution
Possibilities in Multifamily Homes, Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010

' Water Heater Clothes Dryers Range (cooking) Saunas Jacuzzis

Load Center Year Default Range Default Range Default Range Default Range
a. Anchorage 1980 100.0(8) . 75.7 - 98.2 - 13.6 -

1985 100.0 100-100 83.0 82-84 100.0 100-100 15.0 12-18

1990 100.0 100-100  83.5 82-85 100.0 100-100 16.4 12-20

1995 100.0 100-1060 84.0 82-86 100.0 100-100 17.7 13-23

2000 100.0 100-100 85,0 83-87 100.0 100-100 18.9 = 14-24

2005 100.0 100-100 90.0 85-95 100.0 100-100 19.9 16-25

2010 100.0 100-100  95.0 92-97 100.0 100-100 20.9 16-26
b. Fairbanks 1980 100,03 - 61.0 -- 100.0 - 5.7 -

1985 100.0 100-100 65.0 61-69 100.0 100-100 6.3 3-9

1990 100.0 100-100 70.0 65-75 100.0 100-100 6.9 3-11

1995 100.0 100-100 80.0 v75—85 100.0 100-100 7.5 3-13

2000 100.0 100-100 85.0 80-90 100.0 100-100 8.0 3-13

2005 100.0 100-100  90.0 85-95 100.0 100-100 8.6 . 4-14

2010 100.0 100-100 95.0 92-97 100.0 100-100 8.9 4-14

(a) Water heat survey numbers adjusted to 100 percent for 1980. For explanation, see text.



Clothes Nryer

The Battelle-Northwest survey and 1970 Census both show Railbelt market
saturations for clothes dryers far above the 1J,S. average (Bureau of Census
1970). Information available from the 1980 l.S. Statistical Abstract for 1979
shows that about 61.5% of electrically served housing units have an electric or
gas dryer (up from 44.6% in 1970) (Bureau of Census 1980b). In contrast, the
Battelle survey showed market saturations ranging from 61% in Fairbanks multi-
family structures to over 90% in other types of housing., Single-family dryer
saturations ranged from 81% in Fairbanks to 90% in Anchorage. Because Alaska
already has such high saturations, the forecast is outside the bounds of
historical experience. A reasonable estimate is that no more than 95% of

single-family homes, mobile homes, and duplexes will ever have dryers because
of the availability of laundromats and because of the room taken up by washer-
dryer combinations in small housing units. For multifamily units, penetration
is assumed to be much slower because of the space problem. Since washers and
dryers are now installed in pairs in most new housing, market saturations for -
dryers (which are now about 2% below those for washers in most areas) will
approach that for washers as old housing stock is replaced. In general, the
Tower the existing satdration, the greater is the uncertainty concerning its
future growth rate.

Cooking Ranges

Several data sources were examined to arrive at market saturation rate
estimates. The Battelle-Northwest end-use survey indicated that between 96 and
100% of all households surveyed had a range available. SDG&E (1982) reported a
96.2% saturation rate while SCE (1981) ranged from 98.3% for multi-family units
to 99.5% for single-family units, The substitution of hot plates, broiler
ovens (1979 estimated national saturation rate of 26%) and microwave ovens
(1979 estimated national saturation rate of 7.6%) may account for the differ-
ence between 90 and 100%. Therefore, 100% of all housing units currently are
assumed to have cooking facilities available by 1985. This percentage holds
throughout the period.
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Saunas, Jacuzzis, Etc.

These units are a relatively new phenomenon in private homes, almost all
having been installed since 1970. The Battelle-Northwest end-use survey found
market saturations ranging from 2.5 to 17%, SDG&E (1982) 11 to 39%, and SCE
(1981) 1.3 to 19.4%, all depending upon market area and housing type. Accord-
ing to the survey, 14% of Anchorage single family households reported having
one of these units, compared to 10.4 and 11.0%, respectively, for SCE and
SDG&E. Among single-family homes built since 1975 in Anchorage, the saturation
was 21%, while among single-family homes built since 1980 in the SDG&E survey
area, the saturation was 23.8%. To arrive at saturation rate estimates, a
target rate slightly larger than both was assumed for newly constructed single-
family homes in Anchorage to allow for the increasing popularity of saunas-
jacuzzis. Additional allowances were made for the existing stock of housing to
acquire saunas-jacuzzis. The additional allowances changed over time based on
the belief that saturation growth rates would fall as the newness of the item
wore off. This phenomenon may happen with any relatively new technology. Once
it has reached that segment of the population initially desiring to own a sauna
or jacuzzi, additional growth will be slower since a lower maximum penetration
rate, when compared to other appliances, is assumed. Additional supportive
evidence for a lower maximum penetration rate is found from California. There,
saturation rates are lower than in Alaska and growth rates are slowing down.
One additional jmpact on the willingness of those individuals initially not
strongly desiring to own a sauna or jacuzzi may be the relatively high price,
at least when compared to other major appliances. Also, installation costs may
be higher in Alaska since poorer weather would necessitate that the unit be
enclosed. However, the inflation-adjusted cost of saunas and jacuzzis, whirl-
pools, etc, is expected to drop somewhat as it does with any new appliance
type. This could raise future market saturations above current levels. By
weighing these factors, and considering economic growth prospects for the
subregions, the estimated default values were chosen, They are presented in
TabTes 5.4 through 5.7,

One potential problem exists in Table 5.7. The Battelle-Northwest end-use
survey created a slight ambiguity in terms of appliance ownership for
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myltifamily homes by not asking residents of this type of housing whether they
actually owned or had access to a sauna or jacuzzi. In some apartment

complexes, & central recreation building houses a sauna or jacuzzi that all
residents may use. If every individual in the épartment complex claims they
each have a sauna or jacuzzi when in fact only one exists, the saturation rate
is overstated. This phenomenon is brought out in the SCE (1981) data, where
19.4% of all apartment/condominium/townhouse occupants claimed a hot tub/-
jacuzzi. However, only 6.7% of that total had their own private hot tub/-
Jacuzzi. A level of 19,4% gives an incorrect representation of the penetration
rate for saunas and jacuzzis and an overestimate of electricity consumption.

To correct for this problem, default values and ranges in Table 5.7 have been
adjusted downward for slower future growth.

Tables 5.8 through 5.11 indicate default market saturations and ranges of
values for large household appliances that are almost always electric. These
inciude refrigerators, freezers, dishwashers, and clothes washers. The table
title indicates the housing type, and the table values show an expected market
saturation for each appliance by market area and year. The ranges shown in the
tables reflect the degree of uncertainty attached to the default value. The
wider the range, the greater is this subjective uncertainty. The assumptions
supporting the table values are given below by appliance,

Refrigerators

The Battelle-Northwest end-use survey found that virtually 100% of all
households had a refrigerator. This is in agreement with several other studies
such as SDG&E (1982) at 97.5%, SCE at 96.2 to 96.6%, and the national Residen-
tial Energy Consumption Survey (RECS) at 99.8%. The California Energy Commis-
sion (CEC) found in 1976 that enough housing units had second refrigerators to
raise total California market saturation to 113-116%. ISER, in their report to
the Alaska State Legislature, assumed that this high percentage would likely
not prevail in Alaska because of the cooler climate (Goldsmith & Huskey
1980b). Therefore, a default value of 99% was chosen throughout. In the RED
model, the ISER assumption is modified to permit a range of values from 98 to
100%.
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TABLE 5.8.

Market Saturations (percent) of Large Electric Appliances in Single-Family Homes,
Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010

Refrigerators Freezers Dishwashers Clothes Washers

Load Center Year Default Range Default  Range Default Range Default Range
a. Anchorage 1980 99.0 -- 88.3 -- 18,2 -- 91.7 --

1985 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 85.0 80-90 92.0 90-94

1990 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 92,5 90-95

1995 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 93.7 91-96

2000 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95,0 92-98

2005 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2010 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
b. Fairbanks 1980 99.0 -- 84.9 -- 53.8 -- 84.9 --

1985 99.0 98-100 88.0 86-90 79.0 75-85 86.0 84-88

1990 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 87.5 85-90

1995 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 92.5 90-95

2000 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2005 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2010 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
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TABLE 5.9. Market Saturations (percent) of Large Electric Appliances in Mobile Homes,
Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010
Refrigerators Freezers Dishwashers Clothes Washers
Load Center Year Default Range - Default Range Default Range Default  Range
a. Anchorage 1980 99.0 -- 94.8 - 43,9 -- 80.6 -—
1985 99.0 98-100 92.0 90-95 67.6 62-72 85.0 80-90
1990 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-~95 90.0 85-95
1995 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95
2000 99.0 98-100 90,0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95,0 92-98
2005 99.0 98-100 90.0 B85-95 90.0 85-95 95,0 92-98
2010 99,0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95,0 92-98
b. Fairbanks 1980 99,0 -- 73.0 -- 48 .6 -- 92.3 --
1985 99,0 98-100 82,0 75-89 71.4 66-76 93.0 91-95
1990 99,0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 92.5 91-96
1995 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90,0 85-95 94,0 92-96
2000 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
2005 99.0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
2010 99,0 98-100 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
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TABLE 5.10.

Market Saturations (percent) of Large Electric Appliances in Duplexes
Railbelt Load Centers, 1980-2010

Refrigerators Freezers Dishwashers Clothes Washers

Load Center Year Default Range Default  Range Default Range Default Range
a. Anchorage 1980 99.0 - 66.5 - 76.5 - 92.5 --

1985 99.0 98-100 75.0 70-80 85.0 80-90 93.0 91-95

1990 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

1995 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2000 99,0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2005 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2010 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
b. Fairbanks 1980 99.0 - 75.2 -- 57 .4 -~ 85.5 --

1985 99.0 98-100 80.0 75-85 85.0 80-90 91.0 90-92

1990 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 92.5 90-95

1995 99.0 98-100 85,0 80-90 90.0 85-95 93.0 91-96

2000 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 97-98

2005 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2010 99.0 98-100 85.0 80-90 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
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TABLE 5.11.

Market Saturations (percent) of Large Electric Appliances in Multifamily Homes,
Railbeit Load Centers, 1980-2010

Refrigerators Freezers Dishwashers Clothes Washers

Load Center Year Default Range Default  Range Default Range Default  Range
a. Anchorage 1980 99.0 -- 62.5 -- 73.3 -- 76.5 --

1985 99.0 98-100 65.0 60-70 85.0 80-90 85.0 80-90

1990 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95

1995 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 92.0 90-94

2000 99,0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98

2005 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-9% 95.0 92-98

2010 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
b. Fairbanks 1980 99.0 -- 57.2 -- 23.3 -- 63.8 --

1985 99.0 98-100 65.0 60-70 34.0 30-39 68,0 63-72

1990 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 50.0 45-55 70.0 65-75

1995 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 74,0 70-79 80.0 75-85

2000 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 85.0 80-90

2005 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 90.0 85-95

2010 99.0 98-100 70.0 65-75 90.0 85-95 95.0 92-98
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Freezers

The end-use survey found market area-wide saturations of freezers ranging
from about 80% in Fairbanks to over 90% in Anchorage. ‘These figures are 10 to
20% higher than assumed by ISER for 1980 for these areas, about 40% above 1970
Census values for the Railbelt, and 30 to 40% above the U.S. average. In other
words, area-to-area comparisons and historical experience are not very helpful
for predicting future saturations. For single-family homes and mobile homes,
the maximum saturation has been assumed to have been just about reached because
with better shopping facilities and increased urbanization, fewer freezers will"®
be necessary for long-term food storage from bulk buying.

For duplexes and multifamily units, the percent of saturation should
remain significantly lower. The tenants in such units tend to be more
transient and are probably less involved in Alaskan hunting, fishing, and
gardening pursuits than most Alaskans. Consequently, they would have less.
demand for freezers. Second, rental units tend to be smaller. Consequently,
renters might tend to substitute rented commercial cold-storage locker space
for a freezer to conserve scarce living space in duplexes and multifamily
units. The range of uncertainty is shown to be guite broad, since market
penetration has been rapid in the last 10 years, but the maximum appears to
have been reached in some cases.

Dishwashers

The Battelle-Northwest end-use survey found market saturations for dish-
washers well above the existing U.S. average. In the U.S. as a whole, the 1979
saturation was about 41% of homes served by electricity (Bureau of Census
1980b), but this percentage ranged from 50% in Fairbanks to 75% in Anchorage
survey homes. Saturations have increased by about 50 percentage points in both
Railbelt load centers since 1970, again outside the range of historical experi-
ence. (Using this experience, ISER (Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b) projected 1978
market saturations of 50% in Anchorage and 36% in Fairbanks.) The rate of
increase in market saturation was very rapid in the 1970s, but further
increases in saturation in Anchorage in particular may be 1imited since a high
proportion of some types of housing units already have dishwashers. A maximum
saturation of 90% was assumed for all homes. The annual rates of saturation
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growth for the 1970s were then projected for each region: 9% per year for
Anchorage, and 8% per year for Fairbanks, Except for Fairbanks multifamily,
where historical growth rates are assumed, 90% maximum saturation is assumed to
occur in 1990, The growth rate was then assumed to fall to zero. A wide range
of uncertainty is assumed for dishwasher saturations because of the tenuous
nature of the required assumptions.

Clothes Washers

The Battelle-Northwest end-use survey found that area-wide clothes washer
saturations ranged from about 84% in Fairbanks to 89% in Anchorage. These
figures are well above the 73% reported for the U.S. in 1979 in the 1980
Statistical Abstract {Bureau of Census 1980b). It also represents about 10 to
15 percentage points growth since the 1970 Census. The rate of saturation
increase did not slow down appreciably in the 1970s compared to the 1960s;
consequently, market saturation may not have yet approached its maximum, For
forecasting, the maximum penetration is assumed to be 95%. Different types of
housing reach this maximum at different rates. In particular, since single-
family homes are already 85 to 90% saturated, they reach 95% slowly, achieving
this level by the year 2000, Some markets are closer to being completely
saturated. Even at low rates of growth they reach 95% somewhat earlier. 1In no
case is clothes-washer saturation allowed to be below that for clothes
driers. The Battelle-Northwest survey generally found that washer saturation
was one to two percentage points higher than that for dryers. Where this was
not the case'(e.g., duplexes in Fairbanks) the difference appears to have

‘occurred because of the small number of households in the category. The market
saturations for washers and driers gradually converge, since they are now
usually installed in pairs. Multifamily saturation of washers and driers grows
the sTowest, reaching 95% by 2010 in Fairbanks.

Fuel Mode Splits

The fuel-mode splits presented in Table 5.12 were also derived from the
Battelle-Northwest end-use survey and 1980 Census of Housing with the exception
noted below. These parameters are assumed to remain fixed over the forecast
period, as the cross-price elasticity adjustment handles fuel switching.
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TABLE 5.12. Percentage of Appliances Using Electricity and Average Annual
Electricity Consumption, Railbelt Load Centers
Anchorage - Fairbanks
Percentage Using Electricity1a) Annual kuh Percentage Using Electricity Anual kWh
Appl iance SF MH P MF Consumption SF MH 1] WF Cons umption

Space Heat (Existing Stock)

Single Family 16.0 NA NA NA 32,850 9.7 NA NA NA 43,380

tobile tome NA 0.7 NA NA 24 570 NA 0.0 NA NA 33,210

Duplex NA NA 22.8 NA 21,780 NA NA i1.7 NA 28,710

Multi Family NA NA ~ NA 44 4 15,390 NA NA NA i4.8 19,080
Space Heat (New Stock: 1985)

Single Family 10,0 NA NA NA 40,100 9.7 NA NA NA 53,000

Mobile Home NA 0.7 NA NA 30,000 NA 0.0 NA NA 40,600

Duplex NA NA 15.0 NA 26,600 NA NA 11.7 NA 35,100

Multi Family NA NA NA 25.0 18,800 NA NA NA 14.8 23,300
Water leaters {Existing) 36.5 50u4v 44.0 60.9 2,800 33.1 42.8 43.1 26.2 3,300
Water Heaters (New: 1985) 10.0 50.4 15.0 25.0 3,000 33.1 42.8 43,1 26 .2 3,475
Clothes Dryers 84.3 88.1 81.3 86.6 1,032 96.2 94.6 93.4 100.0 1,032
Cooking Ranges 15.8 23.2 85.2 88.2 850 19.0 48.2 95.0 97.1 850
Sauna-Jacuzzis 93.5 100,0 93.7 81.8 1,600 61.8 100.0 60.8 100.0 1,600
Refrigerators 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1,636 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1,636
Freezers 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1,342 100,0 100.0 100.,0 100.0 1,342
Dishwashers 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 250 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0 250
Additional

Water Heating (Existing) 36,% 50.4 44,0 60,9 799 33.1 42.8 43,1 26.2 799

Water Heating (KNew: 1985) 10.0 50.4 15,0 25.0 799 33.1 42.8 43.1 26,2 799
Chothes Washers 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 90 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 90
Additional .

Water Heating (Existing) 36.5 50.4 44.0 60.9 1,202 33.1 42.8 43.1 26.2 1,202

Water Heating (New: 1985) 10.0 50 .4 15.0 25.0 1,202 33.1 42.8 43.1 26.2 1,202
Miscelianeous 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 2,110 100,0 100.0 (00.0 100,0 2,466

{a) SF =

single family; Ml = mobile homes; DP = duplexes; MF = mult{family.



Discussions were held with several Anchorage area home builaers, the staff
of Anchorage Municipal Power and Light, ISER, and two real estate management
firms in Anchorage concerning incremental fuel mode splits for new housing
stock. The consensus was that very few units are being constructed in the
Anchorage area in 1983 with either electric heat or electric hot water where
gas is available because electric thermal units are considered to have
unattractively high operating costs. This is believed to be a phenomenon
caused by past-electricity price increases and is therefore not accommodated by
the RED price adjustment coefficients after 1980. Accordingly, the 1983
version of the model judgmentally imposes reduced incremental electric fuel
mode splits in space heating and water heating for new housing units built in
the Anchorage-Cook Inlet load center since 1980. The fuel mode splits are kept
above zero to reflect construction in portions of the Anchorage-Cook Inlet load
center not served by gas. Where incremental fuel mode splits are shown, elec-
tricity use rates for both the new and old stock are shown in Table 5.12.
Post-1985 use rates for all appliances appear in Table 5,13,

Comparison of Census and Battelle Northwest end-use survey results for the
percentage of water heaters using electricity in Fairbanks in 1980 revealed
lower values in the Census. The assumption was made that the Census results
were more accurate and additional time went into a further analysis of the
Battelle Northwest end-use survey. As a result of this and a study of the
methodology employed in the Census, original end-use survey fuel mode split
values ‘have been scaled downward by a correction factor of 0.6 for hot water,
After the correction factor, the figures now reported in Table 5.12 are
believed to be accurate.

Consumption of Electricity per Unit

The average kilowatt hour consumption figures are primarily based on
values summarized from other studies presented in Henson (1982) and also SDG&E
(1982). Below is a brief discussion of each parameter. Studies reviewed are
shown in Table 5.14. |
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Average Consumption for New Appliances

Appliance

Space Heat
Single fFamily
Mobile Homes
Duplexes
Multifamily

Water Heaters

Clothes Dryers

Cooking Ranges

Saunas-Jacuzzis

Refrigerators

Freezers

Dishwashers
Additional Water Heating

Clothes Washers
Additional Water Heating

small Appliances and Lighting

(a) Incremental growth of 50 kWh per customer in Anchorage per 5-year period;

70 kuh in Fairbanks.

Average Annual
kWh Consumption for

New Appliances (1985)

TABLE 5.13. Growth Rates in Electric Appliance Capacity and Initial Annual

Growth Rate in
Electric Capacity

Mchorage Fairbanks Post-1985 {annual)
40,100 53,000 0.005
30,000 40,600 0.005
26,600 35,100 0.005
18,800 23,300 0.005

3,000 3,475 0,005
1,032 1,032 0.0
1,200 1,200 0.0
1,750 1,750 0.0
1,560 1,560 0.00
1,550 1,550 0.00
230 230 --
740 740 0.005
70 70 0.0
1,050 1,050 0.005
2,110 2,466 (a)
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TABLE 5.14.

Comparison of Appliance Usage

Estimates from Selected Studies (measured in kWh)

Scanlon Parti & b b
Appl fance Hoffard®)  parti £SC george - sritP) wri(®) cec(®) auan SDGAE

Refrigerators -- -- -- -- 1,270 1,665 . -- --

Frost Free 2,177 1,624 - 1,455 1,523 - 1,858 2,250 1,880

Standard 869 684 - 681 913 - 893 1,500 906
Freezer -- 1,084 1,622 1,294 1,478 1,342 1,316 - -~

Frost Free 2,252 -- -- - -- - -- * 1,820 1,210

Standard 1,881 -- -- - -- -- - 1,190 81t
Electric Range 1,024 804 1,083 763 1,180 182 674 700 671
Clothes Washer - -- - -- 98 88 70 103 259
Clothes Dryer - 1,051 1,363 1,170 990 1,032 950 993 808
Washer/Dryer

Combination 2,680 -- -- -- “- -- -- -- --
Water Heater 3,021 4 535 2,628 -- 4,490 4,046 3,826 4,219 2,581
Nishwasher 1,539 538 - -- 360 149 250 363 259
Color Television 639 613 -- 726 490 -- 420 -- --
Space Heating 11,966 3,441 7,301 5,876 14,153 2,258 9,834 -- 2,486 sFlc)

_ 785 MF]
1,152 MH

Central Air

Conditioning 1,505 1,809 1,596 2,183 5,494 3,573 2,924 - -
Miscellaneous 2,127 1,865 1,882 1,950 -- -- 1,259 -- -
(a) Results of final (7th) iteration.
(b) Engineering estimates.
(c) SF denotes single family units, MF multifamily units, and Ml mobile homes units,
Sources for Tahle 5.13:

1) The Christian Science Monitor, 1981, pp. 15,

2) San Diego Gas and Electric 1982.

3) Scanlon and Hloffard 1981.
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Space Heat

For space heating in the existing housing stock, the average annual
consumption figures derived by ISER are used {Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b).
These figures were derived based on heating degree days, floor space, and
average consumption of all electric homes within the Railbelt region and were
adjusted downward by 10% to allow for additional conservation in the building
stock since ISER's study.

Water Heaters

The average consumption for water heaters is based on the California
Energy Commission's (CEC's) estimates and several engineering studies sum-
marized in Henson (1982). The figure separates out consumption for clothes
washers and dishwashers and has been adjusted upward by 15% to account for the
colder-water inlet temperature in Alaska. Anchorage values were also adjusted
downward for some heating of municipal water supp1iés (see Tillman 1983).

Clothes Dryers

For clothes dryers, average consumption is the figure reported by the
Midwest Research Institute (MRI). ISER (MRI 1979) picked a lower estimate
based on household size, but the colder climate in Alaska should also raise the
estimated use of dryers, This is reflected in high saturation values for this
appliance.

Cooking-Ranges

This category is broadly interpreted as production of heat for cooking
purposes. The figure reported was derived by averaging the values from several
reports.

Saunas-Jacuzzis

The authors informally contacted several suppliers of saunas, jacuzzis and
hot tubs and were told that the consumption of these devices ranged from
100-3000 kWh annually. Hunt and Jurewitz found 1300 kWh annual consumption for
new additions to the stock. However, SDG&E (1982) reported annual average con-
sumption at approximately 2700 kWh. A conservative consumption figure of
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1600 kWh annually was chosen to reflect the presence of bathtub whirlpools and
other small units as well as larger units.

Refrigerators

An average value from SDG&E (1982) was used, allowing for a 75% saturation
of frost-free units in the Railbelt, as revealed by the Battelle-Northwest
residential survey.

Freezers

This figure showed little variation among Merchandising Week, MRI,‘and
ISER., The MRI figure was chosen,

Dishwashers

The value assumed for dishwashers is the mean of several engineering
studies cited in Henson (1982) and SDG&E (1982). Additional water heating
associated with dishwashing has been separated out.

Dishwasher and Clothes Washer Water

These values are from the CEC, adjusted upward to account for colder water
inlet temperatures in Alaska.

Miscellaneous Appliances

For miscellaneous appliances, estimates of consumption were originally
prepared by ISER by subtracting estimated large appliance electricity consump-
tion for 1978 from total 1978 consumption/residential customer (Goldsmith and
Huskey 1980b). Lighting was inferred from national statistics and increased to
1000 kWh/year/customer. The remainder was charged to small appliances.
Research for the RED Model checked ISER's work by assuming: 1) televisions
(rated at 400 kWh/year) are included in small appliances; and 2) the ISER
estimate of 480 kWh/year/customer for headbolt heaters is replaced with load
center-specific estimates derived from load-center specific utilization data
produced by the Battelle-Northwest end-use survey and National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) data on normal minimum temperatures (NOAA
1979); and 3) 1000 kWh/year lighting. The revised estimates for block heaters
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are as follows: Anchorage, 459 kiWh/year/customer; Fairbanks, 1127 kWh/year/-
customer. Because the results were broadly consistent with ISER's figures,
ISER's totals were used {Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b).

Electrical Capacity Growth

Table 5.15 presents average annual kWh consumption for new appliances in
1985, Revised numbers are presented reflecting the authors' belijef that
improved efficiency ratings for appliances coming onto the market will largely
offset future increases in energy use brought about by increases in appliance
size, This is not merely a phenomenon of Alaska fuel prices; rather, it
reflects national energy market trends. Alaskans have little choice concerning
the purchase of more efficient appliance technologies since the available
appliance mix is dictated by national markets.

Little information is available on changes in appliance efficiencies in
the absence of price effects in the Alaska market. However, the appliance
manufacturers associations and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) have
developed estimates of appliance efficiency for several types of new appliances
(see King et al, 1982). The major source for the efficiency ratings on new
appliances was a DOE survey of appliance manufacturers (Form CS-179) that asked
actual energy efficiency information on current models of appliances for 1972
and 1978. In addition, manufacturers were asked to make projections of new
appiiance efficiency for 1980. The Association of Home Appliance Manufacturers
has since revised some of the estimated efficiencies of the 1980 (sometimes
1981) models and has found that estimated efficiencies have improved more than
was anticipated at the time of the CS-179 survey. In fact, refrigerators
freezers, dishwashers, and clothes washers have improved enough in average
efficiency to offset the effects of product size increases and new energy-using
features (such as the frost-free option on refrigerators), leading to a sig-
nificant net reduction in average kilowatt-hours used in the new models,(a)
Table 5.15 summarizes the findings of the CS-179 survey and appliance
manufacturers.

(a) Personal Communication, Jim McMahon, Energy Analysis Program, Lawrence
Berkeley Laboratory, May 24, 1983.
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TABLE 5.15. Electric New Appliance Efficiency Improvements 1972-1980
(percent impact on energy use, 1972 base)

b)

£5-179 Findings(a) Appliance Manufacturers!

Appliance 1972-1978 15/2-1980 19772-1980

1. Water Heat
Efficiency -1.1 -1.9 NA
Size Ilncrease NA NA NA
Other Features NA NA NA
Net Energy Use NA NA NA

2. Ranges
Efficiency =15.7 -20.1 NA
Size Increase NA NA NA
Other Features NA NA NA
Net Energy Use NA NA NA

3. Clothes Dryers
Efficiency =0.0 -4.2 =3.1
Size Increase NA NA 0.4
Other Features NA NA 0.4
Net Energy Use NA NA 2.7

4, Refrigerators
Efficiency -20.5 =34,3 -45.6
Size Increase NA NA 8.0
Other Features NA NA 11.6
Net Energy Use NA NA -26.0

5. Freezers
Efficiency -24,7 -32.8 =48.0
Size Increase A NA -10.0(¢)
Other Features NA NA 18.5
Net Energy Use NA NA =39.5

6. Dishwashers
Efficiency NA NA -45,0(d)
Size Increase NA NA } 14_0(d)
Other Features NA NA
Net Energy Use NA NA -31.0(d)

7. Clothes Washers (dt
Efficiency NA NA -51.6
Size Increase NA NA “slightzéd
Other Features NA NA 12,149)
Net Energy Use NA NA -39.5(d)

NA = Not Available

(a) Source: King et al. 1982.

(b) Source: McMahon 1983.

(c) Net decrease in average size. More compact madels sold.

(d) 1972-1981.
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Even in the absence of further changes in Railbelt energy prices, residen-
tial consumers in the region are expected to have access to increasingly effi-
cient models of major appliances. In the recent past, efficiency improvements
have more than offset increases in the size of these appliances. For the
future, consumers are assumed to adopt more efficient available models to just
offset increases in size of new models for the years after 1985. Two excep-
tions are allowed. Table 5.15 shows that water heaters have not improved
significantly in efficiency. Once properly installed (and then only if in an
unheated space), the Timits of efficiency improvements will have been reached
on existing designs. From there on, further improvements are possible from
redesign of water-using appliances, tankless point-of-use water heating, and
significant behavioral changes of household residents, but these are uniikely
without further price increases in the Railbelt. Thus, as household incomes
rise, it is assumed that hot water usage increases and efficiency improvements
do not offset these increases in the absence of price changes. A similar
factor is assumed to be at work in space heating. Rising household incomes are
assumed to increase the average size of the housing stock and comfort demands
at a faster rate than efficiency improvements can reduce demand in the absence
of energy price changes,

Prior to 1985, a mix of influences is expected to be operating on energy
use. MWater heaters and space heating systems are assumed to increase in size
with 1ittle or no offsetting conservation effects in the absence of fuel price
increases. Clothes dryers are assumed to have about the same energy use as in
1980, with small increases in size offset by small improvements in effi-
ciency. New ranges are assumed to increase in size and in energy-using fea-
tures over the existing stock to surpass the existing upper bound usage in
Scanion and Hoffard {1981) single-family homes. Refrigerators have gained
radically in energy efficiency historically and are assumed to continue to do
so between 1980 and 1985, offsetting size and energy-use increases. 1980
refrigerator energy usage rates already reflect a large proportion of %rost-
free units. (Battelle-Northwest survey results show about 75 to 80% frost-free
units in the Anchorage load center, 65 to 70% frost-free in Fairbanks.) Thus,
1ittle increase in energy use can be expected from penetration of frost-free
units., Although nationally freezers have become more efficient, additional
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penetration of frost-free models in the Railbelt is assumed before 1985, lead-
ing to a small increase in average energy use. Clothes washers and dishwashers -
are assumed to continue their recent historic trend toward greater efficiency
and conservation of hot water before 1985, After that, water use increases v
while efficiency improvements just offset increased capacity and use. Sauna ?‘
and jacuzzi 1985 energy use reflects additional market penetration of slightly o
targer units than comprise the 1980 stock. .
Appliance Survival ;m
Table 5.16 presents the percentage of appliances remaining in each five-
year period after their purchase. These figures were derived by ISER based on o
Hausman's work (1979) with implicit discount rates for room air conditioners., E
Hausman found that the stock of a particular vintage of air conditioners was )
fairly well approximated by a Weibull distribution. By substituting differing l”ﬁ
Tifetimes (EPRI 1979) for alternative appliances, ISER used his results to
derive the figures in Table 5.16. For saunas and jacuzzis, RED assumes the ;ﬁw
appliance lifetime was comparable to refrigerators.
Household Size Adjustments ! o
Clothes washers, clothes dryers, and water heaters are used more inten- -
sively by large families. Relying on a 1979 Midwest Research Institute study o
of metered appliances and family size (Midwest Research Institute 1979), ISER
researchers calculated an adjustment factor for usage of electricity in clothes féw
washers, clothes washer water, clothes dryers, and water heaters (Goldsmith and v
Huskey 1980b). As household size declines, so does energy use in these appli- .
ances, other things equal. Table 5.17 shows the equations used. ISER annual- Vo
ized the equations (which were based on daily use), normalized them to an

average household size of three persons, and calculated a ratio to adjust
calculated electricity consumption for average household size.

Price Elasticities

The final parameters used in the Residential Module are the parameters 8.
used to compute the price effects described briefly in the module structure 5
section of this chapter. Because of the complexity of the algebra involved, -
p =

-
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TABLE 5.16. Percent of Appliances Remaining in Service Years After
Purchase, Railbelt Region

Space Heat (All)
Water Heaters
Clothes Dryers
Ranges-Cooking
Saunas-Jacuzzis
Refrigerators
Freezers
Dishwashers
Clothes Washers

New Appliances

Space Heat (Al11)
Water Heaters
Clothes Dryers
Ranges-Cocking
Saunas-Jacuzzis
Refrigerators
Freezers
Dishwashers
Clothes Washers

0.90
0.6
0.8

0.6 °

0.8
0.8
0.9
0.6
0.6

0.89
0.75
1.00
0.75
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.75
0.75

10 15 20 25 30
© 0.80 0.6 0.3 0.1 0.0
0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.6 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0
0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.6 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0
0.6 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0
0.8 0.6 0.3 0.1 0.0
0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.73 0.56 0.42 0.3 0.1
0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.75 0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0
0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.75 0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0
0.75 0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0
1.00  0.75 0.35 0.1 0.0
0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.35 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

Source: ISER (Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b) except for saunas-jacuzzis,
which is author assumption.
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TABLE 5.17. Equations to Determine Adjustments to Electricity
Consumption Resulting from Changes in Average .
Household Size -
Appliance Equation ‘k
Clothes Washer ans(a) = 1 x ann(P) )
Clothes Washer Water  AHS = 0.25 + 0.75 AHH .
Clothes Dryer AHS = 0.25 + 0.75 AHH -
Water Heater AHS = 0.51 + 0.49 AHH
(a) AHS = Adjustment factor.
(b} AHH = Average household size (Based on 3.0).
the discussion of this topic has been given its own chapter {Chapter 7.0),
where the parameters are reported. The values for the parameters came from "'“”
Mount, Chapman, and Tyrell (1973).
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6.0 THE BUSINESS CONSUMPTION MODULE

The Business Module forecasts the requirements for electricity in the
commercial, light industrial, and government sector of the Railbelt economy.
The figures predicted here do not consider the impacts of explicit program-
induced conservation. Program-induced conservation s handled in the Program-
Induced Conservation Module. Heavy industrial use is forecasted exogenously,
4s described in Section 10.0.

MECHANI SM

The structure of the forecasting mechanism in the Business Consumption
Module is dictated by the availability of data that can be used to produce
forecasts. Unlike many Lower 48 utility service areas, the Railbelt has a very
weak data base for estimating and forecasting commercial, light industrial, and
government electricity consumption., No information exists for consumption of
electricity by end use in this sector, so RED produces an aggregate forecast of
business electricity consumption. The Business Consumption Module uses a
forecast of total employment for each load center to forecast business
(commercial, light industrial, and government} floor space. The module then
uses this forecast of the stock of floor space (a proxy for the stock of
capital aquipment) to predict an initial level of business electricity
consimption. This initial prediction is then adjusted for price impacts to
yield a price~adjusted forecast of business electricity consumption,

INPUTS AND QUTPUTS

Table 6.1 presents the inputs and outputs of the Business Consumption
Module. Load-center-specific forecasts of total employment are exogenous to
RED. Currently these come from forecasts of the ISER Man in the Arctic Program
(MAP) model. The elasticity of use per square foot of building space and price
adjustment parameters are assigned in the Uncertainty Module. The output of
the Business Consumption Module is the price-adjusted forecast of electricity
requirements of the business sector before the impacts of program-induced
conservation are considered.

(o)}
°
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TABLE 6.1. 1Inputs and Outputs of the Business Consumption Module

a) Inputs

Symbol Name From
TEMP Total Regional Employment Forecast File (exogenous)
RBETA Electricity Consumption Floor Uncertainty Module

Space Elasticity (parameter)

A,B,A,0SR,GSR Price Adjustment Coefficients Uncertainty module
(parameter)

b) Outputs

Symbo1l Name To
BUSCON Price-Adjusted Business ~ Miscellaneous, Peak Demand
Consumption and Conservation Modules

MONDULE STRUCTURE

Figure 6,1 presents a flow chart of the module. The first step is to use
employment forecasts to construct estimates for the regional stock of floor
space by five-year forecast period., The predicted floor space stock is then
fed into an electricity consumption equation that is econometrically derived to
yield a preliminary forecast of business requirements, which is then adjusted
for price impacts. |

After investigating several alternative methods for forecasting business
floor space, Battelle-Northwest researchers decided to use a very simple
formulation of the floor space forecasting equation in the 1983 version of
RED. The floor space per employee in Anchorage and Fairbanks is assumed to
increase at a constant rate to levels about 10% and 15%, respectively, above
today's levels by the year 2010. This takes into account both the evidence of
historic increase in floor space per employee in Railbelt load centers and the
historic lower levels of floor space per employee in Alaska compared with the
nation as a whole. The assumption is still quite conservative, since Alaska's
commercial floor space per employee is far below the national average. The
forecasting equation is shown as equation 6.1.
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where

STOCK

TEMP

FORECAST
EMPLOYMENT

—

CALCULATE
BUSINESS/
GOVERNMENT~/
LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
FLOOR SPACE

]

Y _
CALCULATE PRELIMINARY
PRELIMINARY BUSINESS USE
BUSINESS COEFFCIENTS
ELECTRICAL |UNCERTAINTY
CONSUMPTION MODULE)
PRICE
PRICE PRICE AND ADJ. PARAMETERS
FORECASTS CROSS-PRICE BUSINESS SECTOR
(EXOGENQUS) ADJUSTMENTS (UNCERTAINTY
MODULE}
|
BUSINESS
CONSUMPTION PRIOR
TO
CONSERVATION
ADJUSTMENTS

FIGURE 6.1.

RED Business Consumption Module
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The controlling data series for the commercial forecast is an annual
estimate of commercial floor space, which is derived for the period 1974 to
1981. The beginning point is an estimate of commercial floor space in the two
locations developed by ISER (Table 6.2 and Table 6.3) that shows the 1978 stock
of energy-using commercial floor space in Anchorage to be about 42.3 million
square feet (from which 860 thousand square feet of manufacturing floor space
were sﬁbtracted to yield 41.4 million) and in Fairbanks about 10.8 million
square feet., This estimate was adjusted backwards and forwards for the pericd
1974 to 1981 using a predicted construction series {Equation 6.4) to produce a
stock series for the two locations.

Once the forecast of the stock of floor space is found, the module then

predicts the annual business electricity requirements before price adjustments,

based on a regression equation:

PRECON;, = exp[BETA, + BBETA, X 1n[ STOCK, )] (6.2)
where
PRECON = nonprice adjusted business consumption
BETA = parameter equal to regression equation intercept
BBETA = percentage change in business consumption for a one percent
change in stock (floor space elasticity).
exp,ln = exponentiation, logarithmic operators

t = index for the forecast year (1980, 1985, ..., 2010).

Finally, price adjustments are made with the price adjustment mechanism
identical to that in the Residential Consumption Module.

BUSCON;¢ = PRECON;, x (1 + OPA;y) x (1 + PPA;.) x (1 + GPA;,) (6.3)

where
BUSCON

price-adjusted business requirements (Mwh)

OPA = own-price adjustment factor
PPA = cross-price adjustment factor for fuel oil
GPA =

cross-price adjustment factor for natural gas.
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TABLE 6.2. Calculation of 1978 Anchorage Commercial-Industrial Floor Space

103f¢2
AMATS Survey (Anchorage Bowl, 1975) 42 067
Minus Non-energy Using (parking lots,
cemeteries, etc.,) 18,918
Energy Using Floor Space 23,149
20 Percent Adjustment for Underreporting 4,630
27,779
Sectors not Included in ?ugvey:
1. Girdwood/Indian'? 53
2. Eagle River/C u?iak(b) 300
3. Hotels/Motels\® q 1,000
4. Assorted Cultural Buildings'd) 500
29,632
Ttem: (e)
Retail Trade 6,148
Warehousing 3,722
Education 3,528
Wholesale Trade 3,131
Transport-Communication-
Public Utilitites 2,663
Government 1,405
Manufacturing 706
Other 7,331
Growth Between 1975-1978{f) (about 25 %) 7,400
1978 Estimated Commercial-Industrial Floor Spacel9) 37,000
General 25,120
Fducation 5,000
Warehousing , 4,520
Hotels 1,500
" Manufacturing ‘ 860
1978 Non-Manufacturing Floor Space, Anchorage 36,140

Source: Adapted from Goldsmith and Huskey (1980b).
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TABLE 6.2. (contd)

Twenty-five businesses in 1975 acording to telephone book. Assume 2,500
square feet/business.

Based on the ratic of the housing stock in 1978 between Eagle River/Chugiak
and Anchorage.

Assumes 2,000 rooms at 500 square feet/room. Based on Jackson and Johnson
1978, p. 40.

Forty-six establishments identified in 1975 telephone book. Average size
assumed to be 10,000 square feet.

Detail does not add to total in original. Total was assumed correct.

This is based upon two indicators, The first is the growth in employment
between 1974-75 and 1978, Civilian employment was as follows: 1974 -
58,700, 1975 - 69,650, and 1978 - 76,900, Employment growth was 31% in the
period 1974 to 1978 and 10% in the period 1975 to 1978. (State of Alaska,
Department of Labor, Alaska Labor Force Estimates by Industry and Area,
various issues.) The second is the growth in the appraised value of
buildings over the period 1975 to 1978. After adjusting for inflation, the
increase was 48%. Based on the assumption that the rapid employment
increase in 1975 resulted in undersupply of floor space in that year, we
assume a 25% growth in floor space between the summer of 1975 and 1978,
Independent estimates of floor space in 1978 in the educational category
and the hotel/motel category were available from the Anchorage School
District and Anchorage Chamber of Commerce, respectively. The remaining
growth was allocated proportionately among the other categories.

TABLE 6.3, 1978 Commercial-Industrial Floor Space Estimates

Million
Square Feet

Greater Anchorage Area 41.4
Anchorage 36.1
Kenai-Cook Inlet 3.2
Matanuska-Susitna 1.5
Seward 0.6
Greater Fairbanks Area 10.8
Fairbanks 10.4
Southeast Fairbanks 0.4

Source: Adapted from Goldsmith and Huskey (1980b).
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The price-adjusted business requirements are then passed to the Program-

Induced Conservation and Peak Demand Modules.

PARAMETERS

As described in the subsection on MECHANISM, the data base availabie in

the Railbelt for forecasting business electricity consumption is very weak.

Among the principal problems in forecasting for this sector are the following:

No information on electricity consumption by end use exists for this

A sector in the Railbelt,

Many of the Railbelt's large commercial users of electricity
(considered industrial users in many electricity demand forecasting
models) are primarily commercial users. In addition, many
government offices are in rented commercial space. This makes it
impossible to use employment by industry to forecast electricity
consumption separately for commercial, industrial, and government
end-use sectors since the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC)
codes in which employment is typically reported do not at all
correspond to the traditional end-use sectors of electricity-demand
models.

While an estimate exists for the stock of business floor space in
the Railbelt in 1978 and can be used to estimate the intensity of
commercial electricity use, the only comprehensive data base on
commercial (including industrial and government) building
construction available to estimate changes in stock ié subject to
tight copyright controls. It was necessary, therefore, to estimate
historic construction to derive historic series of the stock of
business floor space.

These problems made it reasonably clear that forecasts by end use or even

end-use sector were impossible. However, it was unclear whether stock or

employment was a better predictor of business electricity consumption.

The approach used to resolve the issue consisted of three steps. First,

the historical relationships of electricity consumption per employee and per
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square foot of commercial floor space were examined to determine the most
appropriate relationship on which to base the forecasts. Second, equations
developed for related work were applied to the two locations and examined as to
the plausibility of their forecasts. Finally, a less sophisticated forecasting
methodology was devised due to data limitations. This methodology took maximum
advantage of the existing Railbelt data base.

The historical re]ationéhips of electricity consumption per square foot
and per empioyee in the commercial sector were examined to determine whether
one or the other of the two relationships was more appropriate as a basis for
consumption forecasting electrical energy consumption. This examinatiaon,
reported in the subsection on consumption below, concluded that floor space was
theoretically superior and a slightly more stable predictor of electricity

consumption.,

Floor Space Stock Eguations

Several.different methods were used in an attempt to forecast commercial
building stock in the Railbelt. These methods inciuded adapting forecast
equations from related work performed by Battelle-Northwest in the Pacific
Northwest and the nation as a whole. It was not possible to directly estimate
building stock equations for the Railbelt due to copyright restrictions on the
use of the data used to estimate the Pacific Northwest and national equations.

The forecast method used a relatively unsophisticated approach to develop
floor space forecasts. Commercial sector energy consumption and building stock
figures for Anchorage and Fairbanks were compared to similar estimates in the
Lower 48. These comparisons then formed the basis for the method used for
forecasting floor space.

Data on “"actual" floor space in the commercial sector are scarce; this
Timited the comparison to one year (1979 for U.S. figures; 1978 for
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Alaska).(a) Some Lower 48 multistate regional estimates, but no independent
state-wide estimafes, were available. Table 6.4 summarizes the results of
these comparisons to Railbelt estimates for a variety of sources.

An average 531 square feet per employee existed in commercial buildings in
the U.S. in 1979 (using Energy Information Administration data on square foot-
age and total U.S. employment, less mining and manufacturing employment).
Broken out by region, the fiqures ranged from 364 to 751. The highest space--
per-employee ratio occurs in the North Central region, and the smallest is in
the West. Comparable figures for 1978 in the Railbelt fall at the lower end of
that range. For comparison, the table shows estimates from a survey performed
by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) by commercial building type:
trade employees use 891 ftz; services employees use 1194 ftz; and office
employees use 305 ft2. Figures for the distribution of commercial square
footage by building type in the U.S. do not exist, but if the square footage
estimates in Table 6.4 are accurate, they may indicate a relatively higher
proportion of offices in the Railbelt on average than in the U.S.

Estimates for the Railbelt from historical data {1978) and the RED model
(1980) fall below the U.S. national average for square footage per employee.
The estimates are reasonable, however, and the differences largely reflect
differences in the precise definition of employees (U.S. Department of Commerce
or State of Alaska definition) in the available data used in the denominator.

The reasonableness of the square-footage-per-employee figure in the
Railbelt can also be evaluated by examining comparable figures for kWh/employee
and kwh/ft2 in Table 6.4, The 1979 national average energy use shown is 7303
kNh per employee. Regional averages range from 4468 kWh in the West to 9997 in
the North Central region. With California's moderate temperatures (low heating

(a) F. W. Dodge, a division of McGraw=Hill, Inc., markets Tocal historical
estimates of residential and nonresidential construction by building type,
from which estimates of historical building stock may be generated.
However, copyright restrictions on these data prevented their direct use
in RED model development unless they were purchased for use in the
project. Tests of the data base in other projects persuaded us that the
expense of purchasing the F. W. Dodge data set for use in RED Model
development was not justified.
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TABLE 6.4, Comparisons of Square Feet,

in Commercial Buildings: Alaska and U.S. Averages
ftZ/Emponee kWh/ Employee kwh/ft2
EIA(a’b)
U.S. (1979) 531 7,303 13.75
NE 562 7,310 13.02
NC 751 9,997 13.31
S 476 7,358 15.45
W 364 4,468 12.27
Alaska(1978)(¢)
Anchorage 375 7,851 20.9
Fairbanks 336 7,550 22.b
Climate Zonel2;P)
<2000 c00(® 7000+ HoD(®) 10.21
<2000 CDD 5.5=7000 HDD 13.02
<2000 CDD 4-5,500 HDD 11.16
<2000 CDD <4000 HDD 15.15
>2000 CDD <4000 HDD 16,80
pGsE (1981)(F) 22
{range 5-65)
Power Council (1983)(9)
Warehouse 16
Of fice 36
Hospital 45
BPA (1980) (M)
Trade 891 Retail/Wholesale 18.16
Services 1,194 Office 7.75
Of fice 305 Warehouse 5.34
Health 24.31
RED Alaska (1980) (1)
Anchorage 429 8,407 19.57
Fairbanks 360 7,496 20.80
{a) EIA 1983,
(b) U.S. Bureau of the Census 1980b.
(c) Goldsmith and Huskey 1980b.
(d) CDD = cooling degree days
(e) HDD = heating degree days
(f) Pacific Gas and Electric Co. 1981.
{g) Northwest Power Planning Council 1983,
(h) Bonneville Power Assocation 1982,
(i) RED Model Run Case HE.6--FERC 0% Real Increase in 0il Prices (Emp]oyment

Employment, and Energy Use

Alaska Department of Labor basis from MAP model).
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and low cooling load) in the West, and the large heating Toad in the North
Central, these figures are reasonable. Alaska's figures of 7851 and 7550 kWh
per employee are slightly higher than the national average, which follows,.
given Alaska's hours of winter daylight and temperatures. Mo independent
utility survey-based estimate could be found.

. The RED model (1980) predicts 8,407 and 7,496 kWh per business sector
employee in Anchorage and Fairbanks, respectively. The definition of employees
differs between the two estimates for the Railbelt, but a figure 10 to 15%
nigher than the NC region for an area such as the Railbelt that has large
heating, lighting (due to shortened days), and a reasonable cooling load is not
unacceptable.

The national average kilowatt-hour use per square foot in commercial
buildings shown in the table is 13.75 kWh/ftz. The regional averages vary from
12.27 kWh/ft2 in the West up to 15.45 kWh/ftZ in the South. Alaska's figures
are almost double the Western regional average. This reflects the relatively
high consumption per employee and Tow square footage per employee, First
assumptions might attribute this to the relatively high heating load, but a
comparison of regions by climate zone [that is, by heating-degree (HDD) and
cooling-degree-days (CDD)] does not support this hypothesis. HMoving from the
coldest to the warmest climate, kWh/ft2 figures basically increase. Assuming
Alaska belongs to the coldest climate classification, Railbelt averages might
be expected to fall at the bottom end of the range. Also, the Railbelt commer-
cial building stock is predominantly heated with gas or oil, which ought to put
the Railbelt at the bottom of the range, not the top.

An alternate explanation would examine the mix of commercial building
types within the regions. In all cases, warehouses are the least energy
intensive, while restaurants, grocery stores, and health facilities are
relatively energy intensive. Fstimates by Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E)
(1981) ranged from 5 to 65 kwh/ftz, with an average of 22. A report prepared
for the Pacific Northwest Power Planning Council (1983) showed existing
commercial stock consumption at 16 kwh/ft2 in warehouses, 36 kwh/ft2 in
offices, and 45 kuh/ft2 in hospitals. BRPA estimates (1982) show consumption in
warehouses around 5.5 kWh/ftz, offices at around 8, retail facilities around
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18,25, and health facilities at 24.5 kWh/ftZ. As shown in Table 6.3, non-
energy using commercial space has been eliminated to the extent possible in the
Railbelt figures. These figures suggest (as in the ftZ/employee case) that the
Alaska mix of commercial buildings may lean relatively more heavily toward more
energy-intensive space like offices, restaurants, and hospitals. In addition,
the Alaska consumption data include some industrial sector consumption and
therefore inflate the estimates of kwh/ftz.

Lack of data in the area of square feet of stock of commercial buildings
severely limited the depth of these comparisons. The comparisons that were
performed are only as good as the data from which they were derived, which
varied considerably in quality. However, figures for square foot, energy, and
employee ratios estimated from available data suggest that estimates from the
RED model are fairly reasonable, especially considering the level of
sophistication of the model and the quality of available data.

Given the problems reported below with a satisfactory statistical rela-
tionship for predicting floor space, a rather simplified approach to fore-
casting commercial floor space was used. This approach is that square footage
per employee will grow from its current low level to reach current Lower 48
values by the end of the forecast period, 2010. Although this is not a very
satisfying alternative, professional judgment suggests this to be more appro-
priate than the other options. It recognizes a direct relationship between
floor space and employment and permits fairly easy use of sensitivity analysis.

This simplified formulation is derived by assuming that floor space per
empl oyee grows by 10% in Anchorage by the year 2010 and by 15% in Fairbanks.
This is a conservative assumption since best estimatesbput Anchorage growth in
stock per employee at about 11% for the 1970s, and Fairbanks' growth at 46%.
The year 2010 stock-per-employee estimates (U.S. Department of Commerce
definition of employment) would then be 412 square feet and 386 square feet per
emp1byee in Anchorage and Fairbanks, respectively. This brackets the 1979 U.S.
western regional average. These growth rates are then applied to the 1980
estimates of Railbelt load center floor space per employee (Alaska Department
of Labor employment definition). This provides commercial floorspace forecast
equations for the two cities as follows:
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Anchorage 429.5(1.0033)K x Employment
Fairbanks 360.4(1.0046)% x Employment

where k is the forecast period in years. The only change necessary for
forecasting was to convert the annual growth rates into five-year forecasts.
The coefficients are shown in Table 6.5,

TABLE 6.5. Business Floor Space Forecasting
Equation Parameters

Load Center Parameter Values
a: ‘ b

Anchorage 429.5 1.0033

Fairbanks 360.4 1.0046

Other Methods Tried

In previous versions of the RED model, the parameters used to forecast the
annual change in floor space stock were extracted from work at Battelle-
Northwest for BPA. Staloff and Adams developed a theoretical and empirical
formulation of a stock-flow model for the demand and supply of floor
space.(a) Using three-stage least squares multiple regression, they estimated
their system of equations using pooled cross-section/time-seriés d¢ata for the
years 1971-1977 for the 48 contiguous states and tested the equation on Alaska

»

data, among other regions,

In their formulation, the percentage change in the stock of floor space is
a function of the changes in the following: the annual change of the nominal
interest rate, the annual percentage changes of the Gross National Product
(GNP} deflator, the annual percentage change in regional income, and the annual

percentage change in regional population, as well as some cross-product terms:
A/Stockiz/ = 8,881 + 8, A/GNPDEF / + B3A/P0P1£/

* 8y A/INCiz/ + 235 Arg/GNPDEFE/ + (6.4)

(a) Staloff, S. J. and R. C. Adams. 1981 (Draft).
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286 Arg/POPu/ + 257 Ar/INC_iE/ + (6.4)
contd -
ZBB/GNPDEFE//INCiE/ + ZBg/POPiz//INCil/ 5
where ﬂ
Stock = floor space stock e
=
B1-Bg = parameters .
4 = symbol for the first difference (annual change) ,
-
GNPDEF = gross national product price deflator f
POP = population
INC = income -~
i = index for the region
% = index for the year - .
// = symbol for the annual percentage change e
r = nominal interest. ;rg
The Anchorage Consumer Price Index (CPI} was used as a proxy for the GNP A
price deflators. It is assumed {as historically revealed) that the nominal "};ﬁ
interest rate was approximately three percentage points above the measure of ;Im
inflation. A proxy for regional income was derived by multiplying regional S
employment by the statewide average wage rate, Parameter values are shown for |
equation 6.4 in Table 6.6.
-
TABLE 6.6. Original RED Floor Space Equation Parameters
Parameter Coefficient Standard Error T-Statistic ‘:fﬁ
81 -0.1291 . 0.00345 -3.75
Bo 1.2753 0.2566 -4.97 fr“
B3 0.3553 0.0302 11.76 E
Bg -0.113 0.0037 -3.04 érm
Bs 0.1929 0.0355 5.43 d
Bg -0.0947 0.0078 -12.09 ?%W:
B -0.0078 0.0008 -9.92 “
Bg -0.,0116 0.0253 -0.46
Bg -0.0412 0.0061 -6.68
o
6.14 , [ﬁ u
(ﬁ‘“@:




¥

d A
TR oy RS

g

B
b

Table 6.7 shows how well the stock-flow floor space relationship performed
in Anchorage and Fairbanks historically. Although the stock-flow equation
performs fairly well on backcast and could be used to predict stock of commer-
cial space for the historical period, in forecasts of future years it predicted
virtually no growth in square footage per employee in Fairbanks and vigorous
growth in building stock per employee in Anchorage. Since Fairbanks' actual
commercial stock per employee grew faster between 1974 and 1981 than Anchor-
age's stock per employee, this forecast result appeared incorrect. For fore-
casting purposes, the equation was replaced with a simpler formulation that
trended square footage per employee from existing levels in the Railbelt to
near the current western average.

TABLE 6.7. Predicted Versus Actual Stock of Commercial-Lj g?t
Industrial-Government Floor Space, 1975- 1981
(million square feet)

Forecast Error Forecast Error
Anchorage as Percent of Fairbanks as Percent of
Year Predicted Actual (%) Predicted  _ Actual (%)
1975 31.2 =7.2 6.6 -3.8
1976 33.8 -9.3 7.2 -18.1
1977 37.0 -6.9 7.8 -23.0
1978 40.5 =2.4 ' 8.2 -24.1
1979 42.3 -1.1 9.4 -16.0
1980 43.8 -0.7 9.9 -13.3
1981 44.7 -0.4 10.4 -9.2

(a) Because of the double lag structure of equation 6.1, only 1975-1981
can be compared.

Source: lUnpublished test results of Staloff and Adams {1981 Draft).

Several other eguations estimated for related national commercial
buildings work at Battelle-Northwest were also applied to the Railbelt to
determine their ability to forecast floor space. The equations used were
estimated using pooled Lower 48 Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA)
and non-SMSA Tevel data. The magnitude of the units of the independent
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variables (primarily the population, employment, and construction activity
variables) was within an order of magnitude of those in Alaska. However, the
magnitude of population, employment, and construction activity in the Railbelt
is still small compared to those in the U.S. data used to estimate the equa-
tions., This may partly explain why building stock equations estimated with
Lower 48 data do not perform well when applied to Alaska.

Annual additions to commercial floor space were estimated with several
linear, logrithmic, and difference forms as a function of the following:
e lagged commercial building stock additions
e AAA bond rate in two forms--current and first differences
© population, both lagged and first difference
e employment, both Tagged and first difference
® income, both Iégged and first difference.

The equations "fit" the data on which they were estimated reasonably well,
with R-square values generally above 0.9 and significant t-values on all
coefficients. However, the equations did not perform well when applied to the
two Alaska locations. All of the equations, in fact, produced negative levels
of construction in forecasts. As mentioned above, this may be partly due to
the magnitude of the units of the independent variables in relation to those
used to estimate the eguations. More important1y, the special behavior of the
Alaskan economy may not be adequately described by equations estimated using
data from the Lower 48 states.

Business Electricity Usage Parameters

These parameters were estimated with regression analysis. Using predﬁcted
historical floor space shown in Table 6.7(3) and using historical commercial-
l1ight industrial-government electricity consumption, the following regression
equations were estimated:

In(CON;,) = BETA; + BBETA, x 1n(STOCK;4) + £4¢ (6.5)

{a)Copyright restrictions precluded the combining of "actual" data--that is,
estimated construction based on FW Dodge construction data and 1978 building
stock estimate produced by ISER. Predictions of historical floor space were
done with equation 6.4,
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where
CON = historical business sector consumption (Muh)
BETA = intercept
BBETA = regression coefficient _
STOCK = predicted stock of floor space, hundreds of square feet

€ = stochastic error term,

Table 6.8 presents the results of the regression ana]ysis.(a) The
parameters BBETA are allowed to vary within a normal distribution, truncated at
the 95% confidence intervals in Anchorage and 90% in Fairbanks..

TABLE 6.3. Business Consumption Equation Results

Anchorage Fairbanks
BETA -4 ,7963 -0.9611
standard error 0.6280 - 3.,6314
t-statistic -7 6368 -0.2647
BBETA 1.4288 1.1703
standard error 0.0491 0.3293
t-statistic 29,1159 3.5538
GAMMA 0.1629
standard error P 0.0535
t=-statistic - - 3.0444
THETA -0.0028
standard error -- 0.0024
t-statistic - -1.1547
R 2 0.9906 0.9121

The estimating equation (equation 6.5) was modified with dummy variables
for Fairbanks to capture and remove the effects of a rising trend in Fairbanks
electricity prices after 1974 and the effects of the pipeline boom on consump-"
tion from 1975 to 1977. The regression equation estimated for Fairbanks is as
follows:

(a) Regression intercept was adjusted to calibrate consumption in the business
sector to its actual 1980 value for forecasting purposes.
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Tn(CONy) = BETA + BBETA x In(STOCKy) + GAMMA x V
+ THETA x DT + e (6.6)

with CONg, BETA, BBETA, and e defined as above and where
D = Dummy variable (1974 througn 1981 = 1)
V = Dummy variable (1975 through 1977 = 1)
T = Time index for T = 1, ..., 9. (1973 through 1981)
GAMMA, THETA

regression coefficients,
The dummy variables were heid at zero in forecasting.

The historical electricity consumption data were obtained from FERC Form
12s for the Railbelt utilities (supplied by ISER) and from Alaska Power
Administration. These data lTump together commercial and industrial sales by
size of demand and there is no reliable way to disaggregate these two types of
consumers. This is felt to be a significant shortcoming of the data series.
Commercial and industrial loads should be separated because the typical
characteristics of industrial demand for electricity are different from the
demands of commercial and government users. Part of past Railbelt industrial
load identified by subtracting commercial consumption for users over 50 KVa
from the Homer Electric Association (HEA) service area load and assuming this

load was mainly 1ndustria1,(a) Historical 1oads are shown in Section 13.0,

Historical electrical consumption per square foot of estimated commercial
floor space and per employee, and estimated floor space per employee are
displayed in Table 6.9, The consumption per estimated square foot in Anchorage
shows a 2.0% annual increase for the period, while Fairbanks shows an annuail
decrease of 3.1%. The actual cause of this decrease in Fairbanks is unknown,
but may be due to declines in spacé heating, or to priced-induced conservation,
or to growth in warehouses as a proportion of commercial stock. The floor
space is low at the beginning of the period on a per-employee basis relative to
Anchorage (as well as other known estimates) but then increases at a faster

(a) The major industrial users in HEA's service area include Union 0il,
Phillips Petroleum, Chevron U.S.A., Tesoro-Alaskan Petroleum Corp., and
Collier Chemical. Other large commercial {non-industrial) users are
included in HEA's over-50 KVa figures, but could not be separated.
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TABLE 6.9, Electricity Consumption Per Employee and Square Foot and
Square Footage Per Employee for Greater Anchorage and
Fairbanks, 1974-1981

kih/ ££2 ~ kWh/Employee t2/Employee
Year Anchorage Fairbanks Anchorage  Fairbanks Anchorage  Fairbanks
1973 19.9 27.7 6612 6631 332.6 217.8
1974 19.5 26.8 6414 5399 329.8 201.1
1975 21.1 31.7 6341 5368 300.0 169.1
1976 22.8 30.5 7044 5641 309.1 185.2
1977 22.9 30.8 7445 6922 325.5 224.1
1978 21.9 29.6 7847 7550 359.1 255.1
1979 20.8 23.5 7663 6858 369.2 292.4
1980 22.9 21.7 8644 6913 377.6 318.3
1981 23.3 21.5 nala) NA NA NA

(a) Not applicable.

rate. Once the floor space per employee estimates for Fairbanks reach similar
levels to those in Anchorage, the kWh/ft2 figures for Fairbanks appear to
stabilize.

The energy consumption per employee figures show increases over time of
3.4% and 0.5% annually for Anchorage and Fairbanks, respective1y.(a) These two
series show some instability with slight decreases in 1975 and 1979. The
growth rates are too high, too unstable, and too disparate for long-term appli-
cation, refiecting a period of extreme growth within the state. With more
disaggregated data, employment may prove to be a suitable argument for
industrial electricity consumption. However, with a rather 1imited Railbelt
industrial sector, forecasts of industrial demand are better handled on a
scenario building basis; i.e., identify industry expansion plans case by case.

Several regression equations were estimated in an attempt to develop a
theoretically satisfying relationship to predict electricity consumption

(a) MNo data are available on consumption of electricity by SIC industry
code. Multiple regression techniques proved unsuccessful in determining
the separate effects of each subsector's employment on commercial demand,
due to high colinearity among explanatory variables.
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separately in the commercial, light industrial, and government sectors, All
failed most normal statistical tests. The aggregate nature of the electricity
consunption data and employment data, the rather high trend exhibited for per-
employee consumption, and the 1imited data series prevented statistical
estimates of consumption on a per-employee basis. MNo further attempt was made
to estimate a statistical relationship between electricity consumption and

employment,

Business Price Adjustment Parameters

The parameters used in the price adjustment mechanism are an important
part of the business electricity forecasting mechanism. As in the Residential
Consumption Module, the parameter default values and ranges were picked from
Mount, Chapman, and Tyrell (1973). Chapter 7.0 discusses these parameters and
their use in the price adjustment mechanism,
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7.0 PRICE ELASTICITY

This section describes the price adjustment mechanism employed in the RED
model. In both the Residential and Business Modules, this mechanism modifies
preliminary estimates of electricity consumption generated elsewhere in the
model. Changes in consumption are made to account for changes over time in
electricity, natural gas, and o0il prices. The changes in electrical consump-
tion computed by the price adjustment mechanism can be considered price-induced
conservation of electricity.(a) Qutputs from the price adjustment mechanism
are the final RED electricity consumption estimates for each sector, region,

and time period.

The remainder of this section is divided into four parts. A brief general
introduction to the RED price adjustment mechanism is given in the next sub-
section. This is followed by a survey of economic literature on electricity
demand., In the third part, the structure and parameters selected for the RED
price adjustment mechanism are discussed. Implementation of the selected
structure and parameters is described in the final subsection.

THE RED PRICE ADJUSTMENT MECHANISM

The RED price adjustment mechanism is motivated by economic theory, which
hypothesizes the following: consumption of any commodity is determined both by
“*scale" variables such as population, income, and employment, as well by the
prices of the particular commodity, its substitutes, and its complements.
Elsewhere in the RED model, preliminary estimates of electricity consumption
are generated, with consideration only of “"scale" variables. The price adjust=
ment mechanism described in this section completes the analysis of consumption
determinants suggested by economic theory.

The mechanism works in the following manner. Preliminary, non-price
adjusted estimates of electricity consumption by region, sector, and time

{a) Of course, with falling electricity prices or increases in gas and oil
prices, the price adjustments could result in increased electricity
consumption or "negative conservation" of electricity. The price
adjustments include fuel switching.

7.1




P PV

period are introduced into the model. These preliminary estimates were
generated under the assumption that 1980 price levels are maintained through
the year 2010,

The price adjustment mechanism accounts for the fact that prices in any
forecast period K are not necessarily the same as prices in 198Q, even in real
(inflation-adjusted) terms., If real electricity prices increase (decrease) in
any region and sector between 1980 and period K, economic theory suggests that
electricity consumption in that region and sector would decrease (increase)
relative to its non-price-adjusted preliminary estimate, Conversely, if real
natural gas or 0il prices increase (decrease) in any region and sector between
1980 and period K, electricity consumption in that region and sector would
increase (decrease) relative to its non-price-adjusted preliminary estimate
because natural gas and oil are substitutes for electricity. Thus, the RED
price adjustment mechanism scales preliminary estimates of electricity
consumption upward or downward based on changes in real electricity, natural
gas, and oil prices.

The amount by which preliminary period K consumption is scaled upward or
downward depends on three general factors: 1) the percentage change in real
electricity, natural gas, and oil between forecast period K-1 and forecast
period K, as well as price changes occurring prior to period K-1; 2) the short-
run elasticities of electricity demand with respect to the three prices; and

'3) the speed with which final consumers of electricity move toward their long-

run equilibrium consumption levels when these prices change, which is
represented by a "lagged adjustment coefficient", or alternatively, the long-
run demand elasticity. Short-run elasticities of demand are defined as the
percentage change in consumption in year t caused by a one percent increase in
price in year t. Own-price elasticities refer to changes in electricity
consumption caused by changes in electricity prices; cross-price elasticities
refer to changes in electricity consumption associated with changes in either
natural gas or o1l prices. Short-run elasticities represent the instantaneous
adjustment that consumers make when prices change. Of course, in the case of
electricity, a significant period of time may pass before consumers have fully
responded to a price change in year t: time is required to change old habits,
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to replace old appliances with more energy-efficient ones, to weatherize
residences or commercial/industrial buildings, and to switch to other energy
sources. The lagged adjustment coefficient represents the rate at which
consumers move toward their final equilibrium consumption level; the higher
this coefficient, the more current consumption depends on past consumption, and
thus the slower consumers respond to current price changes. In fact, simple
algebra can show that the long-run demand elasticity (either own- or cross-
price}, which is defined as the percentage change in electricity consumption in
year t + = caused by a one percent change in price in year t, can be defined in
terms of the lagged adjustment coefficient and the short run elasticity. The
formula for the Tong-run elasticity ELR is given by

ELR = £ (7.1)
where ESR is the short-run elasticity and X is the Tagged adjustment
coefficient.

Alternatively, a set of long-run price elasticities can be entered into
the mechanism, These elasticities describe the change in consumption caused by
a price change once the consumer has reached a point of equilibrium with that
price change.

LITERATURE SURVEY

Since the "energy crises" of the early 1970s, an extensive economic/
econometric literature on the demand for enerqy, and electricity in particular,
has been generated. A survey of this literature was performed with two primary
objectives: first, to identify possible structures of the RED price adjustment
mechanism; second, given the structure, to identify potential parameter values
for the mechanism. These objectives center around the concepts of elasticity
and adjustment coefficients. In performing the survey, the objectives led to
the following questions.

e Should the RED Residential and Business Sectors be combined or
modeled separately?
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® Should the bwn—price elasticity be a constant or a function that
depends on the price level?

® Should both natural gas and oil cross-price elasticities be included
in the mechanism and should these elasticities be constant or vary
by the price levels of the two fuels?

e Should the relationship between short-run and long-run price elas-
ticities (both own- and cross-) be modeled explicitly by including
lagged adjustment coefficient in the mechanism, or should the two
types of elasticities be included in the mechanism separately?

e (nce the structure is selected, what are the most appropriate values

for the parameters of the mechanism?

A11 of the studies surveyed were econometric in nature, in which electri-
city demand functions were estimated using statistical technigues. A variety
of data bases was used in these studies, and the fuctional forms, independent
variables, and estimation techniques employed varied substantially as well,
ATl but a few of the studies modeled residential, commercial, and industrial
electricity demand separately; in many studies, only one of these sectors was
considered. Many of the studies estimate price elasticities that do not vary
according to price levels; this is accomplished by regressing the natural
logarithm of consumption on the natural logarithms of the prices and other
independent variables., The coefficients of the price terms can then be

interpreted as elasticities. Non-constant elasticities were estimated in a few

studies, using a variety of functional forms. One method of estimating
variable price elasticities is to regress the natural logarithm of quantity on
the natural logarithms of the prices, the natural logarithms of the other
independent variables, and the reciprocals of the prices:

log Q= a+ blog P +++ c 1/P +++ ;, (7.2)
where "log" denotes natural logarithm, Q is consumption of electricity and P
its price, a,b,c are parameters to be estimated, and "+++" denotes the other
price and independent variables in the equation. In this specification, the

own-price elasticity is equal to b - c/p, which depends on P,
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Several studies include only natural gas as a substitute for electricity,
a smaller number include only 0il, and some studies include both. The substi-
tute commodities inciuded in an equation depend on the intentions of the
researcher and the type of data used: neither oil nor natural gas prices
typically vary much in cross-sectional samples, so their effects on electricity
consumption are difficult to discern when using this type of data.

Finally, the type of elasticity estimated (short-run, long-run, both)
varies across the studies survey. In studies using time-series data, the
coefficients on prices and the other independent variables are typically inter-
preted as short-run elasticities. An exception to this occurs when 1agged
consumption is included as an independent variabie in the estimation equation;
then, the coefficients in the prices represent short-run elasticities, and the
Tong-run elasticity is given by equation 7.1 with A the coefficient on Tagged
consumption. In equations estimated using cross-sectional samples, the
coefficients are typically interpreted as long-run elasticities. Pooled time-
series -- cross-section samples pose a bit more of a problem; the estimated
coefficients contain both long-run and short-run effects. However, when Tagged
consumption is included as an explanatory variable, the price coefficients
again represent short-run elasticities and long-run elasticities are again
given by equation 7.1,

Table 7.1 summarizes the econometric studies of residential electricity
demand surveyed. For each study, the type of elasticity estimated (constant,
variable), the time period for which it is relevant (short-run, long-run,
both), and the type of data used (cross-section, time-series, pooled crnss-
section -- time-series) are presented. Also shown are the substitutes' prices
and non-price factors considered in each study. The own- and cross-price
elasticities estimated in each study are presented in Table 7.2. For those
studies in which lagged consumption was included in the equation, its coef-
ficient, the lagged adjustment coefficient, is also presented.

Estimates of the short-run own-price elasticity vary considerably. In
absolute values, the minimum estimate is 0.101, while the maximum is 0.3. Many
of these differences can be attributed to the data used in.the estimation;
estimates based on national data would be expected to differ from estimates for
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TARLE 7.1, Residential Electricity Demand Survey
Type of (xher Damnd

Author Elasticity Time Frane Type of Data Substitute Prices Detenwi nants(a)
Mderson, K.P. (1972) (bnstant Long run Oross-section Average price
Residential Demand for 1969, states of Natural Gas
Electricity: Eonamtric
Estimtes For California
and the thited Yates.
The Rand (rporation,
Santa Monica, CA
Bnderson, K.P. (1973) Constant - Short run  Cross-section Fuel oil, Y, HS, SHU, NU,
Residential tnergy Use: long run 1969, states bottled gas, W, S
M Econaretric Analysis R- coal
1297NSF. The Rand Corp. ,
Santa Monica, CA
Baughman, M.l., (onstant Short run  Time series  fhergy price Yi, N, MT, LT,
Joskaw, P.L., Dilip, K.P. long run 1968-1972 index Ps
1979 Electric Power in the 48 states
thited States: thdels '
and Policy Mnalysis.
MIT Press, Cabridge, MA
Blattenberger, G.R., Constant $ort run  Time series  Marginal price mpe, fce, x,
Taylor, L.D., long run 1960-1975 natural gas, ddh, ddc
Rennhack , R.XK. 1983, -states fixed charge
"Natural Gas Availability natural gas,
and the Residential Demand price of fuel
for fergy”. The Energy oil
Journal. 4(1):23-45
Halvorsen, Robert, 1976 Constant Long run Cross-section Average price Cps Pnn’ Y*, J,
"Damand For Electric 1969 per thenn for N, Z, R, M, E
tnergy in the United states all types of
States". Southern Econ gas purchased
Journal. 42(2):610-625, by sector
. i r | ¥ ¥ | 3 ] B 3 o . I
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TARLE 7,1. {contd)
Type of (Other Demand, |

Asthor Flasticity Time Frame Type of lata Sibstitute Prices lbtemﬁnants(a)
Halvorsen, Robert, 1978 Constant Long run Paoled Average real PR, Y, A, D,
Fonaretric ibdels of U,5. 1961-1969 gas price for J, U,m, HA, T
Energy Damand. D.C. Heath 48 states all types of
and Co., Lexington, MA gas in cents

per thenn

Hirst, Eric, and Carney, (nstant Sort run  (Oross-section HT, HS,, €, T,
Janet. 1979, “The ORNL fong run 1970 B, U
Residential Energy-Use
Mrdel: Structure and
Results". land Econo-
mics. 55(3):319-333
Houthakker, H.S. and (onstant Sort run  Time series Gt_1 Xt’ P
Taylor, L.D. 1970.
Constmer PDamand in the
United States. Harvard
thiv. Press, Cabridge, MA
Mount, T. D., Chapnan, Variahle Short run  Cross-section Price of gas- Population, per
L. D., and Tyrreil, T. J. long run 1947-1970 inc tules capita incone,
1973, Electricity Damand States natural, Tiquid avg. electricity
in the thited Sates: A petroleum, price, price index
Econaretric Analysis. manu factured for appliances,

(a) For symbols, see glossary at end of section,

and mixed gas.

mean January
tawperature



TABLE 7.2, Residential Survey Parameter Estimates
Sort-Rn  Long-Rn Lagged Gas 0il
Own Price O Price A justment Cross-price Cross-price
Athor Elasticity FElasticity Gefficient (A) Elasticity Elasticity
Anderson (1972) - -0.91 - 0.131 -
Pnderson (1973) -0.3 -1.12 0.732 030 027
Baughman, et al (1979) -0.19 -1.00 0.842 0.055, 0,1L  0.015, 0,005
Blattenberger, et al (1983)  -0.101 -1052 0.904 00025, 0018 --
Halvorsen (1976; - -0.97 - 0.1a -
=~ Halvorsen (1978 -- -1.14 -- 008 --
o Hirst, Carney (1979) -0.16 -0.83 -- 0.025, 0.2 0.005, 0.04L
Houthakker, Taylor (1970) -0.13 -1.89 0873 - --
Mount, Chapran, Tyrrell -0.14 -1.21 0.884 0,025, 0.21L --
(1973)
B s S SR R SRR B SRR NS BEESOE TEE I




individual states, and estimates for mare recent periods would be expected to
differ from older estimates. The functional forms used and the set of indepen-
dent variables considered also appear to play a role. However, in neither case
does a clear relationship appear.

The long-run own-price elasticities display even greater variation,
largely because two methods of estimating these elasticities exist: 1) using a
cross-sectional sample, or 2) using a time-series or a pooled sample and
including a Tagged endogenous variable. For the studies surveyed, the second
approach generally leads to larger (in absolute values) estimates of the long-
run own-price elasticity.

As expected, in studies in which both long- and short-run elasticities are
estimated, the long-run elasticity is larger in magnitude than the short-run
elasticity. The relationship reflects the fact that consumers can manage only
a limited response to price changes in the short run, when their housing and
appliance stocks are fixed, but respond more fully over time when these stocks
can be varied.

Estimates of the lagged adjustment coefficient do not vary as much as the
other parameters; most estimates are about .85. 01l and natural gas price
elasticities vary much less than the other parameters of interest, but quite a
Tot relative to their magnitudes and are considerably smaller than the own-
price elasticities.

Most of the literature surveyed considered commercial and industrial elec-
tricity demand separately. Industrial demand elasticities are typically larger
than those in the commercial sector because of the large amounts of electricity
used for purposes in which oil, natural gas, and coal serve as very good subs-
titutes. In the commercial sector, most electricity consumption is for light-
ing and cooling, uses in which fuel-switching is not as easy.

The RED Business sector is a combination of industrial and commercial
sectors. Most business concerns in the Railbelt, however, are commercial or
1ight industrial. Therefore, the industrial electricity demand elasticities
were deemed inappropriate to the Railbeit, and only the commercial electricity
demand literature was surveyed.
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Only two studies that deal explicitly with the commercial sector were
found. These two studies are summarized in Tables 7.3 and 7.4, which paraliel
Tables 7.1 and 7.2. Even among these two studies the estimated price elasti-
cities vary considerably; the two short-run own-price elasticities are -.03 and
-.29. The cross-price elasticities again vary considerab1y less, and are much

smaller in magnitude than the own-price elasticities.

For both the residential and commercial seCtors, the hypothesis that own-
price elasticities are constant was statistically tested and rejected by Mount,
Chapman, and Tyrrell (1973) (MCT). In that study, own-price elasticities were
found to increase in magnitude as the level of electricity prices increased.
Thus, the absolute value of the own-price elasticity of electricity demand is
higher in regions with high electricity prices than in areas with lower elec-
tricity prices and increases (decreases) over time as the real electricity
price increases (decreases) over time. In both sectors, oil and natural gas
were each found to significantly affect electricity consumption, and long-run
elasticities were found to be larger than short-run elasticities. However, the
parameter estimates do vary according to sector; Mount, Chapman, and Tyrrell,
who estimated models for both sectors, found significantly greater price
responsiveness in the short run and long run in the commercial {Business)
sector, with approximately equal lagged adjustment coefficients.

SELECTION OF RED PRICE ADJUSTMENT MECHANISM STRUCTURE AND PARAMETERS

On the basis of the 1iterature surveyed in the previous section and consi-
deration of the non-price modules of the RED model, the RED price adjustment
mechanism was specified in the following manner.

Sector Division

Separate price adjustment mechanisms are used for the two end-use sectors.
In the only study surveyed in which both sectors were considered, MCT found
that the electricity demand elasticities for the two sectors were considerably
different. Thus, specifying a single mechanism to be applied to both sectors
would lead to biased estimates of the price adjustments in each sector. How-
ever, each of the two mechanisms has the same structure; only the parameters
and the price changes considered differ.
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TARLE 7.3, Comercial Electricity Demand Survey
Type of (ther Demnd( )
Author Flasticity Time Frane Type of Data Substitute Prices Neterminants'®
Bierlein, Jaws G,, Dunn,  {bnstant Jort-run  (ross-section  Natwural gdas, YJ-, PEJ:,
Janes W., McConnon, long-run time series fuel oil Qit-lj
Janes C. 1981, “"The 1967-1977
nemand for Electricity regional NE
and fatural Gas in the
Northeastern United
Sates”. The Review of
Econamics and Statistics.
August 1981, pp. 403-408,
Mount, T. D., Chapnan, Variable Short-run  Cross-section  Gas Y, Py PE, O
L. D., and Tyell, T. J. Tong-rin 1947 -1970
1973, Electricity Danand States

in the hited States; Mn

Econametric Malysis.

(bntract No. W7405-eng-
26, ORNL, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee

(a) For symbols, see glossary at end of section.



TABLE 7.4. Commercial Survey Parameter Estimates

Sort-Rm Long-Rin Lagged Gas 01l
Own Price  Own Price  Adjustment Cross=price Cross-price
Asthor Flasticity Elasticity Cpefficient (A) Flasticity Flasticity
Bierlein, et. al. (1981)  -0.03 -0.37 0.9167 0.045, 0.48. -0,095, -1.09
Munt, et, al. {1973) -0.29 -1.36 0.8724 0.015, 004 -

Variable Elasticity

The own-price elasticity in each sector is not constant, but varies with
the level of the real electricity price. In the only study surveyed in which
variable elasticities were estimated, MCT rejected the hypothesis that own-
price elasticities were constant, Furthermore, a considerable amount of
variation was found in the estimated own-price elasticities during the litera-
ture survey. This variation could be caused in part by variations in the
estimating samples' price levels.

These factors would be unimportant if the level of electricity prices in
the Railbelt region were fairly similar to the mean level of prices used in
estimating the constant elasticity equations, if the levels of electricity
prices within the Railbelt were uniform, and if real electricity prices in the
Railbelt were not expected to change during the forecast period. In such a
case, the estimate from a constant-elasticity model might provide a reasonable
approximation to the true elasticity in the Railbelt. Even if the true
elasticity were variable, when evaluated at the mean level of prices, it would
be similar to a constant elasticity estimated with the same data. Unfortu-
nately, none of these conditions hold; the average level of Railbelt electri-
city prices in 1980 was significantly below U.S. average electricity price;
within the Railbelt, the Tevel of Anchorage electricity prices was less than
half the level of Fairbanks prices in 1980; and in several of the RED price
scenarios, electricity prices increase rapidly enough that by the year 2000
they are 50 to 100% higher in real terms than they were in 1980.

Adjustment Over Time

Long-term price elasticities are not entered explicitly into the mecha-
nism; instead, short-run elasticities and a lagged adjustment coefficient are
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employed. Thus, long-term elasticities appear explicitly in the mechanism via
the relationship given above. This choice was made for three reasons. First,
the explicit short-run elasticities are consistent with the implicit long-run
elasticities; that is, the elasticity estimates can be taken from the same
study, estimated with a lagged adjustment coefficient. If the long-run
elasticity were entered explicitly, it could not be taken from the same study
as the short-run elasticity because it is impossible to obtain both elasti-
cities from one equation except via the lagged adjustment coefficient. Second,
since the lagged adjustment coefficient did not vary much across the studies,
whereas the long-run elasticities did, choosing a value for A was more
straightforward. Third, and most importantly, by including the lagged adjust-
ment coefficient the impact of price changes in year t on consumption in year t
+1, t + 2, ecos t + 10 can be assessed directly; because t + 1, ... t + 10 is
neither the short-run nor the long-run, with only the two sets of elasticities
and no lagged adjustment coefficient these impacts cannot be directly measured,
but only crudely guessed. This is particularly important in RED because it
forecasts electricity consumption at five-year intervals; price changes in the
first-year of the five-year period obviously have neither a long-run nor short-
run impact on consumption in the fifth year of the period, but an intermediate
impact.

Cross Price Elasticities

Short- and long-run natural gas and 0il cross-price elasticities are
included in the mechanism. In several of the studies surveyed, one or the
other fuel was found to be a substitute for electricity, although due to data
limitations they were only considered simultaneously in a handful of studies.
Thus, the effect of 0il and gas price changes on electricity consumption,
although small in relation to the effect of electricity prices, cannot be
ignored. It is important to include these prices in the RED price adjustement
mechanism for the following reasons. Much of the own-price elasticity of
electricity demand can be attributed to "fuel switching.” As real electricity
prices increase, some households and businesses will, the mechanism predicts,
"switch" from electricity to natural gas or oil for heating and other energy
uses. However, if real oil and gas prices are also increasing, the extent of
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this fuel switching will be diminished, The cross-price elasticities are
employed in RED to account for this., One would think that the amount by which
this fuel switching is diminished because of rising gas and oil prices would be
a function of the level of 0il and gas prices; in other words, that these
cross-price elasticities are not constant with respect to their corresponding
prices, Unfortunately, none of the studies surveyed employed variable cross-
price etasticity models; thus, the cross-price elasticities in each of the two
price mechanisms are constant.,

Parameter Estimates

The parameter estimates for each of the two price adjustment mechanisms
were taken from the study by Mount, Chapman, Tyrrell (1973). 0il cross-price
elasticities, which were not estimated in the MCT study, were based on profes-
sional judgment and values taken from the literature survey. The parameter
values used in RED are presented in Table 7.5, The MCT parameter values were
used in RED for two reasons. First, their models were most consistent with the
structure selected for the RED price adjustment mechanisms; there are separate
equations for the residential and business sectors, variable own-price elasti-
cities are employed, lagged adjustment coefficients are estimated, and a cross-
price elasticity (gas) is included. Second, the elasticities estimated by MCT,
when evaluated at 1980 Anchorage and Fairbanks prices (in real 1970 dollars, as
in MCT), appear reasonable. In the residential sector, calculated short-run
elasticities were -.1462 in Anchorage and -.1507 in Fairbanks; calculated

TABLE 7.5. Parameter Values in RED Price Adjustment Mechanism

. Residential Business
Short-Run Elasticities Sector Sector
Own-Price -.1552 + .3304/P(28) _.2025 + 2.4014/p(3)
~ Natural Gas 0225 .0082
0il .01 .01
Lagged Adjustment .8837 5724

(a) Measured in mills per KWH, 1970 dollars.
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long=run elasticities were -1.2571 and -1.296, respectively. The short-run
elasticities are slightly below the average of the estimates presented in
Table 7.2; since average prices are rather low in the Railbelt, this result is
satisfactory. The long-run elasticities are slightly above the average of the
studies surveyed, since the MCT lagged adjustmént coefficient is at the high
end of the range of those surveyed. This is satisfactory for the Railbelt
because electricity comprises a 1arge share of consumers' budgets due to the
climate and winter hours of darkness and because in the past residents of the
area have heen conservation-minded, The business sector short-run own-price
elasticities evaluated at 1980 prices are -.2270 in Anchorage and -.2600 in
Fairbanks, and the respective long-run elasticities are -1.7788 and -2,.0378.
The short-run estimates are a little below the average MCT calculated, due to
below-average Railbelt prices, and the long-run elasticities are at the high
end of the range found in the survey.

DERIVATION OF RED PRICE~-ADJUSTMENT MECHANISM EQUATIONS

The final outputs from the RED price adjustment mechanism are price-
adjusted consumption of electricity for each sector, region, and time period,
denoted RESCON;y and BUSCONiKe Each of these is equal to preliminary estimates
of consumption, denoted RESPRE;, and PRECON;y, multiplied by a series of price
adjustment factors:

RESCONiK RESPREiK . (1 + OPAiKK) ° (1 + PPA?KE) ° (1 + GPAfKZ) (7,3)

BUSCON;, = PRECONs + (1 + OPAj,) = (1 + PPAs,) » (1 + GPAsy,) (7.4)

where

i = region index
K = time period index
2 = sector index (=1 residential, = 2 business)
OPA = own-price adjustment factor
PPA = o0il (petroleum)-price adjustment factor
GPA = gas-price adjustment factor and denotes multiplication.
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Thus, final consumption in a sector is equal to preliminary, non-price
adjusted consumption scaled upward or downward depending on the signs and mag-
nitudes of the three corresponding adjustment factors. These factors combine
information on price changes in periods X, K-1,., own- and cross-price elasti-
cities in periods K, K-1, ..., and lagged adjustment coefficients in the fol-
lowing manner., First, denoting electricity, oil, and natural gas prices by
PEjke s POskp» and PGyyg s (define the five-year percentage change in prices):

PCPEky = (PEikp = PE4 xo1,0)/PE k-1, (7.5)
PCPO Ky = (POyg = POj ko1,2)/P05 k1,0 (7.6)
PCPGygy = (PGikg = PBy 1,00 /PGy k1,0, (7.7)

Then calculate the average annual percentage change in price during the
five-year period:

PCPEA;k, = (1 + PCPE;y,)**.2 - 1 - (7.8)
PCPOA;xg = (1 + PCPO;y,)**u2 - 1 (7.9)
PCPGA;kg = (1 + PCPGyg,)**.2 - 1 (7.10)

where "**" denotes exponentiation. Thus, during each of the years between K-1
and K, prices increase an average of 100 « PCPEA;y, , and 100 « PCPOA;y,, and
100 ~ PCPGA;y, percent.

The impact of a change in the price of electricity in the first year of
the five-year period on consumption in the fifth year of the period can be
analyzed in steps. First, the impact of the price change on consumption in the
first year (denoted t) is given by

%AQ'itl = ESRitE * %Ap-"'tl (7-11)
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where %A denotes percentage change, 0p is consumption in year t, sector g,
region i, Py, is the price, and ESRj4y is the short-run own-price of
electricity. Equation 7.9 states that consumption in year t falls (increases)
in percentage terms by an amount equal to the price increase (decrease) scaled
by the own-price elasticity (which is negative). The effect of the price
change in year t on consumption in year t + 1 is the sum of two components.
First, lagged consumption has fallen by %AQjy,, 50 this period's consumption
falls by A%Q545. Second, the price change which occurred in year t persists
(the price did not go back to its year t-1 Tevel) so consumption in year t + 1
falls by ESRi,t+1,z © %Pj¢y. Thus, the change in year t + 1 consumption of
electricity caused by a price change in year t is given by

%AQ = A%AQiti + ESRi,t+l,£ ° %Apitl (7.12)

i t+1l,2

(A ESthz + ESRf,t+1,£) ® %Apitz (7.13)

Similarly, the change in year t + 2 consumption is equal to the sum of two
components:

05 12,0 = AM05 ea1,0 FOESRY pap g ¢ HPg (7.14)

(\PESRypg + AESR{ yyyog * ESRy gy g) * WPILE (7.15)

This process can be carried out to year t + 4, the final year of the
five-year perijod:

4 3

%AQi’t+4’£ = %APit2 o (X ESRit£ + A ESRigt+1,2 (7.16)
+ xz ESR + X ESR
i,t+2,4 i, t+3,L
+ ESR

i,t+d,0)
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which gives the percentage change in year t + 4 consumption resulting from the
price change %AP;i, in year t. Similar price changes occur in year
t +1 (%APi’t+l’£), t+2 (AAPj’t+2’£), t + 3 (AAPT’t+3,2), and

t +4 (%APi - 2), with equal percentage price changes assumed during each of

the five years. That is:

%GAP . = %AP, = %ZAP = %AP = IAP. (7.17)

its 1,t+1,4 i,t+2,2 i,t+3,2 IR PCPEA

kg

The impact of these individual price changes on consumption in year t + 4
can be derived in & manner similar to that used to obtain equation 7.16. The
sum of the impacts of the five annual price changes is given by equation 7.18:

10, = PCPEA;, * (}4 ESR 1 (7.18)

i, t+4.,4

3 R + 32 ESR,

2 i,t+l,0 i, t+2,2

# AVESR; g3, 5 ESRi,t+4,£)

Equation 7.18 accounts for price changes which occur between period K-1
and K; price changes which occurred before X-1 also influence consumption in
period K, just as price changes in period t affect consumption in, for example,
period t + 9;

- 9 8
Qi 009,08 = BPy g (07 ESRypy *ATESRy 4y (7.19)
5 4
+oao+ A ESRi ,t+4,2 + A. ESRi ,t+5,£
T A ESR; tigg FESRY tig )

The combined total impact of the five annual price changes in t, t+l, t+2,
t+3, t+4, on consumption in period t+9 (period K+1) is given by
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= A2%AQ,

=0 i,t+h,0

i, t+9,2 (7.20)

4 3
+ PCPEA, . (x ESR; pug g * 27 ESRy 1yp

2
+ T ESRy g, P BESRy g

* SESR‘i ,t+9 ,2)

Extending this analysis forward, combining terms, and rearranging, one
obtains the percentage change in any five-year period K as a function of
average annual price changes between K-1 and K, K-2 and K-1, etc:

WOy = AB A Ly, (7.21)
( ; l
+ PCPEA,
m=l 'Im!)
4 ESR + 23 EsR
. {x i.K1,8 iK2,8
+ 32 ESR + 4% ESR
1,K3,2 i,Ké4,L

+ 5 ESRi,KS,;)

Where the subscripts Kl,,.,K5 denote, respectively, the first year>1n the period
between X-1 and K, the second year in the period between K-1 and K, etc. The
summation over past price changes takes into account that these price changes
persist: that once prices have increased, the increase and its effects are
permanent, until and unless future price decreases affset them.

Equation 7.17 defines QPA; | , as the percentage adjustment to electricity
b 3
consumption which must be made because of real electricity price changes.
Restated,

7.19




ke = A K-1,2 (7.22)

*AESRY w4 i.K5,8

Similarly, price adjustment factors for oil and natural gas price changes can
be derived, with one simplification - the o0il and gas cross-price elasticities
are constant. Thus,

5

PR = A0 PPAL 1, (7.23)
3
" PCPOA. | - OSR
i img 2
. (x4 + 2A3 + 3A2 + 4x + 5)
GPA... = A GPA (7.24)
ike 1.K-1,2 , :

4 3 2

o (A7 + 207 + 3" + 4 +5)

where QSR, is the short-run o0il cross-price elasticity in sector & and GSR, s
the short-run gas cross-price elasticity in sector £,
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ATl that remains is to attach values to ESRi,Kj,i‘ In the MCT study,
short-run elasticities are defined by

Eep = @ = Db/P. (7.25)

SR
Implementation of this requires calculating the average elasticity for a given
year Kj, so that

ESR = A, = 5 Bz/P

Pk TRy (7.26)

i.Kj=-1,2
= 5 Bz/pi,Kj,z

where Pi,anl,l is the price at the end of the year before Kj, and Pi,Kj,i is
the price at the end of year Xj.
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GLOSSARY OF SYMBOLS

income per household

average family size

single detached housing units {fraction of total)
nonurban housing units (fraction of total)

mean December temperature

mean July temperature

income per capita (67 dollars)

population density

energy price index relative to CPI (dollars per Btu)
average temperature of warmest three months of year (°F)
average temperature of coldest three months of year.(°fF)
marginal price of electricity

fixed charge for electricity

total personal income

heating degree days

cooling degree days

number of residential customers

marginal price of electricity

per capita personal income

average July temperature

heating degree days

pobulation per square mile

percent rural population

percent of housing units in single-unit structures
number of housing units per capita

average real price of residential electricity, in cents per kwh

average real income per capita, in thousands of doilars

index of real wholesale prices of selected electric appliances

percentage of population living in rural areas
percentage of housing units in multiunit structures
average size of households

time

stock of occupied housing units
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average size of housing units

the fraction of households with a particular type of equipment
thermal performance of housing units

average annuyal energy use for the type of equipment

usage factor

lagged personal consumption expenditure for electricity per capita
in 1958 dollars. '

total personal consumption expenditure per capita in 1958 dollars:
implicit deflator for electricity/implicit deflator for PCE (1958=100)
value of retail sales

average deflated price per KWH of electricity

= lagged per capita fuel consumption

income per capita

population

price of electricity (mills per KWH)
lagged demand in millions of KWH.
long run
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8.0 THE PROGRAM-INDUCED CONSERVATION MODULE

The purpose of the Proéram—Induced Conservation Module is to account for
the electricity savings that can be obtained with a given set of consumer-
installed conservation technologies and government policies, together with the
associated costs of these savings. The peak demand or capacity savings of the
technologies set are calculated in the Peak Demand Module.

The module forecasts only those portions of conservation that are not
market- or price-induced. The module was developed as part of Battelle-
Northwest's Alaska Railbelt Electric Power Alternatives Study in 1981 and was
designed as a tool to enable the State of Alaska to analyze the impact of
potential large-scale conservation programs. The future of such programs in
Alaska is in doubt (Tillman 1983) and the data on the savings and costs of
existing programs are uncertain., The Program-Induced Conservation Module was
not used in the 1983 updated forecasts, but a description of the module is
giveh below.

MECHANTSM

The fuel price adjustments in the Residential Consumption and Business
Consumption Modules account for market-induced technology-related conservation
impacts, as well as reductions in appliances use and changes in the way in
which they are used. The Program-Induced Conservation Module analyzes
government attempts to intervene in the marketplace to induce conservation via
loan programs, grants, or other policy actions. The module accounts for the
effects of this program-induced conservation on demands for electric energy and
generating capacity.

RED separates conserved energy into two parts: energy saved from the
actions of residential consumers and energy saved from reduced energy use in
the business and government sectors. Figure 8.1 provides a flow chart of the
process employed.

A separate, interactive program developed with RED {CONSER) is called by
RED to prepare a conservation data file. This file contains information on the
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FIGURE 8.1. RED Program-Induced Conservation Module
costs, energy savings, and the level of market acceptance of various consumer-

installed conservation options. For the residential sector, CONSER queries the
user for the technical parameters of each option (up to ten options may be
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included) . Based on a user-supplied forecast of electricity prices and the
costs associated with each option, CONSER calculates the internal rate of
return on each technology. The user compares this rate to a bank passbook -
savings rate as a very loose minimum test of acceptability. If the user
decides, based on this comparison, that the option should be included in the
analysis, CONSER calculates the payback period for each option. CONSER then
writes the default values and range of values for the option's market
saturation rate to an output data file. The user is then queried for the
market saturation of electricity in the use that the conservation option
offsets (e.g., electric water heating). This market saturation is also written
to the output data file.

Government residential conservation programs primarily reduce the
effective purchase price of conservation options to the consumer. Therefore,
CONSER next requests the user's estimate of consumer purchase and installation
costs for each option with and without government subsidization. The
saturation of each technology with and without subsidization is calculated and
is written to the output data file.

For the business sector, CONSER requests the potential proportion of
predicted electricity use that might be saved through conservation, the
estimated proportion of these potential conservation savings that are realized,
and the costs per kWh for conservation savings in existing and new buildings.
These values are also written to the output data file, which now becomes an
input data file for the Conservation Module.

RED uses the residential conservation information in the CONSER data file
to account for the impacts of the conservation technologies under
consideration. First, the amounts of conservation occurring in the residential
sector with and without government subsidization are calculated by multiplying
together the electric use saturation rate, the conservation saturation rate,
and the number of households. Next, the level of program-induced conservation
is calculated by subtracting the nonsubsidized conservation savings from the
subsidized figure. Finally, this figure is subtracted from the price-adjusted
residential reguirements to derive the utilities' total residential sales.
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The business conservation calculation separately addresses the sales to
new and existing uses, and two potential pools of electricity savings are
calculated. For simplicity, existing uses are defined as the previous forecast
periods' electricity requirements, whereas new uses are defined as the
difference between the previous period's reguirements and the current period's
requirements. The two potential pools of savings are the sales to new uses and
retrofits times user-supplied potential savings rates {for new uses and
retrofits). The predicted level of savings in each case is found by
multiplying the potential pools of savings times user-supplied conservation
saturations with and without government intervention. Finally, the total
program-induced savings are derived by subtracting the savings without
government intervention from sales with government intervention for both new
and existing uses. Total price adjusted requirements, minus program-induced
business conservation, equals utilities' total sales to business.

The economic costs of the residential conservation technology package are
found by multiplying together the government subsidized conservation saturation
rate, the electric saturation rate, the number of households, and the cost to
consumers per installation without government intervention for each
conservation option, and summing over options. For the economic costs of
business conservation, the total megawatt hours saved by government-subsidized
conservation is multiplied by the cost per megawatt hour saved.

Finally, the Conservation Module helps calculate the effect of
conservation on peak demand. Unfortunately, not all conservation technologies
can be given credit for displacing the demand for peak generating capacity.
Therefore, CONSER queries the user for a peak correction factor, a variable
that takes on a value between zero and one if the option receives credit for
producing some portion of its energy savings during the peak demand period;
otherwise the value is zero. These peak correction factors for each option are
aggregated in RED, First, they are weighted by the proportion of total
program-induced electricity savings each option represents during a given
forecast period. Next, the weighted correction factors are summed together.
The resulting aggregated peak correction factor is sent to the peak demand
model to calculate the peak savings of the set of conservation technologies.
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INPUTS AND QUTPUTS

The inputs and outputs of the Program~Induced Conservation Module are
sunmarized in Table 8.1. The potential market for the conservation option is
defined by the total number of households served {HHS) and the saturation of
the electrical devices {ESAT) whose use of electricity can be displaced by
investment in a particular conservation option. ESAT equals the total market
saturation of the appliance times the fuel mode split. The total number of
households served is calculated in the housing module, while ESAT is
interactively entered by the user. RCSAT, the penetration of the potential
market by the conservation technology, is determined within the CONSER
parameter routine, The technical energy savings and the costs of residential
conservation devices {both installation and maintenance) are interactively
specified within CONSER by the user.

The business segments of CONSER also gquery the user for the potential and
actual saturations of electricity conservation in the business sector and the
costs per megawatt hour saved for business investments in conservation.

Finally, the correction factors are decimal fractions that are
interactively supplied by the user to CONSER and that reflect the extent to
which conservation options receive credit for peak savings.

The outputs of the Program-Induced Conservation Module are the final
electricity sales to the business and residential sectors, and the electricity
savings of the conservation technology set considered in a given run of the RED
model.,

MODULE STRUCTURE

The price adjustment mechanisms used in the Business and Residential
Consumption Modules employ price elasticities derived from studies that did not
distinguish among the impacts of conservation technologies and other effects of
energy price changes. Since conservation of electricity is argued to be
induced either by energy price changes or by market intervention designed to
encourage conservation, the treatment of conservation in RED was cautiously
developed to eliminate the possibility of double counting energy savings and
costs.
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e
TABLE 8.1. Inputs and Qutputs of the Conservation Module =
\ T | R
2" Inputs -
Svmbo! Name From i
HHS Tota' housenolds served Residential Module -
TECH Teshnica® energy savings CONSER, Interactive lmput
CosT! nstallation and purchase cost CONSER, Interactive Input -
0¥ the residential conservation )
gevice ’
CosTo Operation and maintenance costs CONSER, Interactive Innuf 3
of the wresidential conservation
device o=
RCSAT Residential saturation of the CONSER, Interactive Input
device (with and without govern-
ment intervention)
=
ESAT Residential electric use CONSER, Interactive Inout
saturation
PRES Expected residential electri- CONSER, Interactive Input i
city price - -
RESCON Price-adjusted residential Residential Moduile
consumption
CF Peak correction factor CONSER, Interactive Input e
PoES Patential preportion of elec- CONSER, Interactive lnput N
tricity saved in business in
new and retrofit uses I
BCSAT Business conse~vation saturation CONSER, Interactive Input , ;
rate (with and without govern- Uncertainty Module T
ment intervention)
: s
CosT fost per megawatt hour saved CONSER, Interactive input ;
in business
BUSCON Business price-adjusted Business Mpdule
consumption "
b) Qutputs
Symbol Name To | mom
TCONSAV Total electricity saved Report
{businegs plus residential}
TCONCOST Total cost of conservation Report ’
{business plus residential)
ADRESCON Adjusted residential consumption Miscellaneous and Peak n
Demand Modules ol
AOBUSCON Adjusted business consumptien Miscellaneous and Peak i

Demand Modules

ACF . Aggregate peak correction factor Peak Demand Mode!
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In RED's formulation, the Program-Induced Conservation Module serves
primarily as an accounting mechanism that tracks the impacts of a given set of
technolbgy options in the residential sector and the aggregate level of
conservation in the business sector. However, since government policies and
programs could have a significant, direct impact upon the level of conservation
adopted, and since the incremental impacts of these actions are not
incorporated in the price adjustment process of the Residential and Business
Consumption Modules, the Program-Induced Conservation Module explicitly
calculates these impacts and accordingly adjusts the forecasted sales to

consumners.

Scenario Preparation (CONSER Program)

The calculations of the Conservation Module require scenarios of the
saturation of conservation options, the expected electricity savings, and their
associated costs. To reduce the amount of data entry in scenario preparation
and to facilitate the use of a broad set of conservation technologies and
government policy options, a separate program (CONSER) queries the user for
information necessary to calculate the saturations, savings, and costs. These
parameters are then written to a data file where they can be accessed by the
remainder of the Conservation Module. Two steps are required: 1) determining
if an option will achieve market acceptance; and 2) calculating market

saturations for options gaining acceptance.

The first step is to determine whether a specific conservation option will
achieve market acceptance. For the residential sector, the way RED identifies
acceptable options is to compare them with other investments available to the
consumer. Conservation is an investment with a financial yield that can be
ca]cu1ated'and compared with other investment options. By comparing the
internal rate-of-return (IRR)} of a conservation option with the market rate of
interest, one can determine whether conservation options' return is sufficient
to encourage market acceptance.

The market rate of interest to which RED compares the internal rate-of-
return is the standard commercial bank passbook interest rate. Passbook
accounts have several characteristics:

1. They are virtually risk free.
2. They are extremely liquid.
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3, They have trivial requirements as to the size of the initial deposit.

4. They are readily available to everyone,

Investments in conservation technologies, however, are characterized by

the following:

1. risky
2. difficult to liquidate
3. {sometimes) require a large initial payment.

These factors would cause most homeowner-investors to require a higher rate of
return on conservation than those on passbook accounts to invest in

conservation. Therefore, a conservation option can pass the internal rate market
interest test even though it might not be adopted. Such a comparison insures that
every option that could achieve market acceptance is included in the portfo]io of

conservation technologies to be considered.

The IRR is calculated with the following formula:

2

ES. =C.
2k igk _ 0 (8,1)

0 )
(1 +0..)

where

T = lifetime of the device {maximum of 30 years)

p = internal rate-of-return

% = subscript for the year. Takes on values 1 to 30
ES = value of electricity saved

£ = total cost of the option in the year

i = subscript for the load center

k = subscript for the option

The value of electricity savings is based on the energy prices the consumer
expects. It is calculated by querying the user for price forecasts and the
electricity savings (in kWh) for each option and multiplying:

ES1.2k = PRESiz X TECHik (8.2)
where
PRESi

TECH; = annual kWh savings in region i per installation of device k.

dollars per kWh in Toad center i
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The cost (Cizk) is the 1980 dollar installation and purchase cost in the year
the device is purchased and the annual maintenance and operating 1980 dollar
costs in all remaining periods..

Recognizing that initial cost is a major barrier ﬁo conservation, the
Congress has provided incentives for individuals to install energy-conserving
equipment. Furthermore, the State of Alaska has also instituted several
programs aimed to promote installation of conservation equipment. Because the
main impact of these programs is to reduce the initial cost of conservation,
CONSER uses the subsidized installation and purchase costs of the device to
forecast whether a device will achieve additional market acceptance over an
unsubsidized case.

As previously stated, CONSER requests the expected electricity price
forecast for each year, the operating and maintenance costs, the kWh savings
and the government subsidized purchase and installation costs of the device for
each region. CONSER calculates the internal rate of return of the option,
prints this information, and asks the user if the option is to be used. If it
is, then the unsubsidized costs of purchasing and installing the option are
also requesfed.

If the scenario to be considered does not include government intervention,
the installation and purchase costs entered for the subsidized and unsubsidized
cases should be the same (and equal to the unsubsidized costs).

The next step of scenario preparation is to determine the market
saturation rate of each conservation option. RED employs a payback decision
rule to determine the default value and the range of the conservation
saturation rate. Since the expected value of electricity savings probably is
not constant across time, the payback period is calculated by dividing the
installation and purchase costs by the cumulative net value of electricity
savings (value of energy savings minus operating and maintenance costs),
starting with the first year and continuing until the ratio is less than one.
The number of years required to drive the ratio to less than one is the payback
period.

The payback period is calculated for both the subsidized and nonsubsi-
dized cases. Since the subsidized case usually will have Tower installation
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and purchase costs, the payback periods for the subsidized case will usually be
Tower and the conservation saturation rates will usually be higher.

CONSER also requests the name of the conservation option, a forecast of
the market saturation rates for electric devices from which the option
displaces consumption, and the peak correction factor for each conservation
option. The saturation of electric devices is used within the Conservation
Module to define the potential market of the conservation option, whereas the
peak correction factor indicates the extent to which the option displaces
electricity consumption at the peak. This information, as well as the costs
and saturation of the conservation option (for the unsubsidized and subsidized
cases), is written to a data file for later access by the remainder of the
Program-Induced Conservation Module.

Funding constraints in the Railbelt Alternatives Study prohibited the
development of detailed cost and performance data for business conservation
applications. CONSER, therefore, requires the user to provide the following
for both new and retrofit uses: the potential proportion of electricity that
conservation technology can displace and an estimate of the proportion of those
potential savings actually realized for subsidized and unsubsidized cases.
CONSER also requests the cost per megawatt hour saved for both cases and the
peak correction factor for new and retrofit uses.

This business sector information is also written to CONSER's output data
file. By running CONSER with several different technology packages and
government policy packages, conservation scenario files can be easily
constructed for later analysis within RED.

Residential Conservation

Using the information from the data file that CONSER creates, the
calculation of electricity saved by the set of technologies is
straightforward. By multiplying the electric device saturation and the
incremental number of households served, the total nunber of potential
applications of the conservation device is found. The incremental number of
households served in the first forecast period (1980) is zero, since the

current consumption rates already include the current level of conservation.
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- . . . .
ok By next multiplying the potential number of uses by the savings per
4. installation and the saturation of the conservation option, the amount of
mgi electricity saved is derived: '
v
m{p CONSAVitKj = RCSATi Kj X TECH‘ik X
W: (ESAT1tk X HHS'it - ESAT1(t-1)k X HHS'I(t-l)
t- where
"y CONSAV = electricity saved (kWh)
i7 RCSAT = conservation saturation rate
”}: TECH = electricity savings per installation (kWh)
b ESAT = electric device saturation rates
ol HHS = total households served
N t = denotes the forecast period (1,2,3,¢0¢,7)
. j = denotes subsidized (j=1) or nonsubsidized {j=0).
| / The total electricity displaced through the residential conservation set
- - considered is found by summing across the options (subscript k):
i K
= RCONSAVitl = kil CONSAVitkl
- where
M%ﬁ RCONSAV = residential electricity conserved {kWh)
i K = total number of residential options considered.
= Since the price adjustment mechanism does not account for government-
induced conservation, the model next adjusts residential sales by the
o incremental conservation attributable to government programs:
. ADRESCON; ¢ = RESCON;, - (RCONSAVitl - RCDNSAVTtO)
‘ where
e
s ADRESCON = final electricity requirements of residential consumers
B RESCON = price-adjusted residential consumption.
8.11
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The electrical device saturation and the incremental number of households :
define the number of potential applications. The cost of purchasing and .
installing the option is calculated by multiplying the potential number of new ‘Ff
uses by COSTI (the installation and purchase costs per option). Next, by 3*1
multiplying COSTO (annual operations and maintenance costs per option) by the =fm
cumulation of previous forecast perjods' potential uses, the operating and Li*
maintenance costs are found., Finally, by summing all these components, the ;Fm
total annual costs associated with conservation savings in a given forecast ,
period can be found. Nuring any forecast year, the annual costs are equal t0 -
one year's total installation costs, plus operating costs associated with all 3
previous additions to stock: ;

-
CONCQSTitkj = COSTIikj X RCSATitkj X (ESAT1.tk X HHSit -
. .
ES!I\T1.(1:_1)k X HHSl(t-l))//% + COSTOik X i=1RCSATikj X
(ESATihkj x HHS,, = ESATihkj X THHSi(h_l))] (8.6) '
where ;o
CONCOST = the option's total annual cost ,;
COSTI = unit cost in 1980 dollars for purchasing and installing the ’fiﬁ'
_ conservation option _
COSTO = unit cost in 1980 dollars of operating and maintaining the L?ﬁ
conservation option E
h = forecast period subscript. Can take on values 1 to t. }3@
By summing over the options, the total costs of the residential conservation =
set is found. f%a
¢ s
RCONCOSTitj = kil CONCDSTitkj (8.7)
where
RCONCOST = present value of the total costs of the set of
residential conservation options.
%En
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The total costs of conservation are the unsubsidized total costs
(RCONCOST;,.), consumers pay the subsidized costs (RCONSAV:i.q), and government
ito itl
pays the difference (RCONCOST;j4o ~ RCONCOST;4q) .

Business Conservation

For business conservation impacts, funding constraints prohibited
collection of detailed cost and performance data. Fortunately, a limited
nunber of studies have estimated the potential energy savings and associated

costs for aggregate conservatian investments in new and existing buildings.

RED separates the conservation impacts for the business sector into two
parts: thase arising from retrofitting existing buildings, and those arising
from incorporating conservation technologies in new construction. As in the
residential segment of the Program-Induced Conservation Module, the potential
pool of electricity that can be displaced must be identified for both new
construction and retrofits. This "pool" is determined by the state of
conservation technology and is supplied to the conservation module from the
CONSER output file, The actual amount of conservation that occurs depends upon
the price of electricity and competing fuels and upon the cost and performance
characteristics of the options available. This is also supplied by CONSER.

In RED, the potential pool of displaced electricity for businesses is
derived by first separating business sales into sales to existing structures
and sales to new structures. For simplicity, the change from the previous
periods' business requirements as calculated by the Business Consumption Module
is assumed to be the sales to new buildings:

SALNB;y = BUSCONit - BUSCONi(t-l) (8.8)
where
SALNB = sales to new buildings
BUSCON = business consumption prior to conservation adjustments.

Therefore, the sales to existing buildings are the sales in the previous
period:
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SALEXjy = BUSCON; (1) (8.9)
where | R
SALEX = sales to existing buildings. :m
To find the potential pool of electricity use displaced through retrofits and L;i
incorporation of conservation options in new buildings, the Program-Induced o
Conservation Module multiplies the disaggregated sales fiqures times the T
potential percentage of electricity saved in new and retrofit buildings: ’
POTNBj; = SALNB;y X PPES; 4y (8.10a)
POTEX;; = SALEX:, X PRES, .. (8.10b) ‘
=
where |
POTNB = potential amount of displaced electricity in new buildings )
PPES = proportion of electricity that technically can be displaced via -
retrofit or incorporation of conservation options in new .
buildings. fins.
POTEX = potential amount of displaced electricity in existing buildings “
E = subscript for existing buildings : 15“
N = subscript for new buildings. '
These figures, however, only provide the technically feasible amount of ;??
electricity that could be displaced. Market forces determine what level of the
potential electricity savings will be achieved, o
In the residential segment of the Program-Induced Conservation Module, RED
used an internal rate-of-return test and a payback period decision rule to ‘Zé
determine first, whether an option would achieve market acceptance, and second, -
what level of acceptance it would achieve. As mentioned above, the information B
available for business conservation does ndt permit such an analysis. ' ;‘%
Therefore, the model user is required to assume a level of potential market -
saturation. The saturation rates (one for retrofits, one for new buildings) v
must reflect the prices of fuels (including electricity), the costs of the
package of options employed, and the electricity savings expected for iﬁm
subsidized and nonsubsidized cases. ﬂ
IR
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The saturation rates are obtained from the data file CONSER creates. The
displaced electricity can be found by multiplying the total saturation rates by
the total potential pool of electricity savings:

BCONSAV;yyj = BCSATjy X POTNBjyj (8.11a)
BCONSAVj gy = BCSAT; g X POTEX;y; (8.11b)
where
BCONSAV = electricity savings

BCSAT

saturation rate for conservation options in business.

As in the residential sector, the business requirements must be adjusted
for the incremental impact of government programs:

ADBUSCON;y = BUSCON;, « (BCONSAV;ypy; = BCONSAVyyys) (8.12)
~ (BCONSAV; g7 = BCONSAV;iro)

where
ADBUSCON = adjusted business consumption.

The total cost of the conservation set in a given future forecast year is
given by multiplying the 1980 dollar cost per megawatt-hour saved by the

conservation savings in each use:
BCONCOSTitj - (BCONSAVitEj X COSTiEj + BCONSAVitNl) (8.13)

where
BCONCOST
COST

business conservation costs, future forecast year

1980 dollar costs per megawatt hour saved.

The total costs of the conservation in a future forecast year to "society" is
the nonsubsidized costs (BCONCOSTitO), whereas the value of the subsidy in that
year is (BCONCOST’“O - BCONCOSTitl), and businesses bear only the subsidized
costs (BCONCOST;41).
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Peak Correction Factors

The last item to be calculated is the aggregate peak correction factor for
the incremental impact of government conservation programs on peak demand.
This factor is calculated by weighting each option's peak correction factor by
the option's propertion of incremental conservation:

jtk1 ~ CONSAV..\ o) X CFp

ACF
- RCONSAVitO) + (BCONSAVitl - BCONSAVitO)

K (CONSAY
£ (8.14)

it k=1 (RCONSAVitl

(BCONSAvitEl

(RCONSAVit

- RCONSAVitEo) x CF

- RCDNSAVi

BCONSAVitN1

(BCDNSAVitl

- BCONSAVitNo
- BCONSAV, )
1to

E+( )XCFN
)+

+

1 to

where
ACF
CF

aggregate peak correction factor

option-specific peak correction factor, equal to the proportion
of the electrical demand of displaced appiiances that can be
displaced at the peak demand period of the year {e.g., January).

PARAMETERS

One of the requirements of the Alaska state program whereby homeowners
request state money to install conservation measures is that the payback period
for the measure be less than seven years., Therefore, if a conservation
option's payback period is assumed to be greater than seven years, the options
market penetration will be very limited, effectively zero. However, if the
option pays for itself within the first year, then the option wou]d penetrate
the entire potential market immediately. The relationship between payback
period and penetration rate for payback periods between zero and seven years is
assumed to be Tinear. A range of 15% on these values is arbitrarily assumed.
Table 8.2 presents these market penetration parameters.




TABLE 8.2. Payback Periods and Assumed Market Saturation
Rates for Residentjal Conservation Options

_4‘43 ’ :

o, -
i

o BRSPS

Payback

As sumed As sumed

Period Saturation Range
(years) (%) (%)

0 100.0 o=

1 87.5 80-95

2 75.0 67 .5-82.5

3 62.5 55=70

4 50.0 42 5-57.5

5 37.5 30-45

6 25.0 17.5-32.5

7 12.5 5-20

8 0 0-5

Source: Author Assumption
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MECHANISM

9.0 THE MISCELLANEQUS MODULE

The Miscellaneous Module uses outputs from several other modules to

forecast electricity used but not accounted for in the other modules, namely,

street lighting, second homes, and vacant housing.

INPUTS AND OUTPUTS

This module uses the forecasts of electrical requirements of the residen-

tial and business sectors and the vacant housing stock. The only output is

miscellaneous requirements.

outputs of this module.

TABLE S.1.

a) Inputs
Symbol Name
ADBUSCON Adjusted Rusiness Requirements
ADRESCON Adjusted Residential Requirements
VACHG Vacant Housing

b} Qutputs
Symbol Name
MISCON Miscellaneous Requirements

MODULE STRUCTURE

Figure 9,1 provides a flowchart of this module.

Table 9.1 provides a summary of the inputs and

Inputs and Qutputs of the Miscellaneous Module

From

Program-Induced
Conservation Module

Program-Induced
Conservation Module

Housing Module

To
Peak Demand Module

For street lighting, the

requirements are assumed to be a constant proportion of conservation-adjusted

business and residential requirements:

SRit = s1 x (ADBUSCON;, + ADRESCON;.)

9.1
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RESIDENTIAL
PLUS
BUSINESS
CONSUMPTION

v
' ¥ '

CALCULATE CALCULATE CALCULATE
SECOND HOME STREET LIGHTING VACANT HOUSING
CONSUMPTION REQUIREMENTS CONSUMPTION

SUM FOR
MISCELLANEOUS
CONSUMPTION

MISCELLANEQOUS
CONSUMPTION

FIGURE 9.1. RED Miscellaneous Module

where
SR = street lighting requirements
ADBUSCON = business requirements after adjustment for the incremental
conservation investments
= final electricity requirements of residential consumers

ADRESCON
i = subscript for load center
t = forecast period (1,2,3...,7)

[}

sl street 1ighting parameter.

For second-home consumption, RED calculates the number of second homes as
a fixed proportion of the total number of households. A fixed consumption
factor is then applied:

SHRj4 = sh x CHH;, x shkih (9.2)
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1.

where
SHR = second home requirements
CHH = total number of civilian households
sh = proportion of total households having a second home
shkWh = consumption factor.

Finally, the use of electricity by vacant housing is a fixed consumption
factor times the number of vacant houses:

where
VHR = vacant housing requirements
VACHG = number of vacant houses

vh

assumed consumption per vacant dwelling unit.

Total miscellaneous requirements are found by sunming the three components
above:

MISCON; = SRiy + SHR;y + VHR;, (9.4)

where
MISCON = miscellaneous electricity consumption,

PARAMETERS

Table 9.2 gives the parameter values used for the Miscellaneous Module.
These parameters are all based on the authors' assumption because no other
source of information is available. Tillman {1983) found that Anchorage
Municipal Power and Light has a conservation program in place to convert city
street lights from mercury vapor lamps to high-pressure sodium Tamps, resulting
in some savings of electric energy. This is considered to be a one-shot
success whose total impact grows proportionately to street lighting demand.
Even since this program was instituted, miscellaneous demand has continued
to grow. It is assumed that the effects of additional regquirements for
street Tighting will partially offset the effect of conservation, and that
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TABLE 9.2, Parameters for the Miscellaneous Module

Symbol ~ Name Value
S Street Iighting(a) 0.01
sh Proportion of households having a second home(b) 0.025
shkWh Per unit second-home consumption(b) 500 kWh
Vh Consumption in vacant housing(¢) 300 kWh

(a) 1980 ratio of street 1ighting to business plus residential sales.

(b) 0. Scott Goldsmith, ISER, personal communication.

(c) Author assumption., Reflects reduced level of use of all

appliances.

this component of miscellaneous demand will continue to be about proportional

to residential and business use in the future.
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10.0 LARGE INDUSTRIAL NEMAND

Large industrial demand for electricity in the RED model is not provided
by the model itself; rather, the model provides for a data file called EXTRA
DAT, which is read by the program each time a forecast is made. The model user
supplies a "most 11ke1y" default value forecast of electricity energy and
demand at system peak to the EXTRA DAT file for each Toad center he wishes to
include in the model run. If he wishes to develop a Monte Carlo forecast, he
must also supply forecasts for higher and lower probability conditions. These
exogenous estimates can be assembled from any source; however, they should be
consistent with the economic scenario used in any given model forecast. This
was done for the 1983 update. '

The EXTRA DAT data set has other uses. Although miTitary demand for
electricity in the Railbelt historically has been self-supplied, the model user
could test the effect of military demand on utility sales or total Railbelt
demand by adding military annual energy and peak to the exogenous forecast for
each load center. Self-suypplied industrial energy can be handled in a similar
fashion. Finally, EXTRA DAT can be used to account for cogeneration of
plectricity and for utility load management. The model user only needs to
estimate the effect of such projects for 1980, 1985, 1990, etc. on annual
energy sales and load at the time of year when the electrical system peak load
occurs. He then subtracts these estimates from his estimates of large indus-
trial (plus military) annual energy and demand at system peak and enters the

difference in EXTRA DAT for each forecast period and load center. This data

file will accept negative numbers showing net conservation. Other types of
conservation or demand that cannot be analyzed in detail in other sectors of
the model can also be handled here. Examples might include agricultural and
transportation demand for electricity or the impacts of district heating
systems on electrical consumption.

MECHANISM, STRUCTURE, INPUTS AND QUTPUTS

The user supplies data for the file EXTRA DAT for each load center and
forecast period on net total industrial, military, agricultural, transportation

10.1




annual energy demand at system peak (net of cogeneration effects) for each load
center for cumulative probabilities of 0.75, 0.5 (default value), and 0.25 that
demand will be greater than or equal to the value specified. The model then
adds these estimates to(the appropriate reports in the forecast results.

Inputs and outputs are identical. Outputs are supplied to the Peak Module (to
calculate system peak demand) and to the report writing routines.

PARAMETERS

There are no parameters in the RED model large industrial demand
calculations.

10.2
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11.0 THE PEAK DEMAND MODULE

Up to this point, only the method to forecast the total amount of electri-
city demanded in a year has been considered. However, for capacity planning,
the maximum amount of electricity demanded (or peak demand) is probably more
important. Peak demand defines the highest rate of consumption of electric
energy during the year. As identified in RED, it does not include losses of
energy in transmission.

MECHANI SM

Unlike the Lower 48, where utilities frequently have done extansive cus-
tomer time-of-day metering and other analyses to estimate peak demand by
customer type and end use, the Railbelt utilities have virtually no information
on peak demand by type of customer and end use. Consequently, the RED model
does not forecast peak demand by end use; instead the Peak Demand Module uses
regional load factors to forecast peak demand. The load factor is the average
demand for capacity throughout the year divided by the peak demand for capacity
in the year. RED first calculates the peak demand without the peak savings of
program-induced conservation, Next, the peék savings of the incremental pro-
gram-induced conservation are calculated, taking into account the mix of con-
servation technologies being considered. Finally, by netting out the peak
savings, RED calculates the peak demand the system must meet.

[NPUTS AND QUTPUTS

Table 11.1 provides a summary of the inputs and outputs of the Peak Demand
Module. The load factors {LF) are generated by the Uncertainty Module, whereas
the aggregate peak correction factor {ACF) comes from the Conservation
Module. The business, residential, and miscellaneous requirements (BUSCON,
RESCON, and MISCON) come from the Business, Residential, and Miscellaneous
Modules, whereas the conservation-adjusted requirements (ADRESCON and ADBUSCON)
come from the Conservation Module. The outputs of this module are 1) the peak
demand in each regfional load center at the point of sale to final users, and
2) the incremental peak savings of subsidized conservation.
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TABLE 11.1. 1Inputs and Outputs of the Peak Demand Module

a) Inputs
‘ Symbol Name From
LF Regional load factor Uncertainty ™odule
RESCON Residential requirements prior to Residential
adjustment for subsidized conservation Consumption Module
BUSCON Business requirementé prior t¢ adjustment  Rusiness
for subsidized conservation Consumption Module
ADRESCON Residential requirements adjusted for Conservation Module
subsidized conservation
ADBUSCON Business requirements adjusted for sub- Conservation Module
sidized conservation
ACF Aggregate peak correction factor Conservation Module
b) Outputs
Symbol Name T0
FPD Peak demand Report
PS ‘ Incremental peak savings Report

MODULE STRUCTURE

Figure 11.1 provides a flow chart of this module. First, the peak demand
without subsidized conservation is calculated. This is done by dividing the
total electricity requirements in each region by the product of the load factor
times the number of hours in the year. Next, the same operation is performed
using energy requirements adjusted for the energy savings resulting from sub-
sidized conservation investments. This yields the preliminary peak savings.
RED then adjusts the peak savings by multiplying the aggregate peak correction
factor times the peak savings. The corrected peak savings are then subtracted
from the peék demand calculated in the first step to derive the regional ﬁeak
demand at the point of sale.

The first step is to calculate the total electricity requirements without
subsidized conservation by adding the residential, business, and miscellaneous
requirements:
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FIGURE 11.1. RED Peak Demand Module

TOTREQB;¢ = BUSCON;, *+ RESCON;, + MISCON;, (11.1)

total electricity requ1rements before conservation adjustment
(MWh)

business requirements before conservation adjustment {Mwh)
residential requirements before conservation adjustment (MwWh)
miscellaneaus requirements (MwWh)

index for the load center

index for forecast period (t = 1,2,...,7).

Peak Demand Module calculates the peak demand without accounting

for the incremental conservation due to subsidized investments in conservation

by applying the load factor:
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TOTREQBit
PPpit = TF X 8760 11.2)
it
where
PD = peak demand {MW)
LF = load factor
8760 = number of hours in a year
p = index denoting preliminary.

To calculate the peak savings due to subsidized conservation investments,

RED first must find the incremental number of megawatt hours saved:
TOTREQS;4 = BUSCON;, - ADBUSCON;; + RESCON;, - ADRESCON;: (11.3)

where

i

TOTREQS = incremental megawatt hours saved by subsidized conservation

investments .

ADBUSCON = business requirements after adjustment for the incremental
impact of subsidized conservation
ADRESCON = residential requirements after adjustment for the incremental

impact of subsidized conservation.

Next, peak savings are found by multiplying the incremental electricity
saved by the aggregate peak correction factor and applying the load factor:

TOTR‘EQSit
Psit = ACFit X TF—% 7876 (11.4)
1t
where
PS = peak savings (MW)
ACF = aggregate peak correction factor.

Finally, by subtracting the peak savings from the preliminary peak demand,
the final peak demand for each region is derived:

FPD;y = PD iy = PS4y (11.5)
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where

FPD = index denoting final peak demand.

PARAMETERS

The only parameters in the Peak Demand Module are the system load factors
assumed for the Anchorage and Fairbanks load centers. These load factors are
shown in Table 11.2.

TABLE 11.2. Assumed Load Factors for Railbelt Load Centers

Load Factor (%)

Load Center Default Range
Anchorage 55.73 49,2-63.4
Fairbanks 50.00 41 6-59.1

In the RED model, peak electricity demands are estimated as a function of
the seasonal load factors {average energy demands/peak energy demands) for the
major load centers in the Railbelt. Thus, identification of appropriate load
factors is crucial in determining the need for peak generating capacity for a
given amount of forecasted electrical energy demand.

Forecasting future load factors and thus, peak electrical energy demands,
is a difficult process because of the interaction among many factors that
determine the relationship between peak and average electrical demands. The
analysis conducted in support of the parameter estimates in Table 11.2 quanti-
tatively and qualitatively evaluated annual load factors for the Anchorage and
Fairbanks load centers. The impacts of the diversity between the two load
centers in the timing of the occurrence pf peak 1oads is also briefly discussed
below.

Simple trend-line fitting and more complex ARIMA time series modeling were
used in an attempt to develop quantitative forecasts for future load factors
for the Anchorage and Fairbanks load centers. A qualitative analysis was also
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conducted of the impacts of conservation programs, changes in customer mix, and

other variables as they may affect future load factors for the two load
centers.

The central conclusion arising from the analysis is that no scientifically
defensible basis for projecting that future load factors for the Anchorage and
Fairbanks areas will either increase or decrease could be developed within the
resources of the study.(a) Thus, average load factors for the period 1970-1981
of 0.56 for Anchorage and 0.50 for Fairbanks were used as default values in
developing peak demand estimates. Historic minimum and maximum values of the
load factors of individual utilities in each load center were examined. The
Towest and highest of these in each load center were used as the minimum and
maximum load factor values for the load center.

Quantitative Analysis of Trends in Load Factors in the Railbelt

Trend analysis is not a preferred approach to forecasting future electri-
cal load factors and peak loads in the Railbelt. Ideally, the methodology for
forecasting future load factors over a long-range planning horizon (in RED,

30 years is the planning horizon) should incorporate information on structural
variables that determine the load factor. Examples of such structural vari-
ables are the forecasted demands of different customer classes (i.e., residen-
tial, commercial, and industrial) and the forecasted patterns and saturation
rates of appliances.

Developing a structural econometric model of load factors and/or peak
loads is a complex task. In addition, while Anchorage Municipal Light and
Power has conducted very limited metering of residential sector customers, in

. general there is no data base in Alaska that associates patterns of residential

electrical use with appliance stock and socioeconomic characteristics. Even
less data are available on the commercial sector. Thus, the data necessary for
building a structural time-of-use model are not available for the Railbelt

(a) This is consistent with Anchorage Municipal Light and Power findings of no
trend in load factor {personal communication, Max Foster, AMLP economist,
to Mike King, June 11, 1981),
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~%2 area, Thus, in this study, quantitative analysis of Anchorage and Fairbanks
o load factors was limited to trend analysis.

s Simple Trend Analysis

L Table 11.3 presents estimates of the annual Toad factors for areas
approximating the Anchorage and Fairbanks service areas and the month in which
— the peak load occurred in the period 1970-1981. The load factors presented in
B Table 11.3 were estimated by the following equation:

j REG
.‘;[ PMW*8.76
b where
F;ﬁ REG = regional energy generation for Anchorage or Fairbanks areas in
; ;' gigawatt hours
' PMW = largest monthly peak regional energy demand for Anchorage or

Fairbanks areas in megawatts.

TABLE 11.3. Computed Load Factors and Month of Pe?k Load Occurrence
for Anchorage and Fairbanks 1970-1981 a) :

1

Anchorage _ Fairbanks

Year Load Factor Peak Load Month Load Factor Peak Load Month
m?‘ 1970 0.524 December 0.445 December
o 1971 0.575 January 0.443 December
- 1972 0.562 December 0.486 January
= 1973 0.585 January 0.505 January

1974 0.589 December 0.446 December
po 1975 0.495 December 0.474 December
| 1976 0.583 December 0.555  ~  January
i 1977 0.548 December . D.466 Deceamber

1978 0.576 December 0.553 January
g 1979 0.593 December 0.574 January
. 1980 0.541 _ December 0.488 December
. 1981 0.559 December 0.511 December

(a) Computed from data presented in DOE/APAdmin (1982).
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A1l data for estimating the load factors were obtained from tables
developed by the Alaska Power Administration (APAdmin) (DOE-APAdmin 1982). The
area desjgnated as the "Southcentral” region in the APAdmin statistics is
assumed to be representative of the Anchorage service area in the Railbelt and
the area designated as the "Yukon" is assumed to be representative of the Fair-
banks area.

The information presented in Table 11.3 clearly shows that the period when
Railbelt peak loads occur (and thus, when annual load factors are determined)
is in the winter, coinciding with the timing of coldest winter weather and
maximum hours of darkness. It is desirable for forecasting purposes to stan-
dardize for weather-related impacts on the load factor. Including weather-
related impacts in the trend analysis could lead to erroneous conclusions if a
nonrepresentative mix of weather patterns occurred over the period of the time
series data. In addition, weather is such a random variable that it is almost

impossible to forecast.

Assuming that a strong correlation between non-weather-related load fac-
tors and time could be identified, future non-weather-related 1oad factors
might be reasonably forecast using the coefficient in the time trend
equation. To correct the load factors for weather-related influences, the
annual load factors for each year presented in Table 11.3 were multiplied by
the number of heating degree days in each corresponding year, The resulting
adjusted load factors for Anchorage and Fairbanks were then regressed against a
time variable using the following simple equation: ‘

Y = a+ bx

where

Y
X

load factor multiplied by heating degree days

time,

The explanatory power of time in explaining changes in the adjusted load
factor was low for both Anchorage and Fairbanks. The RZ values for the regres-
sions were 0.39 for Anchorage and 0.02 for Fairbanks, respectively. Both the t
and F values for time in the Anchorage equation were significant at 95% levels
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of confidence. The time coefficient was negative, indicating that Anchorage's
weather-adjusted load factor was declining over time. For reasons that will be
discussed later, it does not appear that forecasting a declining load factor in
either Anchorage or Fairbanks is realistic. In any case, the level of explana-
tory power provided by the time trend equations was too Tow to base any fore-
casts of future load factors upon the results.

Trend Analysis Using an ARIMA Model

A more complex method of using time series data to forecast future load
factors in an ARIMA model (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average) was also
attempted. The first step in this process was to calculate 1oad factors by
month for the period 1970-1981. These monthly load factors were calculated in
a manner similar to that used in calculating the peak load factors presented in
Table 11.3. Calculating Toad factors for each month in the 12-year period pro-
vided a data base of 144 observations, which was more than sufficient for dev-
eloping an ARIMA model.

The next step was to attempt to identify the correct specification of the
ARIMA model in terms of the lag operators to be used and the degree of differ-
encing to be employed. The objective in identifying the model is to obtain a
stationary historical time series that will consistently represent the para-
meters underlying the trends in the time series.

The appropriate lag operators for the model were specified to be 1 and

12. That is, the load factor in a particular month should be correlated with
the Toad factor in the previous month and the load factor in the previous
year, Computation of autocorrelation coefficients for the data using lag
operators of one and 12 and various levels of differencing revealed that using
first differences on both Tag operators produced a stationary time series with
small random residuals in a relatively short time for both Anchorage and Fair-
banks.

Thus, the ARIMA model for load factors was identified as the following:

(1-91B) (1-B*2) ¥, = (1-8,B) (1-81,8) a,
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where
a; = random error term ("white noise")
B = lag operator
¢1 = sequential autoregressive parameter for the first difference
on the load factor of the previous month
67 = sequential moving average parameter for the first difference
on the load factor of the previous month
890 = seasonal moving average parameter for the first difference on
the T1oad factor of the previous year
Yi = load factor in a particular month,

This model specification is similar to the one developed by Uri (Uri 1976) for
forecasting peak loads using an ARIMA time series model,

The model was applied to the monthly load factor data and relatively Tow
residual sum of sguares (i.e., unexplained variation in the data) were
obtained. The coefficients of the ARIMA model were then input intc an ARIMA
forecasting routine that uses the most recent historical data and the coeffi-
cients to generate forecasts for specified forecasting periods.

The forecasts generated by the ARIMA forecasting model predicted that the
load factor for Anchorage over the next 30 years would increase from 0.56 to
0.66, whereas the load factor for Fairbanks would decrease from 0.51 to (.42,
However, project resources were insufficient to permit validation and refine-
ment of the ARIMA coefficients and the resulting forecasts. In addition,
qualitative analysis of the factors influencing Toad factors does not support
the conclusion that Fairbanks load factors are 1ikely to decline over time.(a)

Qualitative Analysis 0Of Load Factors

Although peak load forecasting has received a substantial amount of
research attention, the relationship between peak loads and average energy

(a) Whether the load factor is computed on a monthly basis, as in Table 11.3,
or on an annual basis, as in Table 13.2 it appears that Fairbanks' load
factor is increasing slightly. In any event, 0.42 appears unrealistically
low. Note also that simple trend analysis showed opposite results.
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demands has not received the same degree of attention. Locatihg research
literature on the relationship between peak 1oads and average loads and on the
factors that influence this relationship proved to be a difficult task. In
addition, it is questionable how applicable the results of studies from other
areas are to the Railbelt because of the unique characteristics of the area and
the fact that load factors tend to be unique to each utility system.

The following discussion represents an attempt to synthesize available
information into a useful form for evaluating potential changes in Anchorage
and Fairbanks load factors. Much of the discussion is somewhat subjective, and
empirical results on these topics are unavailable. Consequently, there was not
a strong enough basis for concluding that Toad factors will change substan-
tially from present levels in the major load centers of the Railbelt.

Impacts of Changes in the Customer Load Mix on the Load Factor

The customer mix, which can be measured by the proportion of total power
demands comprised by the residential, commercial and industrial sectors, is a
crucial factor in determining the load factor of an electrical service area.

The analysis of power demands by customer is important. If it could be
demonstrated that the demands of particular customer classes are the primary
cause of Railbelt system peak demands and that changes in the current mix of
customer demands are likely to occur in the future, future changes in the Rail-
belt system load factor could be evaluated.

In general, residential power demands have the greatest degree of vari-
ation both by time of day and by season of the year. Commercial power demands
demonstrate slightly less variation over time. Industrial power demands are
the most constant type of power demand over time.

A typical Lower 48 Toad pattern for residential, commercial, and indus-
trial customers on a peak day is shown by a daily load profile in the Pacific
Northwest in Figure 11.2. Note the substantial amount of varjation in residen-
tial power demands by time of day relative to other sectors. The pattern of
demand illustrated in Figure 11.2 is typical for most utilities,
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since sectoral load patterns in most utility service areas will reveal substan-
tially greater variation in residential Toads over time than for other sectors.

Data on load patterns by type of customer in Alaska were not avajlable.
However, a limited amount of data on total utility system loads was avail-
able. An analysis of these data shows that highest power demands in Alaska
occur in the late afternoon and early evening. This is illustrated by the data
presented in Table 11.4 for two peak days during the winter of 1981-1982.

TABLE 11.4. Time Period of Peak Dem n?s in
Anchorage and Fairbanks'@

Time Period of Peak Demand
Service Area December 29, 1981 January 2, 1982

Anchorage<b§ 4 pum, 5 p.m.
c

Fairbanks( 4 p.m, 5 p.m.

(a) Source: Memorandum from Myles C. Yerkes of the
Alaska Power Authority to the Committee on Load
Forecasts and Generation, Alaska Systems Coordi-
nating Council.

(b) Includes Anchorage Municipal Power and Light and
Chugach Electric Association.

(c) Includes Fairbanks Municipal and Golden Valley
Electric Association.

The late afternoon timing of the occurrence of peak demand in the Railbelt
generally indicates that both residential and commercial demands are likely to
be important in determining the occurrence of peak demand. Thus, it does not
appear that the load factor of the Alaska power system would be particuiarly
sensitive to changes in the relative mix of residential and commercial power,

The percentages of total Railbelt forecasted power consumption comprised
by individual sectors for various future time periods are presented in Table
11.5. The information presented in this table demonstrates that in the case
examined there is no clear trend in the share relationship between commercial
and residential demand. Thus, even if Railbelt residential and commercial use
had different load patterns, it is not clear that this would result in any
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TABLE 11.5. Percentages of Total Forecasted Railbelt ;
Electrical Consumption Com?rised by -
Individual Customer Sector'? T

Anchorage Fairbanks _
Year Residential  (Commercial Residential Commercial w’ﬁ
1980 52.8 47.2 44.8 55.0 4
1990 49.1 51.9 49.2 | 50.8 oy
2000 47.9 52,1 51.8 48.2 4
2010 46.1 53.9 51.4 48.6

(a) Sectors add to 100% (excludes miscellaneous and
industrial demand). -
Source: RED Model Run, Case HE6--FERC 0% Real
Growth in Price of 0il.

clear trend in system load factor. Industrial demand could change the l1pad
factor, but industrial demand is handled separately in RED (see Section 10.0).

Impacts of Conservation on the Load Factor

Future conservation efforts in the Railbelt have the potential to improve
the annual system load factor by reducing winter electrical demands by a

greater amount than average electrical demands. The residential energy conser- ?Tﬁ,
vation measures that are most likely to be included in Alaska's long-term o
energy conservation program are presented in Table 11.6. ?”ﬁ
TABLE 11.6. Conservation Measures Most Likely to be .
Imp]ement?g)in the Residential Sector o
of Alaska
Measure Level
Ceiling Insulation R-38
“Wall Insulation R-11
Glass Storm Window Installation
Weatherstripping Doors and windows
Water Heater Improvement Blankets and Wraps

{a) Source: 1983 Alaska Long-Term Energy Plan
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The measures listed in Table 11.6 are generally related to the overall
goal of improving thermal energy efficiency in the residential sector. Thus,
one would expect that the implementation of most of these conservation measures
would result in greater energy demand reductions in the winter than the average
demand reduction for the entire year.

However, it should be noted that electricity is used for space heating in
only a small percentage of the Railbelt's residences and businesses. Thus, the
impact of improvements in thermal efficiency on the total electrical power

system load factor may not be Iarge.<a)

Electrical demands for lighting are probably the major causal factor in
creating the large disparity between peak and average electrical demands in
Alaska. Currently, according to the 1983 Alaska's Long-Term Energy Plan,
1ighting is not targeted as an area for future conservation efforts in
Alaska. Without a sustained conservation effort in lighting, it appears
unlikely that conservation will result in a significant change in the annual
load factor in the Railbelt.

In summary, it appears that future conservation efforts in the Railbelt
will result in positive, but very small, improvements in the power system load
factors. A successful program to increase lighting eneryy efficiency could
significantly increase the positive impacts of conservation upon the system
load factor.

Load Center Diversity

The diversity in the timing of peak electrical demands is important in
determining how changes in demand will affect the system load factor. The
impacts of demand diversity between Fairbanks and Anchorage will be particu-

‘Tarly important after the two load centers are intertied in 1984.

(a) Note also (from Section 5.0) that the incremental electric fuel mode split
in space and water heat for the Anchorage service area is very low. Thnis
means that over time the measures shown in Table 11.6 will grow less and
less effective in saving electricity, other things being equal.
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Data on demand diversity among customer classes in Alaska were not avail-
able. A Timited amount of data on demand diversity among untilities was avail-
able. These data, collected by the Alaska Systems Coordinating Council (Yerkes

1982), reveals that the diversity among utilities in the timing of peak demands
is not great. The ratio of the highest peak demand for the Alaska power system
as a whole (the coincident peak) to sum of the peaks for the individual utili-
ties (the noncoincident peak) was 0.98 for selected peak days in December, 1981
and January, 1982.

This high coincidence factor, which equates to a ltow level of diversity
among the various utilities in the timing of peak demands, implies that future
shifts in the mix of demand among the various load centers will have little
jmpact on overall peak demand. A primary cause of peak power demands that
occurs in Alaska is high-pressure Arctic weather systems that generally tend to
increase the demand for electric power in almost all areas of Alaska. Thus,
diversity in demand among utilities has Tittle impact on total system peak
demand, although more research would be necessary to reach the same conclusion
for the various customer classes.
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12.0 MODEL VALIDATION

The purpose of a model validation is to assess the accuracy and plausi-

bility of the model's forecasts. In engineering or physical systems, this can
- be accomplished via controlled experiments, where a system can be character-

ized, simulated, and compared to experimental results.

Unfortunately, demand forecasting models attempt to describe the inter-
actions of physical systems, individuals, and the environment. It is impos-

" sible, therefore, to conduct the type of validation that typically accompanies

physical science models.

Validation of integrated economic/engineering models typically consists of
two tests: the ability of the model "come close" to historical figures when
the actual inputs are used, and the "reasonableness" of the forecasts. This
section applies both of these tests to the RED model.

ASSESSMENT OF RED'S ACCURACY

In order to assess the accuracy of a simulation model, the usual procedure
is to substitute historical values for the inputs or "drivers" of the model,
produce a backcast, and compare the predicted and actual values. Unfortun-
ately, the perijod for which this type of exercise can be produced is relatively
brief.

End-use forcasting models are very data intensive, and RED is no excep-
tion. Much of the data necessary to run the model (including fuel mode split
and appliance saturations) required a primary survey of the population. His-
torical data for these critical parameters is incomplete; therefore, the
accuracy tests which can be performed on the model are limited.

A partial validation of RED's accuracy, therefore, was performed by taking
the linearly interpolated forecast values from the case.

The linearly interpolated forecasts were then compared with the actual
consumption levels in 1982. Table 12.1 presents a cross tabulation of these
values.
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TABLE 12.1. Comparison of Actual Base Case, and Backcast Electricity
Consumption (GWh) 1982

Anchorage-Cook Inlet Fairbanks-Tanana Valley
Base{b) Base(b)
Actual Case Backcast Actual Case Backcast
Residential 1,146 1,060 1,097 178 205 208
Business(?) 1,072 1,118 1,170 269 243 254
Other 23 25 23 5 7 6
Total 2,241 2,203 2,290 452 455 463
% Difference from Actual -- =1.7% 2.2% 0.6% 3.5%

(a) Including Industrial Demand.
(b) Sherman Clark No Supply Disruption. This value is a linear interpolation
between the 1980 and 1985 forecast values.

Even though RED is designed to be a long-run model, it produces an inter-
polated forecast with an error of only 0.6% in Fairbanks, and an error of only
-1.7% in Anchorage when compared to actual data in the most recent year avail-
able.

The model was also run using best estimates of 1982 economic drivers and
fuel prices shown in Table 12.2. These results are shown in Table 12.1 as the
Backcast case. The results are also very close to the actual values in most
cases for the individual sectors; the forecast of total consumption was within
3.5% of the actual value in both load centers. Given that the model is a Tong
run model, that forecasts of actual households and employment and to be used in
place of unknown actual data, and that the 1980 fuel mode splits, appliance
saturations, and use rates had to be used in place of 1982 values (which are
not available) the backcast performance for 1982 is very good.

The remaining discrepencies in the forecasts for the individual sectors.
appear to be related to the quality of the input data. In general, however,
there are insufficient data available to determine whether the “actual” eco-
nomic data are correct until about two to three years after the fact. Alaska
"actual" data periodically undergo substantial revision. Therefore, the per-
formance of individual sectors for a short-term forecast of this type should
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TABLE 12.2, 1982 Values of Input Varijables

Anchorage Fairbanks-
Cook=Inlet Tanana Valley
Households(3) 83,677 22,922
Emp1oyment(a) 120,533 33,500
Electricity Prices ($/kwh)(b)
Residential 0.45 .100
Business 0.42 ' 095
Natural Gas Prices’ ($/mcf)(b)
Residential 1.84 12.53(¢c)
Business 1.61 11.08
Fuel 0il Prices ($/ga11on)(b)
Residential 1.19 1.21
Business 1.12 1.17

(a) Forecasts by MAP model for Sherman Clark NSD case. fonsis-
tent estimates of households and total employ-
ment are not available for 1982 from official sources.

(b) A1l prices are in nominal dollars.

(c) Propane price.

considered less important than the forecasts' long-term plausibility.The next
subsection covers the subject of long-term plausibility of the forecasts.

REASONABLENESS OF THE FORECASTS

In order to test the reasonableness of RED's long-term forecasts, we com
pared the base case used in the 1983 update with three comparable long-term
forecasts. The three forecasts were: forecasts by Pacific Northwest Power
Planning Council (PNPPC) and Bonneville Power Administration for the Pacific.
Northwest, an area with large electric space heat loads and rising prices; and
a forecast by Wisconsin Electric Power Company (WEPCO) for Wisconsin and Upper
Michigan, an area with relatively stable electric prices and low electric space
heat penetration. The intent was to compare forecasts from areas similar to
the Railbelt Region. The Pacific Northwest forecasts were selected because of
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the Tow electricity prices the region shares with the Anchorage load center,
‘while the Wisconsin area closely corresponds to the climate and fuel mode split
exhibited in the Railbelt.

The Pacific Northwest Power Planning Council created by an act of Congress
to coordinate and direct acquisition of generation resources in the Pacific
Northwest, prepared a twenty-year forecast of electricity demand in the North-
west. PNPPC modelled four alternate load growth scenarios (low, medium low,
medium high, and high) for the purposes of generation planning. We chose the
medium high scenario for comparison because it corresponds more closely to the
economic conditions expected to occur in the Railbelt.

The Ronneville Power Administration (BPA) is the marketer of all federal
power in the Pacific Northwest. BPA, due to its adversarial relationship with
the PNPPC, recently éomp]eted construction of their own forecasting tools. We
chose to examine BPA's medium scenario as it represents their assessment of the
most probable situation,

The Wisconsin Electric Power Company markets power to Milwaukee-Kenosha-
Racine Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area, plus selected counties in cen-
tral and northern Wisconsin and upper Michigan.- Unlike the two Pacific North-
west organizations, WEPCO markets to a service area with relatively little
electric space heating. As in the southern Railbelt, the primary fuel source
is natural gas, with electricity supplying only 4 to 5 percent of total energy
used. Consequently, there are fewer the opportunities for savings of electric
energy in conservation of building heat than exist in the Pacific Northwest.

In contrast to the Pacific Northwest, where annual residential electric
consumption in 1980 averaged 17,260 kWh per household, and 11,000 to 13,000 in
the Railbelt WEPCO customers averaged 7,240, The fact that the electric load
in the WEPCO area is mostly not related to the thermal shell of the building is
reflected in the much higher growth rates of electricity consumption than in
the Pacific Northwest or the Railbelt. This increasing power forecast is also
caused by the assumption by WEPCO that electricity rates would rise at only 0.3
percent per year in real terms through the end of the century, much less than
in the Pacific Northwest or the Railbelt. In WEPCO's service area, it was
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assumed electricity would capture a high (40-65 percent) share of new
rasidential units due to its projected cost advantage over o0il and gas.

Table 12.3 presents a decomposition of two commonly used metrics for the
BPA, PNPPC, WEPCO and RED forecasts: the annual growth rate in use per
employee and use per household., The RED forecasts both exhibit higher growth
rates than either of the Pacific Northwest forecasts, but lower than the rates
in the WEPCO forecast.

TABLE 12.3. Comparison of Recent Forecasts, 1980-2000

Average Percent Average Percent
Growth Rate, Growth Rate
Jse Per Household Use Per Employee
Pacific Northwest Power Council - .04 .14
Bonneville Power Administration -,64 =231
Wisconsin Electric Power Company @) 1.41 3.97
RED
Anchorage -,36 1.04
Fairbanks ' : N.98 0.93

(a) For Wisconsin Electric Power Company, the residential forecast is use
per customer,

This is the expected relationship of the forecasts. The BPA and PNPPC
forecasts assume vigorous conservation programs and rising electricity prices
in a region characterized by high market penetration of electric space heat and
water heat in both the residential and commercial sector., Furthermore, because
Pacific Northwest electricity prices have been lTow historically, there are many
opportunities available for cheaply saving large amounts of electricity. In
contrast, the Railbelt and WEPCO regions do not have as many inexpensive
opportunities to save large amounts of power, since most thermal requirements
are being met with natural gas. Furthermore, the rate of increase in
electricity prices is expected to remain lTow in the WEPCO region, reducing
incentives to conserve. The RED forecasts occupy a middle ground, both in
terms of base yearvconsumption and in terms of the rate of increase in
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consumption. With moderate rates of electricity price increases and fewer
inexpensive conservation opportunities, RED shows iower rates of conservation
than the Pacific Northwest. In compariscn with the WEPCO area, the Railbelt is
expected to have a declining electric share in space heat and water heat, so
the rate of increase in use per customer would be less. In addition, since
Railbelt customers on the average use more electricity than WEPCO customers and
are facing higher projected rates of electricity price increases, the
forecasted rate of increase in the rate of electricity consumption should be
'1ower. Based on this comparison, the results of the RED forecast, therefore,

seem to be in line with what other forecasters are predicting.
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"‘. 13.0 MISCELLANEOUS TABLES
- :
- Abbreviations Used
3 APA = Alaska Power Authority |
ji AP&T = Alaska Power and Telephone (TOK)
i AP Admin = Alaska Power Administration
f{ _ CEA = Chugach Electric Association
T GVEA = Golden Valley Electric Association
L GWH = Gigawatt Hour
Eeé# HEA = Homer Electric Association
i kWh = Kilowatt Hour
‘- KVa = Kilovolt

! MEA = Matanuska Electric Association

‘; MW = Megawatt

MWH = Megawatt Hour

FMUS = Fairbanks Municipal Utility System
" SES = Seward Electric System

. SQ FT = Square Foot
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TABLE 13.1.

Number of Year-Round Housing Units by Type,
Railbelt Load Centers, Selected Years

Single Mobile
Family Duplex Multifamily Home Total

Anchorage-Cook Inlet Load Center:

(Urban)1950(Aa) 3,325 964 1,128 202 5,619
1960(b) 19,195 1,552 8033 1,783 30.563
1970(¢c) 21.935  3.981 14.259 6,403  46.573
1980£d; 40.562  8.349 27.980 10.211 87,702
1982(e 47.610 9,899 31,893 11,379 100,781

Fairbanks-Tanana Valley Load Center:

(Urban) 1950(g) 1,295 166 352 2 1,815
1960(b) 6.527 671 4 547 853  12.598
1970(¢) 5.335 1,068 6.072 1,254 13.729
1980 a) 10.873  2.512 8.607 2175 24,167
1982t 12.218 2,551 8.927 2193 25.889

Railbelt:

1950‘%’ 4,620 1,130 1,480 204 7,434
1960¢b) 25.722  2.223 12580 2,636 43,161
1970(¢) 27.270 5,049 20,331 7.657  60.307
1980 o) 51.435 11.461 36 .587 12386  111.869
1982€ 59,828 12,450 40,820 13,572  126.670

(A) Excludes Kenai-Cook Iniet Census Division, Seward Census Division,
Matanuska-Susitna Census Division.
(a) U.S. Department of Commerce Census of Housing 1950; Alaska, General

e

Wi

Characteristics, Table 14. These are all dwelling units.

(b) U.S. Department of Commerce Census of Housing 1960: Alaska, Table 28.
These are all housing units.

(c) U.S. Department of Commerce Census of Housing 1970: Alaska, Table 62.
These are all year-round housing units.

(d) U.S. Department of Commerce Census of Housing, 1980: STF3 data tapes.
All year-round housing-units.

(e) 1980 Census, plus estimated 1980-1982 construction from Mr. Al Robinson,
economist, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Anchorage.
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TABLE 13.2.

1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982

Anchorage~-Cook Inlet

Fairbanks-Tanana Valley

Railbelt Area Utility Total Energy and System Peak Demand

Annual Peak Load Annual Peak Load
Energy (GWh) Demand (MW) Factor Energy (GWh) Demand (MW) Factor
369 82.1 0.51 98 24.6 0.45
415 93.2 0.51 108* 26.7 0.46
461 100.8 0.52 NA NA NA
519 118.0 0.50 141* 42.7 0.38
587 124.4 0.54 170* 45.6 0.43
684 152.5 0.51 213 57 .1 0.43
797 166.5 0.55 251* 70.6 0.41
a06 195.4 0.53 262 71.2 0.42
1,010 211.5 0.55 290 71.5 0.46
1,086 225.9 0.55 322 89.0 0.41
1,270 311.7 0.47 413 108.3 0.43
1,463 311.0 0.56 423 101.0 0.48
1,603 375.4 0.49 447 117.5 0.43
1,747 382.8 0.52 432 95.8 0.51
1,821 409.6 0.51 418 100.7 0.47
1,940 444 .4 0.50 402 95 .4 0.48
2,005 444.7 0.51 422 a3.1 0.52
2,254 471.7 0.55 452 94 .4 0.55
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TABLE 13.3. Anchorage-Cook Inlet Load Center Utility Sales and
Sales Per Customer, 1965-1981

Residential Commercial-Industrial-Government

Sales Sales Per Sales Sales Per

(GWH) = Customers Customer (kWh) {GWH) Customers Customer (kWh)
1965 174 27,016 6,425 189 3,994 47,235
1966 194 28,028 6,937 215 4,147 51,909
1967 208 30,028 6,941 241 4,363 55,206
1968 233 34,443 6,766 277 4,804 57,715
1969 262 37,653 6,971 316 5,125 61,656
1970 309 _ 41,151 7,517 363 5,784 62,713
1971 369 43,486 8,487 415 6,006 69,057
1972 419 47,707 8,788 473 6,420 73,704
1973 457 49 433 9,239 539 6,693 80,557
1974 494 54,606 9,044 577 7,232 79,791
1975 592 58,326 10,147 659 7,750 85,073
1976 675 62,413 10,817 769 8,789 87,598
1977 739 71,275 10,375 846 9,860 85,753
1978 841 76,999 10,928 884 10,219 86,542
1979 845 76,494 11,047 - 878 10,368 84 684
1980 936(3) 77,743 12,040 1,002(2) 10,629 94,270
1981 916(®) 80,089 11,437 1,030(®) 11,001 93,458
Annual Growth
Rate 1965-81 ,

10.9% 7.0% 3.7% 11.2% 6.5% 4.4%

(a) 1979 data used for SES.
(b) Based on 1980 MEA, 1979 SES data.

13.4




'

1

?7%“ "*j~ T T

1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

TABLE 13.4.

and Sales per Customer, 1965-1981

Fairbanks-Tanana Valley Load Center Utility Sales

Annual Growth

Rate 1965-81
9,2%

Residential Commercial-Industrial=Government

Sales Sales Per Sales Sales Per
(GWH) Customers Customer (kWh) { GWh) Customers Customer (kWh)
39 8183 4,804 55.198 1,318 41,880
47 8170 5,712 59.376 1,467 40,474
NA NA NA NA NA NA
61 9,344 6,569 77.906 1,469 53,033
77 10,023 7,672 91.212 1,579 57,766
91 10,756 8,418 118.560 1,388 62,797
106 11,184 9,515 133.056 1,929 68,977
121 11,487 10,529 135.8373 2,002 67,869
133 11,825 11,233 150.823 2,054 73,429
154 13,261 11,600 161.615 2,242 72,085
190 13,877 13,719 210.759 2,342 89,991
194 15,419 12,561 219.175 2,530 86,630
198 17,197 11,500 240.463 2,834 84,849
178 17,524 10,153 242 668 2,354 35,027
169 18,070 9,344 219.335 2,795(3) 73,474
160 18,054 8,390 214,263 2,737 78,283
159 19,379 8,219 224,354 2,942 76,259
5.5 3.4 9.2% 5.1 3.8

(a) Includes 1979 estimated 70 customers for AP&T.
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TABLE 13.5. Adjustment for Industrial Load Anchorage-Cook Inlet, 1973-1981

1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

Total Achorage
Comm-Ind-Govt MWH Demand

Homer Electric MW
Industrial Load'®) “Commercial”

Anchorage

Anchorage
Sq Ft.(b)

540,476
579,068
661,192
771,054
846,939
896,072
904,851
988,957

56,130
58,298
62,806
72,063
83,989
82,984
87,955
99,103

1,030,753130,318

MWH Use/Sq Ft.

0.0179
0.0176
0.0179
0.0189
0.0193
0.0196
0.0191
0.0202
0.0201

kWh/SQ FT

17.9
17.6
17.9
18.9
19.3
19.6
19.1
20.2
20,1

484,346
520,770
598,386
698,991
762,950
813,088
816,896
889, 854
900,435

29,660,900
33,471,800
37,049,800
39,618,900
41,440,000
42,733,800
44,042,700
44,817 400

%A From Previous Yr

-1.7
1.7
5.6
2,1
1.6

-2.6
5.8

-0.5

(a) Commercial-Industrial Load over 50 KVA (commercial users included)

(b) Predicted value.

See Chapter 6.0.
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APPENDIX A

BATTELLE-NORTHWEST RESIDENTIAL SURVEY

To calibrate an end-use model of electricity demand, the initial number of
appliances that use electricity must be known. At the time the RED model was
undergoing initial development (1981), there was no adequate information
available in the Railbelt concerning either residential appliance stock and
fuel mode split or uses of electricity in the commercial sector. VWhile it did
not appear possible to collect significant useful information on the commercial
sector within project resource constraints, BNW researchers concluded that a
residential survey was both possible and desirable. This initial evaluation
was reinforced when it became clear that data would not be available from the
1980 Census of Housing on detailed housing characteristics until 1982 at the
earliest, and that reporting on appliances would be less complete than in
1970. Accordingly, plans were made to survey the residential sector.

Although a Tot of new information of good quality was developed in the
survey, there were several constraints on the survey process. First, the
resources available to design, test, run, and analyze the survey were extremely
Timited. This precluded in-person interviews, large samples, or follow-up of
non-respondents. Second, it was not possible to stratify the survey sampie,
both because there was no accurate information on types of dwellings in any
Railbelt community except Anchorage and because utility customers could not be
matched to dwelling types or demographic characteristics. To conserve project
resources for analysis, we chose to do a blind mailing of the survey instrument
with no follow-up to random samples of each utility's residential customers.
Where possible, the random mailings were done by the utilities themselves.
Where Battelle-Northwest did the mailings, random subsets of customers or
complete customers lists were supplied by the utilities to Battelle-Northwest.
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SURVEY DESIGN

Because budget limitations precluded follow-up interviewing as a means to
improve survey response rate and to check errors, it was very important to have
a survey instrument that required minimal respondent effort and time, gathered
only the least controversial and highest priority information, and was easy to
understand. Questions considered controversial items (income), questions
difficult to understand (insulation values or energy efficiency of appiiances),
and questions requiring substantial respondent effort (estimates of annual
electrical bills) were dropped. The highest priority questions concerning
appliance stock and fuel mode split were retained. A draft of the question-
naire was sent to the Railbelt utilities and other interested parties in
Ataska, and was reviewed by several senior Battelle-Northwest researchers.
Based on their comments and the results of a pretest with uncoached clerical
staff, the questionnaire was simplified to the point that it required the
average test respondent only two to five minutes to answer all questions. A
copy of the survey form is shown in Figure A.l.

SAMPLE SIZE AND COMPOSITION

Because of the high labor costs of selecting respondents, addressing the
mailings, and key punching and verifying the survey results, it was decided
that an acceptable level of accuracy for survey results would be plus or minus

- 6 percent with 95 percent confidence on the entire sample for a Toad center.
~ In order to obtain utility cooperation in mailing the questionnaire, we

considered it necessary to achieve this level of accuracy for each utility's
service area to provide them with usable data. Thus, accuracy of survey
results for load centers that contain more than one utility is somewhat greater
than the sampling error for each utility would suggest. Because of the care
taken in survey design to maximize response rate, we believed that an average
response rate of 50 percent was possible with no follow up. The desired number
of respondents was therefore doubled to obtain the number of mailings in each
utility service area. A total of 4,000 questionnaires were sent to the respon-
dents, of which 1764 usable responses were received, for an average response
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Pacific Northwest Laboratories
P.O. Box 999

Richland, Washington U.5.A. 99352
Telephane (509)

Telex 15-2874

Alaska Railbelt Electric Power Alternatives Study

Dear Alaskan:

Battelle, Pacific Northwest Laboratories is working under contract to the
State of Alaska to help determine the future needs for electricity in the
Railbelt Region, and the best way to meet those needs.

Many individuals believe that the Susitna hydroelectric power project is
the best way. Others think that these needs can be better met by employing
coal, conservation, or some other means. First, however, we need to estimate
future electric energy needs in the Railbelt. We can only do this properly if
we know how people in the region use electricity.

That's where you can help us.

Please take a few minutes to complete the questionnaire on the other side--
it is only one page long and will take only 5 minutes or so to answer.

Why should you help? First, the information you provide will be vital in
decisions your state government will make over the next year and a half to
build or not build the Susitna project. Either way, your electricity bill will
be affected. Second, whether or not the Susitna project is built, the
confidential information you provide will help your local utility plan ways in
which to meet your future electricity needs.

Since this is an issue of such importance to you and Alaska, every response
is vital. ATl responses will be strictly confidential. There will be no way
anyone can tell who you are from your response. The results of this survey
will be published in your local newspaper. .

Please respond as accurately as you can. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Michael J. King
Research Economist

P.S. In order for us to consider your response, you will need to return the
questionnaire within three weeks. For your convenience, you will find a
postage paid envelope enclased.

FIGURE A.1. Battelle-Northwest Survey Form
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i propane-butane

Picase complete the following questionnaire and return 1t in ihe enclose&
envelope. If you have already completed and returned a questionnaire, please
disregard this request.

1. What type of bullding do you reside in?
{! single family home () duplex
mobile home () multifamidy (3 or more units)

2. Number of persons In your household (please respond in each category):

Adults g+ Children 5-18 hildren Under 5
0 1 7 3 dormre 0 1 2 dormre 0 X 2 3 4ormore
O 0.0 0 {) 0 0 O ) HDO 00 0

3. How many rooms are fn your residencel How many bedrooms? __

4. Approximate square feet of 1living space (Just your est finate):

less than 700 1601-2000

201-1000 2001-2400

1001-1300 greater than 2400

1301-1600

5. In what year was your house (building) built? (Just your estimate)

before 1950 () 1970-1974

1950-1959% {) 1975-1980

1960-1969

What s the maln fuel used For heating your home?

natural gas } electricity
coal or coke
fuel ofl, kerosene, or coal oil ’ wood
solar collectors district heating system

passlve solar (check one: () south facing windows () cuslom solar design)

7. In addition to your main fuel, what additional fuels do you use to heat

your home?

{) none electricity
natural gas coal or coke
propane-butane vood
fuel oll, kerosene, or coal ofl district heatlng

solar collectors

() passive solar (check one: () south facing windows {) custom solar design)

FIGURE A.1.

'8. Khat. proportion of your heating needs are met by:

0174 1/4-1/2  Y2-34 34-al)
main fuel 0 0 0 0
second (uel () 0 0 0
other fuels () 0 Q0 0

9. What type of heating distributlon system do you usel

() hot water or steam.

() forced air () radiant or convection

10. Please Indicate the fue) your appliances use:
Fa

R
£ 4§ 3,833 5 2 gt
s - 23358 ¢ © 2 24
water heater 0O 0 0 o O 0 0 O
range/stove O 0 0o 0 0
sauna/jacuzzi/etc. O 0 O
clothes dryer O 0 O 0
clothes washer (O O
freezer 0 O
dishwasher O 0

11. Do you have an electrlc refri?eralorl () yes () no
I yes, s it (rost free} ) yes () no

12. 1f you use plug-ins for vehicles:
How many vehicles do you vsually plug-in? () 1 (2 () 3 or more

Do you plug the vehicle(s) in: () overnight () just tn the morning?
At approximately what temperature do you start plugging them in?

13. The uses described above are for my:

() primary residence () second or vacation home.

(contd)



rate of 44.1 percent. Table A.l shows the total number of residential
customers in each utility, the number and percent surveyed, the number and
percent responding.

RESIDENTIAL

TABLE A.l. Customers, Number Surveyed, and Respondents for
the Residential Survey Battelle-Northwest

1980 Year End Customers Surveyed Customers Responding

Uti]itz(a) customers(P)  Number Percent Number -  Percent
Chugach Electric (CEA) 42 ,567 530 1.2 222 41.9
Anchorage Municipal (AMPL) 13,744 522 3.8 214 41.0
Seward Electric (SES) 1,090 424 38.9 185 43.6
Homer Electric (HEA) 8,620 518 6.0 249 438.1
Matanuska Electric (MEA) 11,722 520 4.4 268 51.5
Goblen Valley (GVEA) 13,591 524 3.9 252 55.0
Fairbanks Municipal (FMUS) 4,463 504 11.3 156 31.0
Copper Va11eyTéEz$A) 91,’588 E:gg%’ g§%% Tt%gé' ’2%%%
Total Used 97,385 4,000 4.1 1,764 4.1

(a) CVEA is not part of the interconnected Railbelt, since it serves
Glennallen and Valdez. This utility and load center were eventually
dropped from the analysis.

(b} Source: Alaska Power Administration. 1979 customer totals were used for
CVEA, HEA, and GVEA. Residential customers only.

MAILING PROCESS AND COLLECTION OF RESULTS

The survey questionnaire was administered in one of three ways. In some
cases the utilities randomly selected a 1ist of residential customers and
performed the mailing. In these cases, Battelle-Northwest provided the utility
an appropriate number of mailings, consisting of the questionnaire and pre-
stamped,‘se1f-addressed return envelope. To ensure confidentiality, the ques-
tionnaire was stamped only with the initials of the utility, providing identi-
fication of the service area. No other identification of the respondent was
possible from the survey form or the return envelope. When Battelle-Northwest
performed the mailings, the utilities provided either a random sample of
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customer addresses or their complete mailing 1ist of residential customers,

from which a random sample was drawn. No known geographic bias was introduced

by the sampling technigue. Finally, Fairbanks Municipal Utility System (FMUS)
provided neither a mailing list nor majling services to the project. In this
case, the Fairbanks telephone directory was used as a source of customer

addresses. Although an attempt was made to exclude addresses outside the City

of Fairbanks served by Golden Valley Electrical Association, unknown biases
were probably introduced into the Fairbanks sample by the sampting procedure.
The response rate was also signficantly lower for the FMUS sample.

As the survey forms were received, they were coded, keypunched and veri-
fied., The raw card image data file was recorded on magnetic tape and loaded
into an SPSS data file, organized by subfiles corresponding to each utility.
The results for each utility were weighted according to the total number of
residential customers in each load center in 1980, the last year's count
available at the time the file was assembled. The weights are shown in
Table A.2.

TABLE A.2. Weights Used in Battelle-Northwest Residential Survey

Utility Weight
Chugach 2.81
Anchorage Municipal 1.17
Seward Electric .06
Homer Electric .45
Matanuska Electric .54
Golden Valley 1.21
Fairbanks Municipal .67
Copper Valley 1.00

QUTPUT

The output of the survey was organized in SPSS files and printed in
frequency distributions and standard SPSS CROSSTABS tables. An example of
typical output is shown in Figure A.2 for freezer saturation. In the figure,
712 out of 807 Anchorage area single family households are shown to have
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STATISTICAL PACKAGE FOR THE SOCIAL SCIENCES
FILE ENDUSE.D (CREATION DATE = 06/17/81)
SUBFILE CEA AMLP SEA ' HEA MEA
R IR SRR IR IR A NE N N B N N A CROSSTABULATIAON o
FF FREEZER FUEL BY TYPE
Xk F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥k ¥ X ¥ F ¥ ¥ K X% ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ K E ¥ ¥ K X ¥ KX
TYPE
COUNT I
ROW PCT I SINGLE F MOBILE H DUPLEX MULTIFAM ROW
CoL PCT I . AMILY OME LY TOTAL
70T PCT I “1.1 1.1 2,1 3.1 4.1
FF remsmces]ccvmncan[errnncars [eceencacs [cccrrnrs [cemncn=e]
-1. 1 0 I 3o I 0 1 i1 1 20 X 67
MISSING 1 0.7 I 52,8 1 0,7 1 16,0 1 29,9 I 5.9
I 6.7 I 4.4 1 0.7 1 9.8 1 13,1 I
I 0,0 I 3,1 1 0.0 I 0,9 1 1.8 I
m]lmmmenvec]uwmmnrrn [ neerccns Jecaccnnn] cercanen]
0, 1 1 I 59 1 3 1 26 1 37 1 126
DO NOT HAVE I 0.4 I 46.8 I 2,4 1 20,7 1 29,7 I 11,0
I 8.1 I 7.3 1 4.5 I 23,7 1 24,4 1
I 0,0 I 5.2 [ 0.3 1 2.3 1 3,3 1
eleacssvavecacnrrow [veeseern ] srrcccen[sanacnac=]
1, 1 6 I 7112 I 62 1 73 1 9% I 949
HAVE 1 Ve6 I 75,1 1 6.5 1 7.7 1 10,1 1 83.1
I 85,2 I 88.3 I 94.8 I 66,5 I 62,5 I
I 0, I 62,4 I 5.4 1 6.4 I 8.4 I
mlrmmmccce[cmonanreJnnacsnsn [cnmr s w [ mmam=]
COLUMN 7 807 6% 110 153 1142
TOTAL U6 70.6 5.7 9.6 13.4 100.0

CHI SQUARE = 91.30715 WITH 8 DEGREES OF FREEDOM SIGNIFICANCE = 10,0000

FIGURE A.2. Saturation of Freezers in Anchorage-Cook Inlet Load Center

07/28/81

¥ ¥ ¥ %0

¥ F % ¥ 2

Figure Note: Subfiles for each surveyed utility were combined and weighted by weights
in Tabie A.2. Seven households were unidentified by type of house and were ignored.



freezers {missing values were counted as "do not have"). The computer shows
this as 88.3 percent saturation of single family households. This percentage
was used in Table 5.8. 1In practice, these computer estimates were usually
modified with professional judgment; however the Battelle-Northwest survey
supplied the raw data on which the judgment was made.
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APPENDIX B
CONSERVATION RESEARCH

The Railbelt area has 1imited ability to adopt conservation measures that
would result in large-scale electricity savings. According to Tillman (1983),
past conservation in load centers like Fairbanks has been largely the result of
price increases for electricity. In addition, Railbelt utility managers
believe that future electrical conservation will be largely the result of
price, not conservation programs. The impact of conservation programs in the
Railbelt has been taken into account in the fuel mode splits, use rates, and
price effects incorporated in the 1983 update. In addition, selected conserva-
tion programs in the Lower 48 states were analyzed to determine if anything
could be Tearned about program impacts in the Railbelt.

An attempt was made to compare conservation of electricity in the Railbelt
with conservation effects as forecasted by four policy-making bodies elsewhere
in the United States. The goal was to obtain a range of potential energy sav-
ings due to price- and program-induced conservation and determine if such esti-
mates would be applicable (and to what degree) in Alaska. The four policy-
making bodies chosen were the Pacific Northwest Power Planning Council, the

"Bonneville Power Administration, the California Energy Commission and the Wis-

consin Electric Power Company. The first three entities were chosen because
they represented regions in the Western U.S. and because conservation programs
played a signficant role in their regional planning. Wisconsin Electric Power
Company was chosen as an example of a utility in a colder climate where natural
gas was the predominant fuel source. However, Wisconsin has its peak demand
for electricity in the summer when natural gas cannot fuel air conditioning,

It became clear upon examination of the various programs that direct com-
parison of the forecasts was not possible at the end-use level nor was it pos-
sible to compare the assumptions supporting the forecasts (e.g., heating/ cool-
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ing degree days, appliance standards, etc.). The following T1ist touches on
some of the differences among forecasts which made either direct or indirect
comparison difficult.

® Definitions of conservation differed.
® Variables were not consistent across regions.
e Programs were not consistent across regions.

e Some documentation showed a lack of internal consistency in report-
ing values.

e One entity reported savings in peak capécity while the others
reported both capacity and energy forecasts.

e [Direct comparison of baseline, high, and low load growth scenarios
was not possible because of the level of conservation implied in the
forecasts; i.e., in a low demand case more conservation is assumed
than in the high demand case, or conservation instead may be assunmed
in a sensitivity case.

e Savings could be projected either by program, or appliance, or end-
use sector,

In addition, each of the four Lower 48 entities quantifies the components
of conservation effects differently. The Northwest Power Council's approach is
to assume no change in technological efficiency; therefore, there is no price-
induced conservation. Conservation is treated as an energy resource. A
separate supply function (with price and program components) determines the
value of potential conservation. The difference between the forecast demand
and the supply function is the value of conservation potential. The program
and price components of the conservation increment cannot be readily sepa-
rated. Potential savings are reported at the appliance level.

The California Energy Commission also forecasts a conservation increment
in which price and program shares are not easily discernible. Part of the
program-induced savings has been quantified and double counting of price-
induced conservation is subtracted by a 20% implicit reduction in savings
estimates. The Bonneville Power Administration forecast has both technological
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change and price response imbedded in their model, but only part of their pro-
gram-induced conservation is quantifiable.

The Wisconsin Electric Power Company lacks the more sophisticated end-use
models used by the other three and focuses more on the peak demand savings
potential. Trend analysis driven by population projections is used to estimate
capacity requirements. There is some conservation implicit in the demand
growth estimated by the model. For example, air conditioning efficiency
improvements are assumed, and three "adjustments"'are made to total demand for
rate structure reform, solar water heat, and solar space heat; but in general,
only fragments of the conservation response are quantified.

The literature provides some idea of the energy use attributable to bud-
geted and proposed programs, however. The fo110win§ subsection discusses the
separate definitions of conservation adopted by the four policy-making bodies,
the forecasts of program-induced energy savings, and the methods adopted to
avoid double counting of competing programs and double counting of price and
program effects. The last subsection looks at current estimates for Alaska and
determines whether the conservation program savings have relevance to Alaskan
forecasts.

PACIFIC NORTHWEST POWER PLANNING COUNCIL

The Pacific Northwest Power Planning Council {PNPPC) was created in 1981
in accordance with the Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and Conserva-
tion Act (the Act) to encourage conservatién,and the development of renewable
resources in the Northwest and to assure an adequate and economical power sup-
ply. Conservation is defined by the PNPPC as the more efficient use of elec-
tricity by the consumer through replacing existing structures with electricity-
saving technologies or the use of new, more energy-efficient devices and pro-
cesses in the residential, commerical, industrial, and agricultural sectors.
The PNPPC assessments do not distinquish between price-induced conservation and
program-induced conservation, The forecast power supply estimates are based on
the high market penetration rates the PNPPC assumes for each conservation pro-
gram available under the Act. A conservation measure is assumed cost-effective
at costs below 4.0 cents per kilowatt-hour (roughly the cost of power from
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regional coal plants). Not all of the economically achievable savings can be
realized, however, due to constraints such as consumner resistance, gquality con-
trol, and unforeseen technical problems. The PNPPC believes that given the
wide range of measures permitted by the Act, over 75% of the economically
achievable levels are possible (ranging from 56% for residential appliances to
100% in the industrial sector). Table B.l lists the likely conservation sav-
ings at a cost equal to or less than 4.0 cents per kilowatt hours by the year
2000. Most of the savings in the residential sector come from building shell
or hot water tank improvements. Electricity has a larger share of space and
water heating loads in the PNPPC region than it does in the Railbelt. Thus,
many of the conservation savings of electricity in the PNPPC could not be
achieved in the Railbelt.

The PNPPC decided that all technically achievable conservation estimated
for the industrial sector could be realized since the savings represented less
then 10% of the region's current industrial electricity demand. This level was
considered a reasonable goal for the industrial sector.

Including all conservation along with other available resource choices can
avoid double counting of conservation induced by prices in the demand model and
conservation counted as potential resources on the supply side. This implies
that price-induced efficiency improvements within the end-use sectors and elec-
tricity uses where conservation programs are proposed are included in resource
potential, not demand reductions. In the residential and commercial sectors
technology efficiencies were frozen at 1983 levels so that the PNPPC models
forecast future energy use as if no efficiency improvements were made. Unfor-
tunately, once a conservation program or measure is available, savings in
response to price changes cannot be separated from those derived from the pro-
gram. Running the PNPPC demand model for individual programs will quantify the
impact for each measure under a given fuel price and supply scenario.

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION

The Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) supplies about half of the elec-
tric power production in the Pacific Northwest. Its service area is
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TABLE B.l. PNPPC Likely Conservation Potential at 4.0
Cents/kWh by the Year 2000

Residential {kWh/household)

Existing Space Heat 854
New Space Heat 1404
Water Heating 1364
Air Conditioning 0
Refrigerators 259
Freezers : 108
Cooking ; 15
Lighting 150
Other 229
4383
Commercial (kWh/employee)(a)

Existing Structure 1199
New Structures 825
: 2024

Industrial (kWh/employee)(3)
$1000-3000 subsidy/kKW  655-3282

(a) Includes federal, state and local government,
transportation, communication, public utilities,
wholesale and retail trade, finance insurance,
real estate, services.

{(b) Includes mining, manufacturing, and construction.
Source: Pacific Northwest Power Planning
Council, 1983.

roughly equivalent to the area covered by the PNPPC power planning efforts
(Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Western Montana). Long-range electricity demand
forecasts are made by BPA to assist in utility power planning. Projections are
expressed as a baseline case to which alternative cases are added for a high-
Tow range of electricity consumption. Forecasts made by BPA covering the
region defined by the Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and Conserva-
tion Act of 1980 (P.L. 96-501) were done primarily to assist regional decision
making until the publication of the PNPPC official 20-year energy forecast and
plan in the spring of 1983.

BIS




BPA estimates of conservation potential savings include price-induced sav- ‘
ings and savings from existing governmental, utility, and BPA conservation pro- -
grams. Conservation programs that have yet to be initiated or budgeted are not
included. Some improvements in technology efficiencies are implicitly included -
as part of the consumer price response. -;;

The types of programs represented by the base, low, and high forecasts o
include the following: B

® home energy effic{ency improvement -
e commercial energy efficiency improvement E
® street and area lighting efficiency improvement

e institutional building efficiency improvement -
o utility customer service system efficiency improvement

e support of direct application renewable resources projects. - -

The BPA currently sponsors weatherizing of electrically heated dwellings
(primarily retrofit of existing housing), wrapping electric water heaters, =
encouraging the distribution and use of shower water flow restraints, and o
installing faucet flow control devices, low-flow shower heads, and solar hot

i
J§ water/heat pump water heater conversions. Table B.2 summarizes the savings ‘
‘1 estimates by program for residential and commercial sectors. Currently, there .
1% are no budgeted programs in the Industrial sector. -
é BPA's Office of Conservation estimated the savings from conservation .
| measures that could not be explicitly modeled and subtracted that amount from
§ computed demand. To avoid double counting of price-induced conservaton, the ,
?é measure-specific savings were reduced by 20%. Again, most savings were found "ﬁ
~§ in space conditioning and water heating.
ko
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
j} The California Energy Commission (CEC) is required by the Warren-Alquist ??ﬁ
@ Act of 1974 (Public Resources Code, Section 25309) to "identify emerging trends =
” related to energy supply demand and conservation and public health and safety e
factors, to specify the level of statewide and service area electrical energy Q .
demand for each year in the forthcoming 5-, 12-, and 20-year periods, and to » iy
j% provide the basis for state policy and actions in relation thereto...". In w-
| :
'l; b
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TABLE B.2. BPA Budgeted Conservation Program Savings
' (annual kWh savings by the year 2000)

Residential (kWh/household)

Region Wide Weatherization 4,933
Low Income Weatherization 4,933
Water Heater Wrap 435
Shower Flow Restrictor 400
Residential Flow Control
Shower Heads 600
Faucet Heads 270
Solar/Heat Pump Water 2,200
13,771
Commercial (kWh/employee)(?)
Public
Heating 537
Cooling 0
Water Heating 0
Lighting 36
Other a
Private
Heating 916
Cooling a
Water Heating 0
Lighting 43
Other 0
1,532

(a) Includes local and state government, trans-
portation and utilities, trade, finances,
insurance, real estate, services and con-
struction. High growth figqures were used
for total number of employees.

Source: Bonneville Power Administration.
1982a. Table 5.6 and Appendix II, Table

23,
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compliance with the code, the CEC prepares a biennial report containing updated
energy supply/demand projections and a supplemental electricity report. Infor-
mation in this section reflects the fourth and most recent report (1983) in the
series.

The CEC has adopted the following definition of conservation.

"Conservation savings from local, utility, state, and Federal
programs in place or approved, and savings resulting from private
utilization of conservation measures in response to prices, and sav-
ings from programs on which analytical work is well advanced and for
which there is a substantial likelihood they will be in effect by
January 1985,"

The code requires the CEC to include all conservation that is reasonably
expected to occur based on credible evidence within the framework provided by
their definition. Conservation programs and savings are categorized into three
classes: 1) conservation reasonably expected to occur, 2) additional achiev-
able conservation, and 3) conservation potential. Savings in Category 1 are
used to reduce the demand estimate. Those in Category 2 are considered to have
a moderate probability of occurring because of a higher uncertainty factor.
Category 3 includes both 1 and 2 and any other conservation thought to be cost
effective when compared to new generation sources. All conservation savings
reasonably expected to occur must be included in the CEC's adopted forecast.
Quantifying additional achievable conservation can help to establish new con-
servation programs. Table B.3 summarizes the savings reasonably expected to
occur for each program or measure. Table B.4 lists the savings by end-use sec-
tor.

The CEC feels that because programs are the causative agent for many
measures adopted, forecasts should report savings by program. Double counting
of programs is eliminated by analyzing how specific conservation measures
affect end uses of energy and reconciling competing programs' influence on each
measure. A "sharing" structure is set up which includes effects of programs
and price fluctuations. Price- and program-induced conservation becomes "dis-
jointed." For example, in general the residential sector model does not have
price-induced savings from consumer choice of more efficient appliances,
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TABLE B.3. CEC Conservation Program E}ectricity
—  Savings in the Year 2002¢2

Sector Demand(GWH)

Residential kWh/household
Existing Retrofit and

Programs 391 34
1975 HCD Building Standards 2,292 201
1978 CEC Building Standards 644 57
1982 CEC Building Standards 5,108 449
1978 CEC Appliance 6,069 533
01I-42 Programs 0 0
Other Retrofit Programs 301 26
Load Management Cycling 1,160 102
15,965 1,403
Commercial v k Wh/empl oyee
1978 CEC Building Standards 6,011 549
1983 CEC Building Standards 1,083 99
1983 CEC Equipment Standards 1,057 97
Schools and Hospitals 234 21
Load Management Audits 1,683 154
Other Commercial 1,846 169
11,914 1,088

Industrial
1978 CEC Building Standards 323 97

(a) Reasonably expected to occur. Street 1ighting and agriculture sectors
excluded.

Source: California Energy Commission 1983, Table 3-IV-1,2,3. Household
and employment projections used were taken from U.S. Department of Com-
merce, Bureau of Economic Analysis, 1980 Regional Projections. Households
at 11,377,270: commercial employment at 10,950,677; industrial employment
at 3,321,917,
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TABLE B.4. CEC Potential Energy Savings by End-Use
Sector by the Year 2002

Sector GWh kWh/HH or employee
Residential 23,313 2,049
Commercial Bldg 12,849 _ 1,173
Other Commercial 1,583 145
Street Lighting 983 . 86
Process Industry 0 0
Assembly Industry 4,985 1,501
Extraction Industry 0 0

Total 43,723 NA

Source: (California Energy Commission, Volume I Technical Report, 1982,
Table 3-7. Agriculture not included.

but estimates savings based on mandatory standards. In the commercial sector,
CEC Toan management audits compete with price to motivate customers to make
efficiency improvements. However, as more programs are introduced this separa-
tion becomes more difficult. Once again, heavy reliance is placed on building
shell improvements to achieve conservation of electricity.

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY

The Wisconsin Electric Power Company (WEPC) is an investor-owned utility
serving the Milwaukee, Kenosha, and Racine Standard Metropolitan Areas, Central
and Northern Wisconsin, and the Upper Peninsula of Michigan. Wisconsin's pri-
mary fuel source (70%) has been natural gas since 1977, Electricity accounts
for only 4 to 5% of total energy used. WEPC has adopted a very broad defini-
tion of conservation, covering not only more efficient end use of electricity
but also energy saved at the supply and conversion levels, e.g., fuel switch-
ing, time-of-use rates, load management, etc., although 1oad management was not
modeled., It should be noted that there is currently an on-going debate between
WEPC and the Wisconsin Public Services Commission regarding this definition.
Basically the problem centers around WEPC's desire to raise rates to pay for
programs they define as conservation measures. The Commission uses the defini-
tion of improvement in efficiency of energy end use by the customer. The Com-
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mission feels that WEPC emphasizes load management over incentives to the cus-
tomer and thereby serves the company objectives first.(a) WEPC counters with
the following argument:

"Staff has been critical of Wisconsin's Electric's perspective
on conservation. It is true that Wisconsin Electric has viewed con-
servation in context of the over-all planning process. That process
seeks to anticipate and influence load patterns in order to maximize
efficiency and maintain financial strength with the ultimate purpose
of insuring that reliable service can be delivered at the lowest
reasonable cost. The encouragement of efficient end-use of electri-
city contributes to the achievement of planning goals to the extent
that peak use is constrained. It may be detrimentaz }o the extent
that it resuits in inefficient plant utilization." b

Two points about this controversy are important to this study. First,
total state or regional energy planning will be Tess efficient until a unified
policy position is adopted. Such a situation occurred in the past between BPA
and PNPPC and was resolved through gquidelines provided by the Regional Power
Act. Second, the WEPC conservation forecasts will include end-use efficiency
improvements, price-induced and program-induced conservation, and energy sav-
ings from fuel switching,

WEPC uses trend analysis to estimate peak demand. The WEPC system is pri-
marily concerned with providing adequate capacity and their modeling effort
refiects that concern; there is very 1ittle disaggregation at the end-use
level. The energy forecast is derived directly from demand and contains some
conservation from an implicit reduction for improved air conditioning effi-
ciencies. Then, adjustments in hourly energy use for rate structure reform and
solar water and space heat are made. These adjustments are summed for monthly
and annual energy forecasts. The adjustments were allocated to each sector in
the following manner:

(a) Post Hearing Brief on Docket 6630=ER-14,

(b} Hearings before the Public Service Commission of Wisconsin Docket 6630-
ER-14. "Application of Wisconsin Electric Power Company for Authority to
Increase Rates for Electric Service Based on Projected 1983 Qperations,”
1982, _
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® rate structure reform to general secondary (commercial)
e solar to residential

® air conditioning efficiency improvements to residential and general
secondary according to the percent of the efficiency reduction at
summer peak demand attributable to each sector (62% residential, 38%
commercial).

Table B.5 presents the energy savings by customer for the year 2000.
Energy savings per household or employee were not available,.

TABLE B.5. WEPC Conservation Potential by the Year 2000 (Base Case)

Sector Savings
Residential 13 kWh/customer
General Secondary 447 kWh/customer
(commercial)

Source: Number of customers. from
Response to Item 7 of the Public Ser-
vice Commission of Wisconsin Docket
6630-ER-14 Regarding Conservation.
Estimated savings from Wisconsin Elec-
tric Power Company 20-year Demand and
Energy Forecast 1981-2000,

Table 2-1.2. Air Conditioning load
reduction developed from Table 1-3.1
and Table 2-1.4.

These conservation estimates represent only part of the total potential.
Although the air conditioning component includes price response, the solar and
rate structure components do not. The forecast does not include reductions for
improved efficiency in other appliances. Double counting occurs in adjusting
for improved appliance efficiency resulting from federally mandated standards
and the associated respoﬁse to the econometric pricing assumptions. WEPC
avoided double counting (or rather discounted for it) by not quantifying
separate adjustments for baseload and water heating efficiencies.

B.12

- R

Cl

¥




“ 7.

3.

ALASKAN RAILBELT

The State of Alaska, various utilities in the Railbelt region, and the
Municipality of Anchorage have implemented energy conservation programs that
include measures for conserving electricity that have already reduced electri-
city consumption,

Major conservation programs currently available in the Railbelt include
the State Division of Energy and Power Development energy audit and loan (DEPD)
program; the Golden Valley Electric Association program (primarily education in
support of the market place); similar education programs by the Chugach Elec-
tric Association and the Fairbanks Municipal Utility System; and the City of
Anchorage Program involving audits, weatherization, and educational efforts.
The Golden Valley program was partly responsible for a reduction of electricity
use in this Fairbanks service area from 17,332 kWh/household in 1975 to 9303
kWh/household in 1982 (see Table B.6). In the past, however, the DEPD program
has been the most extensive with an estimated 24% of all Railbelt haouses having
had an energy audit performed. The program has saved an estimated average of
1,582 kwh/year of electricity per Alaska household, with electricity equaling
about 18% of total energy savings from the program. No reliable data on DEPD
program electricity savings are available in the Railbelt load centers.

According to Tillman (1983), almost all of the Railbelt programs have been
aimed at the residential sector, with conservation in the commercial and indus-
trial sectors being accomplished primarily through market conditions. Price-
induced conservation is then more easily distinguishable in those two
sectors. In the AML&P program, total conservation potential through 1987 has
been disaggregated into program- and price-induced components (see Table B.7)
with approximately a 40 and 60% share, respectively. For a breakdown by pro-
aram, see Table B.8.

TiTllman indicates that price-induced electricity conservation will be more
important in the future than programmatic conservation for the following
reasons:
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TABLE B.6. Average Annual Electricity Consumption per
Household on the GVEA System, 1972-1982

Annual Monthly
- Consumption Consumpticn Percent
Year (kWh) {(kWh) Change
1972 13,919 1,160 +5.6
1973 14,479 1,207 +4,0
1974 15,822 1,319 +9.3
1975 17,332 1,444 +9.5
1976 15,203 1,267 =12.3
1977 14,255 1,188 -6.2
1978 11,574 965 -18.8
1979 10,519 877 -9.1
1980 9,767 814 -7.1
1981 9,080 757 -7.0
1982 9,303 775 +2.5

Source: GVEA, as reported by Tiliman (1983).

® [t has the dominant share of impacts.

® Subsidized audits and investments programs for residences are being
phased out.

e Practical impact 1imits are being achieved in institutional build-
ings and systems programs.

e Current plans for future programs are predominantly educational pro-
grams designed to support price or market-induced conservation,

Tiliman (1983) notes that two miscellaneous AML&P programs are expected to
save considerable electric energy by the year 1987. These are street 1ighting
improvements, whose impact is taken into account in Section 9.0, and heating of
the Anchorage municipal water supply to reduce the electricity use of water
heaters. The water heater impact is factored into the use rates for Anchorage
water heaters in Section 5.0

In attempting to determine the level of conservation potential, the ques-
tion arises as to whether further investment in energy-savings programs
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f ?» TABLE B.7. Programmatic Versus Market-Driven Energy Conservation
e Projections in the AML&P Service Area
52 Programmati Market Driv
. Conservationfa) Conservation?g) Tota1{a)
« "~ Year (MWh) (% of Total) {(MWh) (%) (MWh) (%)
D 1981 12,735 39.5 19,558 60.5 32,294 100
,‘°: 1982 19,609 34.9 27,243 65.1 46,853 100
f% 1983 20,896 37.1 35,374 62.9 56,289 100
s 1984 27,619 41.1 39,560 58.9 67,133 100
@%' 1985 30,195 40.4 44 536 59.6 74,730 100
5 1986 32,614 40.6 48,133 59.4 81,015 100
Né; 1987 35,421 41.0 50,940 59.0 86,363 100
' Cumulative 179,089 40.3 265,344 539.7 444,677
’?m' (a) Detail does not add to total in the orginal. 1981 programs
included:
{ij Residential MWh/yr kWh/Customer
A Weatherization 586 42
; State Programs 879 63
,; Water Flow Restrictor 200 14
P
C Water Heat Injection -3,921 281
L 5,586 400
'?5' Industrial
Boiler Feed Pumps 7,148 2298
fom Planned conservation programs include hot water
% wraps in the residential sector and street 1ight
conversion and utility transmission conversion in
v the commercial sector. The number of customers was
- provided by the 1982 Alaska Electric Power Statis-
. tics of the Alaska Power Administration.
e . (b) 1981 Price elasticity effects equaled 19,558 MWh/yr.
- Source: AML&P 1982.
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TABLE B.8. Programmatic Energy Conservation Projections for AML&P (MWh/yr)

Program 1981 = 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987
Weatherization 586 762 938 1,114 1,290 1,466 1,641
State Programs 879 1,759 2,199 2,683 3,078 3,518 3,737
Water Flow 260 464 464 464 464 464 464
Restrictions
Water Heat 3,922 3,922 3,922 3,922 3,922 3,922 3,922
Injection
Hot Water NA NA 249 249 249 249 249
Heater Wrap
Street Light 0 555 1,859 3,307 4,788 6,306 7,861
Conversion
Transmission 0 0 4,119 8,732 9,256 9,811 10,399
Conversion
Boiler Pump 7,148 7,148 7,148 7,148 7,148 7,148 7,148
Conversion
TOTAL 12,735 14,609 20,89 27,619 30,195 32,614 35,421
% Change From NA 14.7 43,0 32.2 9.3 9.8 8.6

Previous Year

Source: AML&P, as reported by Tillman (1983).

would be cost effective. An investigation of program-induced versus price-
induced conservation forecasted by other regions could indicate if current mar-
ket penetration levels in the Railbelt are realistic. Unfortunately, as we
have seen, total separation of price and program effects forecasted by PNPPC,
BPA, CEC, and WEPC has not yet been achieved. We have some indication that
these forecasts do show programmatic contributions by the year 2000 in residen-
tial commercial, and industrial sectors. However, the extent to which techni-
cally achievable conservation limits can be approached in Alaska through
programs and what proportion would be due to market actions is not clear., In
general, because of differences in housing stock, fuel mode splits, fuel
prices, climate, and other factors, forecasted program savings for other
regions may have only 1imited relevance for the Railbelt,
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APPENDIX C

RED MODEL OUTPUT

»

This appendix displays selected RED model output produced for the 1983
update. Included in the following tables are information on the number of
households served by electricity in each load center, housing vacancies, fuel
price forecasts, electricity used per household and per employee, as well as
sunmaries of price effects and programmatic conservation, annual electricity
requirements by sector and load center, and total peak demand. The figures
presented in these tables are at the point of sale and include estimates
supplied by Harza-Ebasco of military and industrial demand. They do not
include an adjustment for transmission losses. However, for the 1983 update of
the alternative generation plans these reported figures were adjusted for

transmission losses.
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Peak Electric Requirements (MW) (Net of Conservation)
(Includes Large Industrial Demand) Medium Range (PR = .5).ci.evecessssC.118

HEG==FERC 0% eceecesococnsnscsosoncosssasasessesssssososssscssocscnnsossssosslolll
Households Served, Anchorage - Cook Inleticececesscscccsnscsssesecseslal2l
Households Served, Greater FairbankS..eceecescecessoscsossssoessssseslall?
Housing Vacanéies, Anchorage - CoOk Inlet.iescecsesesscososeceassesaselal23
Housing Vacancies, Greater FairbankS.eceoeecssssesceceacsscesccossnnslalld
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Electricity ($/kWh)euieeeeeceoencenaeesCal25
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Natural Gas ($/MMBtU)..ceceeeecessosssaCal26
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Fuel 0il (S/MMBEW)eeeeeeeeeesesasnsansCal2?

Residential Use Per Household (kWh) (Without Adjustment
for Price), Anchorage - COoOk INTet..eeeccescscocssnccasccacsscosccseelelld

Resjdential Use Per Household (kWh) (Without Adjustment
for Pr.ice), Greater Fairbanks..o.oocoocoec-ooao-uoeoo‘onocnoucnoo-oooC.lZg

Business Use Per Employee (kWh) (Without Large Industrial)
(Without Adjustment fOr PriCe)ceeececcccceecccecescscaccsscessasesssslal3l

Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
GWh, Anchorage- Cook In‘letDIDOICOU....80.8..0..l.e..Il..nﬂ.u.......ncolsl

Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
GWh, Greater Fairbanksl‘.l...l.......I.....l.....‘...l.....l....C....C.132

Breakdown of Electricity Requirements (GWh) {(Total Includes
Large Industrial Consumption), Anchorage - CoOk InTet.eeceecoseccecsesslo133

Breakdown of Electricity Requirements (GWh) (Total Includes
Large Industrial Consumption), Greater FairbankS...eceeescecscceesesalC.134

Total Electrical Requirements (GWh) (Net of Conservation)
(Includes Large Industrial Consumption) Medium Range (PR = .5)}.......C.135

Peak Electric Requirements (MW) (Net of Conservation)
(Inciudes Large Industrial Demand) Medium Range (PR = 5)eeercencaedaCl136

C.8




HE7==FERC =1%ccacecscceecooscssorsasosscsossccscscscsccssasssesnssssccccsascssssossCeld/

Households Served, Anchorage - Coék InTeticeeeecceocescescaconsansenalal3d?
,i%v Households Served, Greater FairbankSe.csseceescscscsascsccssosscacseossCoaldl
Housing Vacancies, Anchorage - Cook Inleticeeececcccocecococsascsasosaloldl

Housing Vacancies, Greater FairbankS.eeesseecassscscscssscsssecseasncelelld?

L Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Electricity ($/kWh).ceceecccococceaacsalold3
‘@%Q Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Natural Gas ($/MMBtu)..,.....a.;,..n.,C,144
- Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Fuel 01 ($/MMBtU)e.ceeececceoecccoessslold5
f&[ Residential Use Per Household (kWh) (Without Adjustment
_A;, for pr.ice)’ mchorage- Cook In]et'......"...O..............O.IC...Q-C°146
¥
s Residential Use Per Household (kWh) (Without Adjustment
v‘: ‘. for Price), Greater Fairbanksa.ﬂ......0......."'.....0..0l...ﬂ.l.'ﬂ.cv147
L Business Use Per Employee (kWh) {Without Large Industrial)
% (w‘ithout Adjustment for Price)ﬂ..'...."."'l‘....'...l""...ﬂﬂ'....c‘l48
I Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
‘:’“ Gwh’ Ar‘chorage- Cook In]et....""l.'".'...."...l....'.'!'IQ'..'..C.149
. Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
M”’ GWh, Greater Fairbanks"..l"'..."..I.'."'.'G'...l......B.ﬂ..‘."..colso
Breakdown of Electricity Reguirements (GWh) (Total Includes
oy Large Industrial Consumption}, Anchorage - Cook InleteieececscecscsseasCalbl
Breakdown of Electricity Requirements (GWh) (Total Includes
- Large Industrial Consumption), Greater FairbankS.eceeeceeesoscacecsesesCel52
o
Total Electrical Requirements (GWh) (Met of Conservation)
_ (Includes Large Industrial Consumption) Medium Range (PR = .5)ceeeecsCal53
)
: Peak Electric Requirements (MW) (Net of Conservation)
(Includes Large Industrial Demand) Medium Range (PR = .5).ccccccoeesel 154
'fa; HEB--FERC -2%0.00GOGDOOQODOHOOBG'000.0‘0OmOGHIQGGQBOOQOBOBQGQBGQGQUEGQQOe Calss
) Households Served, Anchorage - CoOk Inlet.cccesseceasceccsoscaccecnaalald?
g
i.v Households Served, Greater FairbankS.occeccocccocoscsecoccsenccsececelald8
ij’; HOUST.ng VacanCies, AnChOf‘aQE" COOk In]eto.ncQqaoenaesaoaen@ooa@ocnooCeng
=~ c.9
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Housing Vacancies, Greater FairbanksS.eeieeeesseoscsceceonsscsscssseeeslelb0
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Electricity ($/kWh).eicuieeceeveeenassaCL161
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Natural Gas ($/MMBLU)ueeeeececennescssalal6?
Fuel Price Forecasts Employed, Fuel 0i1 ($/MMBEU)eeeeeecseeoasesssoassCal63

Residential Use Per Household {(kWh)} (Without Adjustment
fOF PF'iCE), AnChOI"age - COOk In]et-ooo-oo-ooooooooo.--o.aooonomn-ooooC-lsq'

Residential Use Per Household (kWh) (Without Adjustment
for Price), Greater FairbankSe.ceeecesessaseosscssscsssssosssscoscsaaCalbh

Business Use Per Employee (kWh) (Without Large Industrial)
(lq.ithout Adjustment for Pri-ce)......C'.O...Ul.......Q......OGQOH..G..C.166

Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
GWh, Anchorage - CoOK InNletieeceecccessssecessosansccconsassassscecosslolb?

Summary of Price Effects and Programmatic Conservation in
GWh, Greater Fairbanks.l.....l....'....l..l.'...l.t.'.ﬂ....l.ﬁ’G.GGDOC6168

Breakdown of Electricity Requirements (GWh} (Total Includes
Large Industrial Consumption), Anchorage = Cook Inlet..eeeecoseseesesC.169

Breakdown of Electricity Requirements (GWh) (Total Includes
Large Industrial Consumption), Greater FairbankS.ecseeeececsssssceceeslal70

Total Electrical Requirements (GWh) (Net of Conservation)
(Includes Large Industrial Consumption) Medium Range (PR = ,5).......C.171

Peak Electric Requirements (MW) (Net of Conservation)
{Includes Large Industrial Demand) Medium Range (PR = .5).ececcoecessCal72
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L17)

SCENAR]OG MED 3§ HYIZewSHERMAN CLARK NO SUPPLY DIBRUPTION=e6/24/198)
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
ELECTRICITY (3 7 MWH)

ANCHORAGE « COUK INLET

GREATER FATRRANKS

LA P LR LYY L ALLI YR EYTITYEYL LT Y Y 2y Y. AL AL L AL DL LI L LI L T Y Y T T Y 'YL Ll

YEAR RESIDENTTAL BUSINESS , RESIDENTIAL AUSTINESN

come ccvamramnee comcaremmse cacacamsuse camnansobon
1980 0,037 0,088 0,095 L LT
1985 0048 0,048 0,09% 0,690
1990 0,052 0,049 0,092 0,087
1995 6,058 0,059 0,094 0,089
2000 0,062 0,059 , 0,09 0,091
2005 0,005 0,062 0,098 0,003

2010 0,067 ’ h,0ed 0,100

‘0,099




81°J

SCENARIUS MED §  H12~~8HERMAN CLARK NO SUPPLY DISRUPTION==6/24/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASBTS EMPLOYED
NATURAL GAS (3/MMBTH)

ANCHORAGE « CNUK INLET GREATER FAIRRANKS

YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS REYINDENTIAL AUSINFSS

L L2 4 LD YT L LR L LI DL L L. ] LT L L L L LY TR L LA X L X ]
1980 1,730 1,500 12,740 11,290
108% | 1,950 t1,720 10,600 9,150
1990 2,880 2,650 11,240 9.790
$99% 4, 0%0 3,820 13,030 11,880
2000 4,290 4,060 15,110 13,660
2005 4,960 A, 730 17.520 16,070
2010 5,380 5,150 2n, 310 18, 860

rm -

i U SR EERN AR AN R RERTS RERNS RERSE RN L




61°2

§- f § ) im l... . ig. . ?,,. ?- L ?. i ’? } - E.
SCENARTO) MED § H12==BHERMAN CLARK NG SUPPLY DISRUPT]ONe=6/24/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EHPLDYFD
FUEL OIL ($/MMBTY)
ANCHORAGE = COOK IHLEY GREATER FATRRANKS

YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESY RESIDENTIAL RUSTNEDS

1980 7,750 7.200 7,830 7,500
1985 6,450 5,900 : 6,510 6,180
1990 6,840 6,290 5,910 6,380
1995 7.930 7.380 8,010 7,680
2000 9,190 : 8,640 9,290 5,960
2005 10,650 10,100 10,770 10,440

2010 12,350 11,800 f2,u80

12,130



SCENARIOs MED ¢ H13==8HERMAN CLARK NO SUPPLY DISRUPT]ONewb/24/198%
RESINENTIAL USE PER HOUSEHOLD {(KWH)
(HITHROUT ANDJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY

sMALL LARGE SPACE
YEAR APPLIANCES APPLIANCES HEAT TOTAL
198¢ 2110,00 6500,63 Son8,%2 13699,18
t 0,900 ¢ 0,000} ¢ 0,000 £  0,000)
o 1985 2160,00 615%1,49 4621 ,R3 13133,3%
~ { 0.,000) t 0,000 ¢ 0,000 ¢ 0,000)
o
1990 2210,00 6019,78 as84,3% 12814,12
¢ 0,000} { 0.000) ¢ 9,000) t 0,000)
1995 2260,00 8959, 31 4515,%6 12734,87
¢ 0,000) ( o.000) ¢ 0,000} ¢ 0,000
2000 2310,00 $989,38 4453 ,84 12758,21
¢ o0,000) ( 0,000} ¢ o,non) ¢ 0,000)
2008 2360,00 6089,12 4420,04 12839,17
{ o.non) { o,000) ¢ 0,000) € 0,000}
2010 2410,00 612),98 4643,%% 12977,52
t o0,000) t 0,000 ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
¥ za ¢ o f 2 2
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8CENARIUY MED 3 H12e=SHERMAN CLARK NO SUPPLY DISRUPT]ON=«6/24/1983

BUSIHESS USE PER EMPLOYEF (KWH)
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUBYREAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENY FNR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK TNLETY GREATER FAIRRANKS
1980 8407,0u ' T495,70
¢ 0,000) ( 0,000)
198BS 9580, 18 1972, 11
o { n,000) ( 0,000)
NS 1999 10355,06 8327,35
( 0,000) ( 0,000)
199% 10918,45 B662,27
¢ 0,000) £ 0,000)
2000 11016,00 8957,92
g 0,000) i 0,000)
2609 1208%,67 930A8,01%
{ 0,000) [{ 0,004
2010 12932,6% 9711,6%
€ 0,000} { 0,000)
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SCENARID: MED t Hi2=«SHERMAN CLARK NCQ SUPPLY DISRUPTION==8/24/1983%

BREAKDNWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWM)
(TOTAL JNCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONBUMPYION)

ANCHORAGE = CONK FNLEY

MEDIUM RANGCE (PRm,S)

RESTDENTIAL BUSINESE HISCELLANEOUS
YEAR REQUIRENENTS REQUIREMENTS REQGUIREMENTS
o pn WS o LY L X L AL LY L LR X L X 1 L LYY L LY LY X L.} N ) LT X3 2 T T L1l LY XX T.)
1980 279.5% 875,38 24,31
1983 1019.55 946,55 24,864
1982 1059,57 1037,.73 24,98
1983 1099,60 108892 25,31
1984 1139,62 {160,114 25,65
1985 179,64 1234,30 25,98
1986 1212,69 {280,79 26.83
- 1987 1245,68 1330,28 27,67
1988 1278, 66 §379,77 20,81
1989 1314,67 129,26 29,36
1990 1344,67 1478,75 30.20
1991 §370,40 1510, 40 30,88
1992 1403,52 1542.17 31.56
1993 1432,94 1573,87 32,24
1994 1462,36 160%,%8 32,92
1995 1494,78 1637,29 33,60
1996 1517,70 1603,04 34,46
1997 1543,62 1688, 80 34,73
1098 1$69,.58 171455 35,29
1999 1595, 4% 1740,31 35,86
2000 121,36 i768,00 30,42
2001 1655,8%9 1R12,69 37,27
2002 1690,33 1859, 38,11
2003 1724,.81 {905,984 38,98
2004 1759.30 1952,87 39,80
2008 1793.74 1999, 24 40,69
2006 1839,22 2069 82 TR
2007 1884, 65 214045 43,08
2008 1930.09 g2fi,.08 u4,30
2009 1975.53 2281 ,71 45,52
2010 2020,96 2352,34 i6,78

EXO6, INDUSTRTAL
LOAD

L LI XYYl 2 X YRy 4 1 %]
84,00

22,08
100,16
108,24
116,32

124,40

137,89
196,38
164,88
178,37

195,86

195,13
198,40
201 .64
204,93

208,20

214,14
22008
236,02
231,98

217,90

244,96
252,02
259,08
266,14

273,20
201,38
209 _9%
296,34
306,72

318,10

TOTAL

963,19

2082,.82
2202.4%
2322,07
246§,70

2541,32

2658,16
754,99
2084 ,82
2948,068

J0eS5,49

3110,%6
3175, 64
3240,72
3305,79

$370.87

3429,04
3487,22
3545,40
1603,87

661,78

3750.76
3819,74
3924,.719
4017,01

4306,82
0232,48
4356,18
ay8y, 84
4609 ,48

&735,.18@



SCENARIUp MED § Hi2=«SHERMAN CLARK NO BUPPLY DISRUPT]Oti=ab/24/{983

BREAKDNWN OF ELFCTYRICITY REQUIRFMENTS (GWH)
(TOTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTINAN)

GREATER FAIRBANKS

LA PR L L L XL

MEDIUM RANGE (PRs,S%)

RESJDENTIAL AUSINFSS MISCELLANEOUS ENDG,. INDUSTRIAL

YEAR REQUIRFMENTS REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS LOAD TOTAL
1980 176,39 217,14 5,78 0,00 400,31
1984 190,648 229,R4 6,75 0,00 4271.2%
1982 204,90 292,59 6,71 0,00 4sH,45
§983 219,i8% ass,2?% b.07 0,00 481,07
1984 eV 4o 267,96 .63 0,00 07,99
19RS 247,65 2B0,86 ; 6,%9 e,.n0 S34,91
1986 260,10 269,45 6,68 10,00 86,20
1987 272,58 298,24 6,70 20.00 597.%0
1988 205,00 07,04 6,78 50,00 626,79
1989 297,4S 315,83 6,80 40,00 560,08

(@]

. 1990 309,99 324,62 6,86 50,00 691,38

o ;
1991 123,22 332,43 7.08 S0.n0 713,14
1992 336,58 341,05 7.31 86,00 734,89
1993 349,88 349,27 7.54 50,00 156.6%
1994 383,106 57,49 ‘ 7.77 50,00 178,41
1995 376,47 365,70 7.99 0,00 800,17
199 386,28 371,19 B8.16 50,00 816,23
1997 396,09 377,87 8,32 50,00 832,29
1998 905,90 383,96 8,89 50,00 auB, 34
1999 015,714 190,008 8,65 S0,.00 864,00
2000 425,52 - 396,12 8,82 50,00 LI
2001 H36,80 405,61 9.04 50,00 901,52
2002 a8 21 435,10 9,27 50,00 922.58
2003 459,56 424,59 9.50 sn,00 9u3,4S
2004 470,91 ayn_ 08 9,72 50,00 964,71
2005 482,25 a4y, 57 9,9% 50,00 985,717
2006 195,96 457,08 10.22 50,00 1013,2%
2007 509,67 470,93 10,50 50,00 1040,70
2008 §23.3? apy, 01 ) 10,78 50,00 106A.16
2009 S37,08 4oy, 49 11,08 50,00 109%,62
2010 ) $%0,79 %$10,97 11,33 50,00 1123,09




£2°3

SCENARIGY MED § Hi{2-«SHERMAM CLARK NO SUPPLY DISRUPTION<-4/24/1983

TOVAL ELECYAYCITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
(HET OF CONSERVATION)
TINCLUDES LARGE INNDUSTRIAL CONBUMPTJIOHN)

MEDIUM RANGF (PR m ,3)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK INLET GREATER FAJTRRANKS
1980 1963.19 ann, 3y
T 2082,82 027,23
1982 2202.48 ¢S4, 1%
1Y 2322,07 adt.o0?
1984 2444 ,70 . S07,99
1985 2561.32 %34,9)
1986 26568.16 $66.20
1987 21%4,99 $97.80
1988 205).02 528,79
194% 2948 .,64 660,08
1990 104%,49 691,38
1999 3110.56 713,14
1992 3175, 64 735.89
1993 3200,7? 756,65
3994 330819 778,44
1998 337,87 Ago 17
1996 3429 08 816.23
1997 14RY, 22 832,29
1998 18545 40 aaa 34
1999 3603 ,.57 R6a_40
2000 664,18 080.0&
2001 37150.76 ' 904,32
2002 3439 78 922,50
200) ) 928,79 943 _65
2004 a01y.81 %474
2008 610682 9%, 77
2006 4232,49 in13,23
2007 aiSA, {3 $040.70
2008 TIINT 1068, 96
2009 4609 48 1098 62
Zoio nT3%,16 123, 09

TOTAL

23838,914

2510,0%
2656, 60
803,18
2949,69

3096,2%

3224,36
1352,49
I4R0, 61
3608, 74

37%36,87

3423,70
3910,53
3997,37
a084,20

8374, 04

0205,27
4319, 51
9393, 70
446797

4502, 21

a2, an
are2, 36
aptT2,. A8
a9R2, 31

$n9z,59
$245,72
396,40
$551,97
570550

‘SASR, 23
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SCENARIOs MED 1 HI2e«BHERMAN CLARK NO BUPPLY DISRUPYIONa«b/24/71983%

PEAX ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (HW)
(NET OF CONSERVATIOH)
(INCLUIOES LARGE INDUSTREAL DEMAND)

MENJUM RANGE (PR = ,5)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK INLE? GREATER FAIRBANKS YOTAL

1980 396,51 9M1.40 487,90
1981 . 420,08 97,54 518,23
1982 444,086 103,49 548,59
1983 469,04 109,83 §78,87
1984 493,21 115,98 609,19
1985 517,39 122,13 619,52
1984 537,82 129,27 667,08
1967 558,24 136,41 694,65
1980 ST8,67 143,39 v22.22
1989 99,10 150,69 749,79
1990 619,53 157,483 117,36
1991 632,79 162,580 795,5%
1992 645,97 167,77 813,74
1993 659,19 112,74 831.92
1994 ar2.41 177,70 8%0, 81
199s 085,63 182,67 #6830
1998 697,31 ‘ 105, 34 A3, &S
1997 708.99 199,00 898,99
1998 120,67 193,67 914, 34
1999 732,38 197,34 929.68
2000 744,09 201,00 qu%,03
2001 762,00 20%,81 967.81
2002 779,96 211,62 990,58
2003 797,93 21%,.43 1013,36
2004 815,90 azn 24 1036,13
2005 833,66 22%.0% 1088,91
2006 859,29 251,32 1090,60
2007 884,71 237,59 1122,30
2008 Mo, 14 _ 243,86 1153,99
2009 935,58 250_1% 1185,.69
2010 960,90 256,40 1217,30
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2e"d

SCENARIOs MED §

YEAR

1980

1985

j99%0

1995

2000

2005

2olo

SINGLE FAMILY

1220,
t 0.000)
10646,
( 0.000)
10852,
{ 0,000)
13498,
¢ 0.000)
15038,
( 0,000)
16862,
( 0,000)
18520,
¢ 0,000)
¥ H

HE3==NOR AVE SCENARID-«6/2/1983

HOUSEHOLNS SERVED

QREATER FAIRBANKS

MULTIFAMILY

MORILE HOMES

T XTI L XL L LY ]

5207, 1189,
{ 0.000) ( 0,000)
Se8¢, 2130,
t 0.000) 0,000)
1960, 2109,
( 0.000) 0,000)
184y, 2497,
( 0.000) 0,000)
1703, 1404,
¢ 0,000) 0,000)
7895, 31966,
( 0.000) ( 0,000)
9051, naoy,
( 0.000) ( 0,000)

DUPLEXES

ist7,

{ D,000)
1730,

( 6,000)
211s,

( 0,000}
2339,

¢ 0,000)
2298,

( 0,000)
22%2,

( 0,000)
2198,

( 0,000)
y 73

TOYAL

15313,

[ 0,000)
20180,

4 0,000}
23290,

[§ 0,000)
263758,

[4 0,000)
28443,

[§ 0,000)
30975,

{ n,000)
34169,

t 0,000)
| I T
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¥e"d

SCENARING MEN § HE3=«=DOR AYG SCENARJU==6/24/1983

YEAR

198¢

1985

199%0

199%

2000

200%

SINGLF FAMJLY

3653,

{ 0,000)

1A,

{ 0,000)

119,

( 0.000)

149,

{ 0,000)

165,

( 0,000)

188,

{ 6,000)

204,

{ 5,000}
ﬂi,

HUUSING VACANCIES

GREATER FAIRAANKS

FrY I i X A R ] N LA ]

MULTIFAMILY

LI LA T b3 KB L2 J

3320,

( 0.000)
2837,

¢ 0,000)
usa,

t 0.000)
4ua,

{ 0.000)
440,

¢ 0.000)
8S,

¢ 0,000)
189,

( 0,000)

MOBILE HOWES

986,

{ 0,000)
a4,

{ 0,000)
23,

t 0,000}
Yo,

{ 0,000}
3A,

( 0,000)%
a4,

{ 0,000)
48,

( 0,000)
3

DUPLEXES
89s,
{ 0,000}
707,
( 2,000)
81,
{ 0,000)
8o,
{ 6,000)
18,
{ 0,000)
17,
{ 9,000)
19,
{ 0,000)
I 1

TOTAL
88sa,
{ 0,000)
3745,
{ 0,000)
678,
[ n,000)
J06,
{ n,000)
121,
4 0,000)
391,
{ 6,000)
_ 819,
[4 0,000)
R
B D |



el

SCEHARING MED g HEZ»==DOR AVG SCEHARID==6/24/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASYS EMP|.OYED
ELECTRICITY (S /7 KWH)

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY

GREATER FATRBANKS

YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSTHESA RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS

eves cemmomsmens cemsemeanee csasv=ssave ccasescasas
1980 0,037 0,0%4 0,098 0,090
1985 0,048 0,048 0,090 0,083
1990 0,054 0,048 0,090 0,089
1995 0,054 0,031 0,090 0,08%
2000 0,087 0,056 0,090 0,088
2005 0,061 0,054 0,092 0,087

2010 . 0,063 0,0b0 0,098

6,090



9€°J

SCENARTOp MED 3

YEAR

seve
1980
1985
1990
1998
2000
2008
2010

ANCHORAGE = CODK IHLETY

RESIDENTIAL

1,730
1,960
2,710
3,2%0
3,410
3,580

3,710

RUSINESS

1,500
1,730
2,480
3,020
3.180
1,330

Y, UR0

HE3«aDUR AVE SCEMARIO==b/2471983

NATURAL GAS (S/MMBYU)

FUEL PRICE FORECAATS EMPLOYED

GREATER FATRRANKS

RESIDENTIAL

12,700
9.810
9,760

10,370

11,220

11,970

iz.710

BUSTNESS

11,290
8,360
8,310
8,920
9,770

in 520

11,320
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SCENARIUg MED

YEAR

1980

ie8s

1990

1995

2000

200S

2010

SMALL
APPL1ANCES
L LY LY T

2110,00
(4 0,000)
2ten 00
4 0,700)
2210,00
( 0,400}
2260,00
( 0.000)
2310,00
( 0,%00)
2360,00
{ 0,000)
gato 00
( H,000)
B |

HE3==NOR AYG BCENARIDe=~bs/24/198%

RESINENTIAL USE PER HQUSEHOLD (kwWH)Y
(HITHOUT ADJUSTHENT FOR PRIGE)

AMCHORAGE = COOK [NLET

LARGE
APPLIANCES
6500,63
€ 0.000)
6154,71
(  0.000)
6026,18
¢ 0.000)
$958,98
[4 0,000)
$984,97
« 0.000)
6060,87
¢ 0,000)
6126,81
¢ 0,000)

SPACE
HEAT

5088,52
¢ 0,000)

49831 ,81
( 0,000)

4623,92
( n,00n0)

4511,98
£ 0,000)

4441,29
( H.,000)

t 0.,000)

TOTAL

13699,15
( 9,000)

13146,51
( 0.000)

12860,10
( 0,000)

12730,96
¢ 0.000)

12740,26
( 0,000)

126801,98
t 0.0060)

12977,40
( 0.000)
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SCENARINY MED & HE3w=DOR AYG B3CENARIO-=6/24/198)

RUSINESS USE PER EMPLOYEE (KHH)
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUY ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE}

. YEAR ANCHURAGE = CONDK INLET GREATER FAIPBANKS
L L X ) (XX AR R R X0 KX X X 1 J PEwBeRgRgEeRYTEgEReDvreEm
1980 B407,04 495,70
{ 0,000) ( 0,000}
1988 9518,78 . 7947 .43
o ( 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
»
© 1990 10089,60 R249 74
( n,000) { 0,000)
199% 10604,92 a5%8,84
{ 0,000) ( 0,000)
2000 11172,00 R874,75
( 0,000) { 0.,006)
2008 11850,11 9227,92
t 0,000) { 0,000}
2010 12675,23 928,13
[{ 6,000) { 0,000)
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SCENARETOy MED ¢ HEIweDOR AVE SCENARIQewp /2471983
AUMMARY OF PRICE EFPFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION

IN GWH
GREATER FAIRBANKS
RESTDENTIAL RUSTNESS
OWNePRICE PROGRAM« INDUCED CROSS~PRICE OWN=PRICE PROGRAM=INDICED CROSA=PRICE
YEAR REDUCTION CUNSFRVATION REDUCTION ~ REDUCTION CONSERVATION REDUCTION i
e CEEEEEEEE COEEEEFEEEEEEEE CEEEEEEEEEE et Etbee CEEELFEEEEFEEEE CerErErtere
1980 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
1981 =*0,266 0,000 1,961 =0,U093 0,000 fe729
1982 =0,532 0,000 .21 0,986 0.000 1,487
198% 0,797 0,000 3.182 -l 279 0,000 2,106
1984 =1,963 0,000 4,243 ' 1,972 n,000 2.9104
1985 -i,329 h,000 5,304 «?,06% 0,000 1,643
1986 wl, 560 9,000 b,240 «?,R0S 0,000 4,154
1987 =], 799 2,000 7,189 3,148 0,000 0,666
{988 w2, n22 0,000 8,12$% =% 485 n,000 : S.1178
1989 2,253 n,000 9,066 -3, A28 o,non £,690
1990 -2.,080 0,000 10,006 al, fbb n,000 6,202
1991 «2,68% 0,000 10,464 -l 035 0,000 6,389
1992 =2.,8086 0,000 in, 222 =0,700 0,000 65,567
1993 3,087 n,000 i1,3%%0 -8,972 0,000 6,750
1994 w3, 280 0,009 11,838 8,241 0,000 6,933
1995 «3,490 0,000 12,296 «%5,%10 0,000 7.118
1996 =3,.4638 0,000 12,116 =i, 978 0,000 b24%
1997 =3, 787 a,000 11.9%7 ~l 446 0.000 $.375
1998 «3,9358 0,000 15,757 «%,915 0,000 4,505
1999 4,084 9,000 11,578 «3,38% 6,000 3.635
2000 #,233 n.,000 11,398 2,851 0,000 2.165
2001 =4, 17% 0,000 10,890 -3,335 0,000 1.050
2002 -l 117 0,000 10,382 -3,819 6,000 3,315
2003 i, 059 0,000 9,875 «0,30% 0,000 3.619
2004 4,000 0,000 9,367 ut, 786 0,000 1,904
2008 «3,.942 0,000 -~ A,B59 «5,270 0,000 4,189
2006 3,623 0,000 8,064 =i, BU1 0,000 3,799
2007 -3 3n€ 0,000 7,269 «8, 811 0,000 © 3,00A
2008 2,986 0,000 6,47% «3,9R2 0,000 3,018
2009 =2.,h07 0,000 S.678 «3,557 0,000 2.628
2010 -2, JUA 0,000 4,883 -3,128 0.000 2,238
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SCENARTO MED

3

[

MEDIUM RANGE (PRm_ S)

YEAR

1980

1984
1982
1983
1984

1985

1986
1987
1988
1989

1990

§991
1992
1993
1994

1998

1996
1997
1998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2004

2005
2004
2007
2008
2009

2010

RESIDENTJAL
REQUIREHENTS

979.53

1017.74
1055,9%
1094.17
1132,38

i170,.%9

t192.97
§215.34
123712
1260,09

1282,47

1302,97
£323,.47
1343 ,97
i364,47

1384,94

1408.59
143221
1455.82
1479, 00

1503.06

1532.17
154129
1599040
1619,52

i6u8, o}
680,90
§1725.11?
163,04}
1ang, 70

183997

R T R N N

HE3=wDOR AVO SCENARIQw=6/24/1983

BREAKDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
(TOTAL INCLUDES LARRE YNDUSTRIAL COMSUNPTION}

ANCHORARE = CONK JHLEY

BUSIHESS HISCELLANEOUS

REQLIIREMHENTS REQUIREHENTS
875,36 24,34
940,84 24,56
1006,33 24,82
i071,819 25,08
1137,.29 25.34
1202.78 25,60
1232.72 26,18
1262,65 26,71
1292.%9 21.27
1322,%3 27,83
1352,46 28,3
1379,57 28,89
jups, 68 29,39
1433, 74 29,89
1460,89 30,40
1487,99 30,90
1518,20 31,48
1544 42 12,08
1578,63 32,69
160A,84 33,20

' 1639, 06 33,78
168,35 34,54
1727,64 315,30
1771,93 36,06
1816,22 36,83
1840,51 17,59
1924,15 38,68
1987,79 39,77
2051,43 40,86
2115,06 44,98
2i1A, 70 45,08

L
B

%
i
@4

EXNG, INDUSTRTAL
LOAD

84,00

92,08
100,96
108,20
116,32

124,40

137,89
151,38
164,88
178,37

194,86

195,13
198,40
201,66
204,93

208,20

214,14
220,08
226,02
231,98

237,90

204,9¢
252.02
299,08
266,10

273,20
281,58
289 9p
296,34
106,72

318,40

TOTAL

LI L DY YT T LYY LYY
1943,19

2075,23
2181,2¢8
2299,.30
2414,.33

2523.37

2589,73
2656,09
2702,45%
27h8,81

2855,17

2906,58
2957,.93
3009,31
%060,69

3112,07

172,49
3232.7¢%
3293,10
353,48

3413,79

3495,02
3576, 24
3657.47
3738,70

1819,9%
911,30
4082,68
91%4,06
0265,43

4376,81
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9%°2

SCENARJOs MED 8 HE3Y=wDOR AVG SCENARIQ==6/24/198)

PEAK ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NET UF CONSERVAT]ION)
CINCLUDES LARGE INDUSYRIAL DEMAND)

MEDIUM RANGE (PR u ,5)

[ LAZL LTI LA R LY X}

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK IHLEY GREATER FAIRAANKS
1980 194,51 91,40
1984 419,13 97,19
1982 443,18 102,98
1983 464,37 108,77
1984 486,99 110,56
1985 509.62 120,195
1986 523,80 126,11
1987 537,99 131,87
1988 §%2.17 137,62
1989 566,36 193,38
1990 580,54 149,14
1994 $90.96 152,98
1992 601,37 156,83
1993 614,79 160,67
1994 622,20 164,52
199% 632.62 168,36
1996 644,74 171,86
1997 6%6,87 178,36
1998 648,99 178,85
1999 6811 182,38
2000 693,24 185,85
2001 109,61 190,05
2002 125,98 194,26
2003 702,38 198 46
2004 158,73 202,67
2005 175,10 204,87
2006 197.60 212.20
2007 820,09 217,53
2008 842,59 222,86
2009 B65,009 228,19
2010 867,59 233,52

YOTAL

487,90

Ste, 82
544,73
573,14
601,55

629,97

649,91
669,85
819,80
709,74

729,68

743,94
1%8,20
172,46
186,72

800,98

816,60
32,22
847,84
A63,46

879,08

899,66
920,24
940,81
961,39

981,97
1009,80
1037,6)
1065,49
1093,28

1921,11



F '
| J HE9--DOR 50%

- C.47




(voo°o )
‘ye2ony

(voo*o )
‘sgalal

(eoo°v )
‘£91Ltl

(000°0 )
‘650801

(000°0 )
950201

(voo*v )
1111

(000°0 )
'soStd

viol

=1

{oov°o )
11T
(000°0 )
T
(ob0°0 )
‘Lere
(000 )
‘sfiw
(o000 )
0949
(0000 )
‘L1989
{6000 )
*9eni
$3X374N0

{oo0°0 ] (ovo-v ) (vo0*v ]

*eLogl ‘ZioLg ‘09894 0j0g
(000°¢0 ) tooo*o ) (oo0o°y )

‘502914 ‘L9588 *hise9 6002
{oo00°0 ) (ao0°v ) (000°0 }

‘olanl _ ‘s5162 *11En9 0002
(o000 ) (ovo°o ) (000°%0 )

‘o8l ‘0692 *Lhebs Sebt
(000°0 ) (ono°o ] (oo0°y ) _
‘19921 ‘eLes? ‘gf086 (Y Y
(vo0°0 ) (oo0®0 ) {oov°0 )

‘65901 *no29e *5a95h s961
{0000 ) (000°0 ) {000°0 ]

*0%29 *nigo2 *ginst 0961
(I I T LT T 1 X 1 1 X)) 'Jlllll..ll.l . [ T YT I T T I YT X J% LY X 2]
83IHOH I114U0K ATTHvdlinw AVIWYs 3T9NES HY3A

el e buEnonBoss

A3NT H00J = 3IOVHOHINY

03AY¥3S GUTOHABNDNK

f06i/h2/9==%05 H0OU~=63H 8 Q3IH FOINVYNIIE

C.49




@

(000"0 ) (ovo*0 ) (o000 )} (o000 )} (vo0°0 )

T IY ] ‘6012 ‘g22u ‘1999 ‘SLidt o102

(6000 ) (000°%0 ) (000%0 ) (000%0 . ) (o00°0 )

3TY t2s22 *gous *onsd ‘90291 5002

(voo"o ) (000°0 ) (000°0 ) (vao“o ) (0o0*0 )}

‘02aid o TY 1 ‘nelf ‘oLl *negui _ : 0002

(voo"o ) {oo0°0 ) {000°0 ) (v00°0 ) (vono‘u )

"gEL82 ‘efg2 ‘gLs2 1T T TYA] So61

(000°0 ) (0000 ) (0000 y  (ovo0°0 ) (o000 )

"E915e ‘sefe ‘tole ‘0964 ‘seiot 0661 .

[Te]

(vov"0 ) {000°0 b} {000°0 } (600°0 ) (0000 ) 3

‘aBioe frait ‘ogre *499s ‘9ngoi LTy

(00090 3 {oon*o )} (0000 )] (0o00°0 ) (voo®v )}

RITY] L9t ‘ogtl °teas ‘022t 0gs!

LYY YT T ey gl YT L IYIrIryl asaSsUasaBeBLe soseeYNesawee (I T XL E Y1 4L L) LY LT ] _
Tvk04 $3%37dNQ S3WOH 31T80W AVIWYILIL MK AWV 319NiS HY3A

(LTI Y LY . L b L Y 21

SXNVUMIYS HILVIUO

Q3AY¥38 SQTOHIASNOH

fua1/702/79==X05 HUOO==63H 8 Q3n BOTHYNIIE




toov*o )
1111

(voo°0 )
‘o2uk
(voo°u )
‘esie
(0o00°0 )
‘onil
(voo'o )
‘0182
(vo0v“0 )
‘uine
(000°0 3
60291
tviod

(000°0 )
1Y
(ooo0°0 )
‘i
(000°0 )
‘6id
(0000 )
M T'H
(000°0 )
‘oB2
(000°0 )
1Y
(oo0°0 )
“g9nt
SEphosbosehis
BIX3NdNa

(0000 )
‘6ol
(000°0 )
‘sl
(0o0°v )
1]
(0000 )
‘2sy
(o000 ]
‘6f1
(000" )
‘o021
(o00°0 )
YY)

LLY L LYY P L 2 L2/

GIHOH FTIEON

(o00°0 )
‘o661

(vo0°0 )}
‘2ol

(000°0 ]
L1091}

(oov*o0 )]
Qam

(veo®o )
*iint

(vovu~0 j
‘9enl

(000°¢ )
*999¢

(I I FrI T TYY L v XY )
ANIHY4IL 0w

A3INE w00 = FOVHOKINY

SITONYIVA DNISNHIOH

(000°0 )
oty

(000°0 )
*59¢

(voo°v )
‘Lot

{0000 )
*659

(oov°o0 )
‘509

(oouv°o )
{1

{ooo0°0 )
‘0908

AInYd AT8NIES

01082

€002

Soebl

0661

111

LY

HY3IA

§96F/n2/79==X0% HONU==63H 8 Q3n YOIHYNIIS

C.51




;m., x. \m» =
(000°0 )
Y]

(000" 0 )
‘ead

(0000 )
‘1L

(000°0 )
‘669

(uov”o )
*LL9

(voo" o )
Y71

(oou°0 )
‘nsee

om0 om0 0N g op s a0 00 WO

Telos

E - &
(o0o0*0 )
191
{o00°0 )}
'y
(0000 )
‘ol
{000°0 )
‘ug
(o00°0 )
‘Ia
(oce®o )
994
(voo°o )
'Son

83x3 14Ny

LRI S
(000%0 )
‘90
(oov”v )
1
(000°%0 )
13
(000°0 )
‘g2
(000°0 - )
‘g2
(o00°0 )
2
{000°0 )
‘9490

83AHOH 31160W

SxNvEulvd 43l

$31INYIVA ONIS

(oo0°0 )
‘69h
foou°o )
‘igy
o000 3
‘oOnn
{oo0o"o0 )
1)
(o000 )
‘nsn
(000°0 )
‘gt
(00v*o )
‘ozss

ryreyry rr 3 vy}

ANIHYATLINN

v3ue

NoH

£661/7h2/9==%08 HOOGQ==63H

i e

(000°0 )
MTY!

(o000 ]
‘el

(oo0*v )
*ust

{000°0 )
1]

(oov‘y )
‘el

(000°0 )
11

(vov*o )
*E£698

AVinva 379N18

002

1113

o6l

861

(T

uv3IA

0 Q3n VOINYNIDS

€.52




€570

SCENARIOy MED § HE9==DOOR S0¥e=b/2471983
FUEL PRICE FORECASBTS EMPLOYED
ELECTRICITY (3 7 KWH)

ANCHDRAQE « COOK INLEY GREATER FAIRBANKS
LA L L XL L LY L DL LN L L L L Ly LA L X 1) ...-.-..-.-----.---...---...-.----.--

YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS RESIDENTIAL BUSTNESS

swem suserseswes (T Y LT T LY YT Sucensemamw Taeceroevan
1980 0,037 0,034 0,09% 0,090
1985 0,048 0,045 0,095 - 0,090
1990 0,049 0,046 0,090 0,088
1995 0,080 0,047 . 0,090 0,085
2000 0,051 n.048 0,090 n,085
2005 0,051 0,048 0,090 0,088

2010 0,054 ", 048 0,090 0,085
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SCENAR]IOg HED g

YEAR

1980
1985
1990
1995
2000
2008
2010

-“--.---Q..-..-.-.--.-..---'-'--.-.-

HE9=sDOOR S50XK«=b/20/1983

ANCHORAGE « CUUK [INLEY

RESIDENTUAL

1,730
2,000
2,630
2,810
2,710
2,630
2.%60

BUSINESY

1,500

1,770

2,400
2,500
2,080
2.4000
2.330

FUEL PRICE FORECASTY EMPLOYED

NATURAL GAS (8$/MMBTU)
GREATER FAIRBANKS

RESIDENTIAL

AUBINESS

12,740 {1,290
10,680 9.210
9,090 Y. 640
8,120 b, 670
1.660 4,210
r.210 5,820
6,890 s, 400
'R R SERTE R R




G5°d

SCENARICGe MED

YEAR

1980
198%
1990
1995
2000
2005
2060

HE9«=DDOR S0XK==b/2U/19B3

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY

LA X T Y Y P Y Y YT Y TP R A P L Y R X XY 0 X 1 2 0 X }

RESIDENTIAL

7.75¢0
6,490
S.530
4,950
4,660
4,430

4,200

BUSINESY

cesssscavme
7,200
5,040
4,980
4,400
4,110
3,880
3,650

FUEL OIL ($/MMBTU)

GREATER FAJRRANKS

RESIDENTTIAL

7.830
6,550
$,590
4,990
4,710
4,460

4,240

BUSINESS

ceconnoncan
7,500
6,220
5,260
4,660
4,380
4,130

3.910



95°3

SCENARIOS

YEAR

198y

198%

19990

199%

2000

2005

eole¢

MED 9

SMALL
APPLIANCES
ooonwesgRd®

2110,00

( 0,000)

2160,00

( 0,%00)

2210,00

( 0,000)

2260,00

4 0.000)

2319,00

( 0,N00)

2%60,00

o ¢ 0.,000)

2aujo, 00

( 0,000)
¥

HE9«==DOOR 30%==6/24/1983

RESIDENTIAL USE PER HOUSEHOLD (KWH)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTHMENT FOR PRICE)

ANCHURAGE = COOK JNLEY

PRPFANNNNFACUNeSsENTeRNBE®

LARGE
APPLIANCEY
r T L I X 3 R 33 X J

6500,81
( 0:000)
6154, 64
( 0,000}
6026.17
( 0,000)
$9%8,47
( 0.000)
§988 .19
( 0,000)
6060 .94
( 0.,000)
bi127,5¢Y
( 0.,000)
fo T
Y

SPACE
HEAT

so0p8,52
( 0,000)

4831,62
( 0n,000)

427,82
t 0,000)

4509,.39
( 0,000}

4436 47
( 0,000)

4agy a7
( 0,000)

Q439 1%
{ 0.000)

TOTAL

13699,18
( 0.000)

13146,27
(  0.000)

12664,60
( 0.000)

12727,87
( 0.000)

12734, 61
{ 0,000)

12842,40
{ 0.000)

12976,70
( 0,000)
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85°2

SCENARIOs MED § HE9==DOOR S0Xe«8/24/198Y

BUSINESS USE PER EMPLNYEE (KWH)
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHURAGE = COODK INLET GREATER FATRBANKS

L L X ] I LI I YT T YT A Y R Y R 0 0 0 74 DOSUETP RS W W EE @ we
1989 LT T T495,.70
( 0,000) { 0.000)
198 9519,96 7947,93
( 0,000) { 0.000)
1990 10059,64 a237,21
. { 0,000) ( 0,000)
1995 104B2,60 ' 8515,05
4 0,.000) { 0,000}
2000 11024,92 822,488
. € 0.000) ( 0.000)
2005 11680,086 9169,82
( 0,000} ( 0,000)
2010 12483, ,97 9564 ,47
( 0,000) ( 0,000)
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‘BCENARIOY MED § HE9»«DOOR S0Xewb’24/71983

SUMMARY OF PRICE EFFECYS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION

1H GHM
GREATER FAIRBANKS
RESIDENTIAL RUSINESY

OWNPRICE PROGRAM=INDUCED CRUSS=PRICE OWNwPRICE PROGRAM=TNDUCED CROSS=PRICE

YEAR REDUCT]JON CONSERVATION REDUCTION REDYCTION CONSERVATION REDUCTION

Yy [Ty YYYes IR Y Y Y Y Y YPes CErErFEEEEn YTy TYTS CEEEE It Eb e LEEEEEEEEEE
1980 0,000 4,000 n,000 (I LL) 0,000 _ 0,000
198§ 0.000 0,000 n,726 : 0,000 0,000 0,488
1982 0,000 : 0,000 1,052 0,000 6,000 0,97%
1983 0,000 0,000 2,178 0,000 0,000 1,46}
1984 0,000 0,000 2.900 n,000 $,000 1,950
1985 0,000 0,000 3,830 0,000 6,000 2,438
198¢ =-0,319 0,000 85.029 =0,532 0,000 1,250
1987 =0,638 g,000 b,u27 =1,0864 0,000 4,062
1988 0,957 0,000 7,026 1,596 0,000 4,873
1989 «1,276 0,000 9.22% =2,129 0,000 5,688
o 1990 «1,59% 0,000 10,624 =2,6681 6,000 6,497
Eg 199 -1,846 9,000 12,378 2,998 0,000 7,395
1992 «2,0097 0,000 14,127 =-3,318% 0,000 8,292
1993 -2,%u8 0,000 {5,878 «3,.671 0,000 9.189
1994 =2,%99 0,000 17,630 i, 008 0,000 10,087
1995 -2,850 0,000 19,481 =4, 34% 0,000 10,984
- 199 -3,031 0,000 20,996 =4,%588 0,900 11,039
1997 3,211 0,000 22,611 -f, 832 0,000 12,698
1998 =-3,392 0,000 24,226 -$,078 0,000 $3.551
1999 3,872 0,000 25,840 =5, 38 6,000 14,407
2000 3,753 0,000 27,458 =5,561 0,000 15,262
200} «3,908 0,000 29,126 5,779 0,000 16,198
2002 -y, 088 0,000 30,797 «5,997 0,000 17,134
2004 TS n_000 3 189 wh 434 0,000 19,006
2008 4,516 0,000 35,810 6,652 0,000 19,942
2006 =il 668 0,000 37,728 =$ 892 0,000 e1.091
2007 -4 A20 0,000 19,648 7,132 0,000 22.2%9
2008 -4,97% 0,000 41,556 -7.372 0.009 2%.388
2009 -8.125 0,000 uy a72 -1.612 0,000 20,536
2010 -5.277 0,000 us,388 =7,0852 n,000 2%.685%
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SCEMARIOS MED § HE9=eNDOR S0Xe=h/24/1981

BREAKDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
{TOTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

GREATFR FAIRBANKS

e

é¢9°d

MEDIUM RANGE (PRse,5)

RESSDENTIAL BUSINEGS MISCELLANEOUS EXOG. INDUSTRIAL
YEAR ~ REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS LOAD TOTAL
L x 12 FOVOTO MNPSOS ES LA I T T T T R A0 0 L) ) LTI LI A L 0 1 4 X 2 2 ¥ [ T XY YT ALXY X LT X K ] Y I I I I T Y A4 2 X }
1980 176,39 217,14 6,78 0.00 400,31
1983 190,09 228,70 6. 78 0,90 425,53
1982 203,79 240,26 6,70 0,00 4%0,74
1983 217,49 251,82 6,66 0,00 475,986
1984 - 231,158 263,18 6,61 0,00 501,18
1985 244,87 274,95 6,57 0,00 526,19
1906 258,79 219,17 6,53 10,00 5%0.09
1987 262,70 204,%9 6,49 20,00 573,79
1988 271,02 289,41 6,46 30,00 597,49
1989 280,54 294,23 6,42 90,00 621,18
1990 2R9.45% 299,05 6.38 50,00 60,88
1991 297.27 302,90 6,50 50,00 6%6.68
1992 305.09 306,78 6.63 $0.00 666,07
1993 312,91 310,60 6,78 50,00 680,26
1994 320,73 314,05 6,88 $0,00 692,06
1995 328,54 318,30 7.00 5g,00 703,88
1996 334,40 321,55 7,12 50,00 715,06
1997 340,25 328,04 7,23 50,00 126,28
1998 346,10 334,05 7.38 50,00 7%7.50
1999 351,95 139,30 7,48 50,00 708,71
2000 357,80 344,55 7.58 50,00 759,93
2001 364,49 351, M6 7.13% 50,00 174,07
2002 371,1° 159,17 7.87 50,00 788,22
2003 377,86 366,08 8,02 S0,00 802,37
2004 384,55 37,79 8,17 50,00 816,51
2008 391,24 Wi 0 8,31 50,00 ‘830,656
2006 399,5% 3191, %) 8,52 50,00 au9,4n
2007 408,08 TTCE) 8,72 50,00 866.30
2008 16,06 499,74 8,92 50,00 antT.12
2009 424,87 421,99 9.12 50,00 905,94
2010 433,28 432 16 9,33 50,00 924,76
o £ B e o I g NS EE SEE IR S ‘
r | A o N | 3 T Y T "
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9°2

SCENARIDE MED § HE9=~DUDR SO0X=-=b/24/1983

PEAK ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NEY OF CONSERVAT]ION)
(INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL DEMAND)

MEDIUM RANGE (PR = _S)

YEAR ANCHURAGE « CDOK INLEY GREATER FAIRBANKS TOTAL

1980 396,51 91,00 487,90
1984 419,45 - 97,15 © S16,60
1982 403,39 102,91 545,30
1983 465.33% toa, 87 574,00
1984 Whe, 27 110,42 602,70
1985 811,21 120,18 631,39
1986 S24,81 125,59 £50,40
1987 538,44 131,00 669,41
1988 5%2,01 i36,a0 68A, 41
1989 565,61 141,81 yoy, 062
1990 §79,21 147,22 726,43
1991 546,50 149,91 756,41
1992 $93,79 152,60 746,40
1993 501,09 155,.3¢0 1%6,.34
1994 508, 3A 157,99 766,37
199§ 615,67 160,68 174,39
1996 626,73 163,24 789,98
1997 . 037,80 165,80 803,60
1998 44p, 86 168,306 817,23
1999 6%9.9% 170,92 A30,8%
2000 670,99 173,48 au4a, 48
2001 886,09 176,71 863,20
2002 701,98 : 179,94 881,93
2003 717,48 T 183,17 900,65
2000 132,97 186,40 919,38
2005 748, .47 189,63 918,10
2006 769,81 193,93 963,74
2007 791,18 198,23 9m9,37
2008 #t2,4n 202,82 1015,01
2009 A%y 82 ane 82 1040,64

2010 85S.46 211,12 tneb,20
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89°)

SCENARIOs MED &

YEAR

1980

1985

1990

1995

2000

2008

2010

SINGLE FaAMILY

r220,

« 0,000)
10646,

( 0,000}
10513,

¢ 0.000)
12292,

« 0,000)
13633,

¢ 90,0003
15550,

¢ 0,000
17358,

« 0.000)
A &

Hi0e=DOR 30Xweb/24/99R3

HOUSEHOLDS SERVED

GREATER FAIRRANKS

MPRONSOR RN SRV eueNS

MULYIFAMILY

5287,

€ 0,000)
9573,

( 0.,000)
1743,

( 6,000)
T80,

( 0.000)
1703,

{ 0.000)
7849,

¢ 0.n00)
8483,

{ 0,000)
a:; & f” £

MOBILE MOMES

1189,
( 0,000)
2130,
{ 0,000}
2i0%,
{ 0,000)
2010,
{ 0,000)
, 3006,
{ 0,000}
3638,
( 0,000)
4126,
{ 0,000)
A '1‘_: r -
¥ .3

DUPLEXES
iel?,
( 0,000)
1693,
{ 0,000}
2197,
( 0,000)
2339,
{ 0,000)
2298,
( 9,000)
2252,
( 5,000)
2061,
( 0,000)
7 A

TOTAL

15313,

{ 0.000)
20042,

( 0,000)
22856,

{ 0,000)
24881,

( 0,000}
26601,

( 0,000}
28990,

¢ n,n00)
32028,

[4 f,000)
B L R
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LL°3

SCENARIO: MED 3

YEAR

1980
198%
§e90
199%
2000
2008
2010

Hi0e=DDR 30X==b/24/1983%

ANCHORAGE = COOX INLEY

LEL L L LRI Y Y DL FY T I R LI L P Y Y PP Y Y T 111 ]

RESIDENTIAL

n,037
0,048
0,049
0,050
a,0%0
0,050

0,050

BUSTHESY

covmascamne
0,034
0,008
0,048
0,047
0,047
0.047

0.047

ELECIRICITY (3 / KWH)

FUEL PRICE FORECABTS EMPLOYED

GREAYER FATRBANKS

REBIDENTIAL

snceecsesan
0,09%

0,098

6,090

. 0,090
0,090

0.09¢

0,090

RUSINESS

0,090
0,090
0,088
085
0,088
0,085%
0,085



2L’d

SCENARIOY HED ¢ Hi0==DOR 30X=<b/24/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
NATURAL BAS ($/MHMBTU)

ANCHORAGE « COOK INLET GREATER FATRBANKS
s S

YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS RESIDENTIAL RUSINESS

ccve cencvmansaw aveancennas caamsasvean cmvecssaene
1980 1,730 1,500 12,740 11,290
198% 1,930 1,700 | 9,090 7.640
1990 2,480 2,250 7,760 6,310
1995 2,530 2,300 6,740 5,290
2000 : 2,450 2,220 6,290 4,840
2005 2,360 2,130 5,820 4,370
2010 2,260 2,030 ‘ $.390 3,940




€L°0

SCENARIOe MED 3

YEAR

1980
1985
1990
1995
2000
2005

Hid=aDOR 30Xeen/24/719R%

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLET

RESINENTIAL

7,750
5,530
4,739
4,110
3,830
3,550

3 280

BUSINESS

7.200
4,980
4,180
3,960
1,280
3,000
2,730

FUEL OIL (S/MMATU)

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

GREATER FAIRBANKS

RESIDENTIAL

7,830
5,590
4,770
8,140
3,860
3,580
3.310

AHSTINESS

¥.500
5,260
4, 440
3,810
3,530
3,250
2,980
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9L°)

SCENARIO1 MED 3 H10e=DOR 30Xe=nb/24/

YEAR

198%

1990

19958

2000

2010

BUSINESS USE PER EMPLOYEE (KNH)

1983

(WITHOUT LARGE INODUSTRIAL)

(HWITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR FRICE)

ANCHORAGE « COOK INLEY

8407,04
{ 0,000)
482,469
{ 0, n00)
2938, 71
4 0,9060)
10347,97
4 n,0N00)
10908,581
( 0,000)
119%83.%0
( 0,000)
12397.12
g n,000)

[

GREATER FAIRBANKS

7498,70
0,000)

7932.1)
0,000)

8192,36
0,000)

ANLY, 59
0,000}

AT82,.T2
06,000)

9137,18
0,000)

9536, 33
0,000)
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6L%3

QCENARIO) MED 3

Hi0eeDOR 30Xwaps20/1988

BREAKDOWH NF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
(YOTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPYION}

MEDIUM RANGE (PRa=,5)

[T L LYY Y Y LY Y Py Ty )

YEAR

1980

i981
1982
1943
1984

1985

1986
1987
1988
i989

1990

1994
i892
1993
1994

199§

19%¢
1997
1998
1999

2000

2001}
2002
2003
2004

2005
2606
2007
2008
2009

2080

RESIDENTIAL
REQUIREHENTS

979,53

1086.33
10%3.12
1689,.92
1126.71

1163.5¢

1879,87
126,22
1212.58
f228.94

1245,30

1254,62
1263,.94
1273.206
282,58

1291 ,90

309,27
1526.68
1363,99
i3s1,34

1378,72

1403,99
fuas, iR
1453, 21
1478,.00

1502.88
1535,27
156766
1600.06
§632,45

fabq, 84

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY

FYLILYLYLES TR T DY LY 7 )

BUSINESS
REQUEREMENTS

!75.56

937,25
999,14
j061,03
f122,92

1204,43
122406
1243,69
1263,32

128,99

1299,15
1315,36
133,57
1347,78

1363,99

139%,40
juge, 82
1458,23
1489 88

1521,07

1565,.35
§1609,63
1651,91
698,20

1742, 48
1804, 20
1865,93
1927,65
1989, 38

2nsg 1o

MISCELLANEOUS
REQUIREHENTS

24,31

24,51
24,72
24,93
25,13

25.34

25,73
26,12
26,50
26,09

27,28

&7,%3
27,78
28,02
28,27

29,06
29,60
30,14
30,68

31,23

31.97
12.73
33,46
34,20

14,98
15,93
36,91
37,8¢
38,87

319,88

EX0G. INDUBTRIAL
LDAD

LA A A L L L L L L L 2}
84,00

92,08
100,16
108,24
118,42

124,40

137,89
151,18
164,88
%1-1% 15

191,86

195,1%
198,40
201,66
204,93

208,20

214,14
220,08
226,02
231,98

237,90

244,96
252,n2
259,08
266,14

273,20
281,58
289,96
298, %4
306,72

385,10

TOTAL

1963,19

207017
2i77.14
2284,i1
2193,08

2u%8,06

2547.92
2597,7¢
2647,6%
2697,%2

2747.38

2776,43
2805,47
2834,52
2063,%6

2892,61

2947.,87
3003,1%
30%8,39
3118,65

3168,9¢

3245,83
1322,.7¢
1399,67
476,59

553,50
3656,.98
3760,48
3863,94
1967 42

ap70,90
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L
L F

18°3

8CENARIOy HED 3

YEAR

1980

198¢
19682
i983
1964

§985%

1984
1087
1988
1989

1990

1991
i992
1993
1994

1995

1996
1997
1998
§1999

- 2000

20018
2002
2003
2004

2005
2006
2007
2006
2009

2010

H10=«DOR 30X=+r5/24/1943

TOTAL ELECTYRICITY REQUIRENENTS (GWH)

(NEY OF CONSERVATION)

CINCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

ANCHORABE = COOK EINLEY

oo RNYNISETOgONSew
1963,.19

2070,17
217744
2284,11
2391,00

2498,06

2547,92
2%97.19
2647,6%
2697.52

2747,38

2776,43
805,47
2834 52
28631,56

2892, 061

2947.87
300%.13
30%4,39
113,69

368,91

J2u5,83%
322,75
1399,67
476,59

3583,50
16%6.98
1760, 46
3863 94
1967,42

40%0,90

HEDIUM RANGE (PR = ,5)

GREATER FAIRBANKS

SOeNeENeePENEdOePESO eSS
400,31

423,38
846,40
469,48
492,50

$15,54

938,77
558,99
576,28
596,44

616,606

626,79
636,92
647,05
657,18

667,31

618,02
688,74
699_4S
710,16

720,08

734,56
Tu8,20
761,85
775,51

789,17
807,08
820,98
842,89
860,79

878,70

TOYAL

XY Ly A XL L FYY YY1 LT Y T T Y O
2343.51

2093,.52
2623,5¢8
2753,.56
\ 28A3,58

3013,60

308369
1153,78
3223,89
1203,94

3364,08

3403,22
3642, 39
3481,57
3520,74

355992

362589
369187
1757,84
1423,82

38A9,79

1960,37
8070,95
a164,52
4282,10

ayha b8
an64,06
as8s,as
4706,8%
#aR8, 21

8949, pb



o
L4

09
3\

ey

2

SCENARIUS MED 3 Hi0eo<NOR 30Xw=6/204/1983

PEAK ELECTRIC RFQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NET OF CUNSERVAT]ION)
(INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL DEMAND)

MEDEUM RAMGE (PR s ,S})

YEAR ANCHURAGE =~ COOK THLET GREATER FAIRBANKYS
1980 396.51 91,49
1981 418,09 96,66
1982 939,68 101,92
1983 361.26 107.18
1984 482, 8% 112,44
1985 s04,43 117,70
1986 515,24 122,32
1987 $26.04 126.93
1968 536,89 131,58
1989 Su7.06 136,16
1990 ss8, 08 160,77
199} 564,30 143,09
1992 $70.14 14%.a0
1993 $75.98 - 147071
1994 Sh1.82 150.03
1995 EETY RS 152,34
1996 598,78 150,78
1997 609.83 157,23
1990 620,91 159,68
1999 632,00 162,12
2000 603,08 164,87
2001 658,57 167.69
2002 674.06 170.81
2003 689,55 173.92
2004 705.04 117,04
2005 720.53 180,16
2006 741,41 184,235
2007 762.28 18834
2008 783,16 192,42
2009 B0U, 04 196.51
2010 AL 92 206,60
RN N H' 2 " f "dj » 4
| L o | ) 3 IR | | }

TOTAL

ewgeewanNgeETEpErTeRS WS FPerTeENGeSegeeETENEsEwS

4AY,90

s10.7%
541,60
S68,44
895,29

622,13

637,56
652,99
668,40
683,82

699,234

707.39
715,54
723,70
731,68

740,00

743,53
767,06
780,59
794,12

807,69

p26,28
844,86
B6%,.47
8R2,.0A

900,69
925,65
950,62
975,59
100,56

1025.52
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SCENARIOs MED

YEAR

1960

1985

1990

199%

2000

2008

2010

<
=

.ﬁg;

SINGLE FAMILY

3653,
{ 0,000)
18,

¢ 0.000)
126,

( 0.000)
104,

q 0,000}
194,

{ 6,000)
218,

{ 6,000)
20m,

{ 0,000)
3 3

Hi3=oDR] SCENHARINe=A/208/719R%
HOUSTNG VACANCIES

BREATER FAJRHANKS

MULTIFAMILY

1320,

( 0,000}

2655,

t 0,000)

asa,

( 0,000)

TN

t 0.000)

TI R

L4 0,000}

520,

¢ 0.,000)

599,

( 0,000)
| 3

MORILE HOMES

98p,

( 0,000}

24,

{ 0,000)

24,

{ 0,000}

37,

t 0,000}

us,

¢ 0.000)

51,

( 0,000}

59,

( b,000)
e ey

y 3 -

DUPLEXES

89s,

{ 0,000)
vee,

( 0,000)
81,

[4 n,000)
ao0,

{ 0,000)
re,

( n,000)
78,

( 0,000)
89,

( 0,000)

TOTAL

ABSY,
{ h,000)
1549,
{ 0n,000)
666,
i 0.,000)
19,
{ 0,000)
T4,
{ 0,000)
867,
4 0,000)
99%,
{ 0,000)
-  § v i
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SCENARJUs MED 8 Hid=wDRI SCENARIU~=b/24/19%8%

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

ANCHORAGE = CODK IHNLETY

ELECTRICIYY

(8 7 KWH}

GREATER FATRBANKS

Rl LD L L L L L L DL L T TP 3 T YOp Yoy ey

YEAR RESINENTIAL BUSINESS

1980 0,037 0,034
1985 0,048 0,045
1990 0,054 0,054
1995 0,063 0,060
2000 0,069 0.0668
2005 0,072 0,069
2010 0,075 0,072

RESIDENTTIAL

0,098
0,09%
0,092
0,094
0,096
0,098
0,100

BUSINESS

5,090
0,090
0,087
0,089
0,091
0,093

0,09%
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SCENARIOy MED § Hi3eeDRY SBCENARIO==4/24/198%
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYFD
NATURAL GAS (3/MMATU)

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLET GREATER FATRRANKS
tmeveamsasccansesvanerannnaceneneaaen ceceeemememeconmEonr e anannnans
YEAR RESIDENTTAL RUSTNESS RESIDENTIAL AUSTNESS
cone cesecenmes cmemecesans coemmmammnn cavmwmenme
1980 1,730 1,500 12,730 11,290
1985 2,030 1,800 11,690 10,240
1990 3,450 3,220 16,010 19,860
1995 s. 100 a.870 19,800 18,390
2000 3,750 §.3520 23,120 21,670
2005 6,010 %, 780 24,470 23,020
2010 6,360 6,130 26,230 20,780
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SCENARIO MED 3 Hi3=eORI BCENARIU==6/24/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLNYED
FUEL 0L (¢(%/MMBTU)

ANCHORAGE = COOK THLEY

GREATER FATRBANKA

T S NS EsCAncURsEE SRS a A s b e san S a
YEAR RESIDENTIAL HUSTHESS RESINENTTIAL RUSINESS

1980 7.7150 7,200 7,830 7.%00

1985 7,120 6.574 7,180 6,R%0

1990 9,759 9,200 9,840 9,510

1995 nz.oreo 11,530 12,190 14,840

2000 f4_080 13,%34 14,210 13,880

2005 14,900 14,350 15,040 14,740

2010 15,970 15,420 16,120 15,790
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0
N

BCENARIOs H4ED 3

YEAR

1980

1985

1990

1995

2000

2008

2010

SMALL
APPLIANCES

2130,00
( 0,000)

2160,00
{ 06,000)

2210,00
€ 0,000}

2260,00
¢ 0,000)

£310,00
{ 0,900}

2300,00
( 0.000)

2430,00
{ 0,000)

Hi3=aDR}

SCENARTOwwp/20/7198%
RESIDENTIAL USE PER HDUSEHOLD (KWH)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENY FOR PRICE)
ANCHORAGE = CODK INLEY
[ TY I I TR D A L L X X 0 0 ) J
LARGE SPACE

APPLIANCES HEAY TOVAL

500,63 5088,%2 13699,19
( 0,000} t 0,000) { 0,000}

61%1,49 4821,07¢ 13113,137
( 0,000) t p,000) € 0,000)

6020,51 4%86,63 12817,14
( 0.,000) { 0,000) { 0,000)

$9640,28 4518,086 12739,14
( 0.,000) { 0.000) ¢ 0.000)

§993,14 44%3,51 12756,69
¢ 0.000) t 0,000) { 0,0003
- 5062,51 qu22,.21 12844,72
( 0,000) t 0,000) { 0.000)

6127,20 44%50,64 12987,848
( 0,000) { H,000) { 0,000)
ol ) SR
"ﬁ:g ' ' ,;3 %
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SCENARIUR MED 9§ H1JeeDR] SCENARINe=6/24/1983

BUSINESS USE PER EMPLOYEE (KWH)
(METHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COUK INLET GREATER FAIRBANKS
L2 L (I XTI ALY Y L AL L L L 14 2 L) HOENOTANENNRR PN OO Ew
1980 8407,04 7495,70

t 0,000) ( 0,000)
1985 9500,13 7972,03

€ 0,000) € 0,000
1990 1026111 830029

¢ 0,000) ( 0.,000)
1995 jio3r 0} ' A695,07

¢ a,000) ( 0,000}
2000 1185%5,84 9088,00

( 0,000) { 0,000}
2005 12748,53 9509 ,23

¢ 0,000} g 0,000)
2010 1380y ,97 9968,76

t 0,n00) 0,000)
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SCENAREOR MED ¢

YEAR
yyys

1980

198§
1982
198}
1984

1985

1986
1987
1988
1989

1990

1991
1992
1993
1994

1998

199
1997
1998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
20023

2008
2006
2007
2008
2009

2010

OWNePRICE
EDUCTYTON

YT TYs

8,000

0,000
7.000
0,000
0,000

0,000

=0, 197
«0,394
=0,%99
=0,787

-0,980

«0,997
=1,010
1,023
ol,0%6

ol,009

=0,877
-0,704
0,532
*0,360

-0,187

0,148
0,484
0,A20
1,155

1,191
1,992
2,494
2.99%
3,496

3.994

-

H13=aNRT SCENAR[U=wb/24/198%

BUMMARY 0OF PRICE EFFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION

GREATER FAIRBANKS

RESIDENTJAL

PROGRAM«INDUCED
CONSERVATION

CHEEEEEEEEREbEe

E‘M§g

0.000

0,000
n,0600
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
a,000
7,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0.000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

9,000
0,000
0,000
N, 000

n,000
0,000
n,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

IN GHWH
CROS8=PRICE OWN=PRICE
REDUCTION REDUCTION
L EEES CEEEEEEEE
n,000 6,000
0,357 0,000
0,713 0,000
1.070 0,000
1,427 6,000
1,784 0,000
0,414 -0,333
«0,996 «fl 665
-2,32% =0,998
=3,69% 1,330
-8.,06% =t b63
«7,697 =1,657
«10,330 af 651
12,962 1,648
»|%,59% w!, 5639
=168,228 -~1,632
-21,578 1,343
-24.920 -l.oSd
-28,280 «0.768
=31,631 -0,4876
-34,981 «0,187
=38,2068 0,348
=41,55% 0,883
44,844 1,618
=48,128 1,.9%4
=91,4814 2,489
-%55,166 3,300
=58,922 4,112
-62,676 4,924
whbt, 030 5,738
-76,18%3 65,547
Dl £ Yoo e .
1 ] E R

RUSINESYS

PEEREREEn S

PROGRAM=INDUCED

CONGERVATION

-y

CHEFEEEEEEEEEEE

n,o000

0.000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

n,000

0.000
0,000
0,000
0,000

9,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0.000
0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

CROSY~PRICE
REDUETION
CHEEEEEEEEE

0,000

0,243
0,u8%
0,728
0,971

i.213

0.346
'0-52‘
‘10356
-?.256

-l.l!!

-0,580
=6.046
-7.50'
=8,968

-10,U430

12,209
=13,989
'!50768
=-17,548

-19,327

=21.050
-22,713
=24,498
-26,219

27,942
-30,03¢4
=32.126
=34,217
-36.309

=3R,401



i ?* ¢ E? ﬁ‘.if } i” ) 35 L - i" r-‘\%" £ iﬁ “ 31 {-,ug“ 5q~f§f ! ?_ fla E'
SCENARIDg MED § HilveDR] ACENARIN=«p/724/198%
BREAKDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIHREMENTE (GWH)}

(TOVAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUBYRIAL CONBUMPYION)
ANCHORAGE = COOK IMNLEY

MEDIUM RANGE (PHe 5]

PO TRTEsSESYRUYTRC RO ®

RESIDENTIAL BUSTNESS MISCELLANEOUS EXOR, INDUSTRIAL
YEAR REQUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTA REQUTREMENTS LOAD
LY LT 32 LI T REY YL Y 2 1 7Y} (I XX YR 1Y TR 0 L) ) PSPPI PPERRRRORE PONSPEPESRTININDLN®
1989 979.5% 875.3¢ 24,31 84,00
1983 jp20.7¢0 947,42 24,68 92,08
1982 106186 1019,45 2%.02 100,186
1983 i103,02 109,99 25,37 108,24
1984 $164,19 1163, 61 25,73 116,32
1985 1185.35 1238,67 26,08 124,40
1984 1218,49% 1277,98 26,08 137,89
1987 1251.5% 1320,30 27,68 15,38
1088 128465 1962,61 28,47 165,88
1989 1317.7% 1400,92 29,27 178,37

o 1990 1350,88 1447,23 30,06 191,86

(o]

~ 1993 1390,20 1498,91 31,02 195,13
1992 1429.5% 1549,79 35,98 198 40
199y 1468, 89 15609,07 32.93 201,66
1994 150824 1652, %6 33,89 204,93
1995 1547,59 1703,64 14,85 208,20
199 159228 171,99 38,94 214,14
1997 1636.97 1R20,18 37,08 220,08
1998 1oR, 6h 1878,40 368,12 226,02
1999 172634 1934,66 19,22 231,94
2000 1771,0% 199492 ag, 31 237,90
2001 1820,37 2067,29 a1 ,61 244,96
2002 1671,70 2139, 66 42,90 252,02
2003 1922.03 2212,01 a4,2¢ 25908
2004 1972,36 2284 14 45,50 266,14
2009 2022,6° 2358,78 46,79 273,20
200s 20A7,8A 2462 .19 48,59 281,58
2007 2153, 06 2567,59 50,38 299,96
2008 2218,25 267300 52,18 298,34
2009 2283 .41 2774 44 53,97 304 72
20190 2348 614 PART A2 55,77 3§8,60

TOTAL

LA L L L L L1 LY L2 L A0 £ 1)
1963,19

2084,686
2206,52
23268,18
2049 ,85%

2571.59

eabl, 21
2750.91
2800,61%
2930,30

020,00

114,86
3209, 71
3304,57
1399,42

3494,28

3604,25
3714,23
1824,2¢
3934.18

aoau .16

417%,22
430,28
4437,34
a%68,01

499,47
4880,23
3061,00
$241,.77
422,53

5603,30
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SCENARIODD MED ¢

MEDJUM RANGE (PRm,S)

LA AL A A A LA DL LI L LT 4]

YEAR

i980

198)
1982
1983
1984

1985

1986
1987
1988
1989

1990

1991
1992
1993
1994

1995

1996
1997
1998
1999

200}
2002
2003
2004

2008
2006
2007
2008
2009

2010

RESTUENTIAL

REQUTIREMENTS

176,39

19} .00
205,69
220,34
234,99

249,68

262.9%
276.24
289,54
3n2.a84

36,44

333,15
180,146
367,17
LLL P L

401,18

417,59
434,00 -
4%0. 41
4ot A0

483,22

$17.07
533,99
S%0,.9¢

Se7.84
557,96
608.07
628,19
648,31

668,02

HiJ==0RT SCENARIO=w4/24/1383

GREATER FAIRBANKS

BREAKNGWN OF ELECYRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
(YOTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTIGN)

BUSIHESY

REAUIREMENTS

217,14

230,11
243,08
286,05
269,03

282,00

290,40
298,79
307,49
115,59

323,98

334,63
349,29
361,94
314,89

3AT7,.25%

400,54
1%,R2
LER RS
440,00

683,69

460,65
483,60
498,55
513,51

%28,4¢6
S4A,76
569,05
589,35
609,64

629,94

MISCELLANEOUS
REQUIREMENTS

6,78

6,7%
6,72
6,69
6,66

6,63

6,68
6,74
6,80
6,8%

6,91

T.22
7.53
T.84
8.1%

8.46

8,1
9.08
9.38
9,69

10,00

10,34
10,67
§1.01
11,30

11,68
12.10
12,53
'2uqs
13,38

13,80

EX0G, INDUSTRIAL
LOAD

TOTAL

400,31

427.90
4%5%,50
483,09
510.6A8

538,27

70,03
601,78
633,51
665,28

697,03

727,00
756.98
786,95
816,92

[ YT-L)

B76,90
906,90
936,91
966,91

994,92

1029,1}%
1061.34
1093,56
1125, 17

117,98
198,82
1239,.65
1280,49
1321,33

1362.17
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e

SCENARJO3 MED 3 Hi3euDR! SCENARIO==p/24/1983

TOTAL ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (QWH)
{NET OF CONSERVATION)
CINCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPIION)

MEDIUM PANGE (PR = ,5)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = CUOK TNLEY GREATER FAIRBANKS
1980 1963 .19 : 400,31
1981 2004,86 427,90
1982 2206.52 485.50
1983 2328.19 483.09
1984 2449,85 $10.68
1985 2571,51 538,27
1986 2661,21 ‘ S70,.03
1987 27%0,91 601,78
§1988 2840, 61 633.83
1989 29%0,30 665,28
1990 3020,00 697,03
1991 3116.86 127,00
1992 3209. 79 756.9¢
1993 1304,57 186,98
1994 3399,42 846,92
199§ 14949 ,2R 846,89
199 3604, 25 876,90
1997 31714.2% 906,90
1998 1820, 21 934,99
1999 1984 1A 966,918
2000 4044 ,16 996,92
2001 4grs, 22 1029,13
2002 430428 061,34
2003 443736 1093,56
2004 4568, 44 1129,77
2005 4899.47 157,98
2006 4889,23 1196,82
2007 5061.00 123985
2008 . 8244,77 1280, 49
2009 $422.53 1321,33

2040 5603,30 162,106

LSS T ST SR

TnTAL

23463,51

2512,76
2662,02
2811,27
2960,53

31169,79

323124
1352,69
3474,13
1895,58

1717,03%

3841,86
3966 ,69
40%1,52
2216,34

a3ag,47

aa0§, 15
8621,13
4761,141
4901,09

5041,07

$204,38
§367,62
S519,9¢0
5694,17

58S7,48
6079.08
6300,65
6522.26
4743,86

4965, 46

LI L LD L LA LT L LYY Y ¥ )



SCENARIOg MED ¢ Hi3=eDR]I SCENARIN=wb/2U4/1983

PEAK ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
{NET DF CONSERVATION)
(INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL DEMAND)

HEDIUM RANGE (PR = ,5)

YEAR ANCHURAGE » COOK IHLET GREATER FAIRBANKS TOTAL
1980 396,51 91,40 187,90
19814 424,40 97,69 518,80
1982 44%.70 103,99 849,69
1983 470,29 110,29 500,50
1984 494,88 116,99 611,48
1985 519,48 . 122,89 ‘ 602,37
1986 538,44 130,14 468,58
1987 $57,41 137,39 890,70
t988 576,37 144,63 121,01
1989 Sas, 34 151,08 jur, 22
o 1990 a1a,31 159,12 773,08
S 1991 633,63 165,97 199,59
1992 6%2.99 172,89 825,76
1993 672,27 179,6% 8%1,.92
1994 691,59 186,80 878,08
199% 710,91 193,34 904,25
1996 733.20 200,19 : 933,39
1997 758,49 207,04 962,53
1998 177.78 213,89 991,67
1999 800,07 220,74 1020,81%
2000 822,36 227,59 1049.95%
2001 848,940 234,95 1083,89
2002 . A1s,52 212,30 117,82
2003 902,410 249,68 11%51.75
2004 998,68 257,01 1185,69
2008 985, 2¢ 264,36 1219,62
2006 991,97 273,69 1265.66
2007 1020, 68 283,01 1311,69
. 2004 1065, 39 292,13 1357,73%
2009 {102,180 01,66 140%.76
2010 138,81 310,98 juu9 B0
ﬁw L‘f & '; o ] 1. : e \ -t
B R 3 3 A R 3 j ¥ ] )
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ok

SCENARIOs MED g

YEAR

1980

1985

1990

1995

2000
2005

2010

R N Y
i A i

STNGLE FAMILY

50R9,

¢ 0,000)
540,

{ 0,000)
662,

( 00,0009
T48,

( 0,000)
ASA,

{ 0,000}
21,

¢ N, 000)
948,

{ n,000)

HE4woFERL ¢2X==b/24/1983

ANCHORAGE « COOK ENLETY

MULTIFAMILY MORJLE HOMES

ouNdeceonNSPe® cOmeoeoTdgavew
T646, 1994,

( 0,000} ( 0.000)
1496, 126,

( 0,000} t 0,000)
200, 152,

{ 0,000} ( 0,000)
1751, 173,

( 0,000) ( 0,000)
202n, 200,

( 0,000) ( 0,000)
2173, 216,

( 0,000) ( 0,000)
alae, 213,

( 0,000) { 0.000)

.
DUPLEXES

tEX X LR L L4 X I J
1463,
( 0,000}
292,
¢ 0,000)
: 289,
( 0,000}
180,
( 0,000)
297,
( 0.000)
319,
( 0,000}
342,
( 0,000)

i B
TOYAL
16209,
t 0,000)
2455,
¢ 06,0009
3103,
¢ 0,000)
3452,
¢ 0,000)
3375,
¢ 0,000)
3n27,
¢ 0,000)
3909,

¢ 0,000}



90L"3

SCENARIOg MED § HEU=aFERC +2%==6/2071983
HDUSING VACANCIES®

GREATER FAIRBAHKS

Y YL P L L L L L L LA L L L]

YEAR SINGLE FAMILY MULTIFAMILY MORILE HOMES DUPLEXES TOTAL
1980 3653, 3320, 286, 89%, ansy,
( 0,000y 0,000) 0,000y ¢ 9,000) . ¢ 0.000)
1985 118, 2653, 24, 122, 3517,
¢ 0,000) ( 6,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000} ¢ 9,000)
1990 126, usa, 24, 8, " 486,
¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) { 0,000) ¢ 0.000) ¢ 0,000)
1995 164, uam, 37, 80, 129,
t n,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000} 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
2000 196, uss, ue, 78, RALN
{ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ( n,000) ( 0,000} 4 0,000)
2005 210, Son, 50, ' 10, a3o,
( 0.000) ¢ 0.0u0) 0,000y ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
20i0 225, %19, 53, a0, B97,
( 0,000y 0,000y ( 0,000} ( 0,000} ¢ 0,000)



L0170

SCENARIO) MED | HE4=aFERC ¢2X%==b/204/1983

FUEL PRICE FDRECASTS EMPLOYED

ANCHORAGE = COOK THLEY

S astarelOTaB NI RaFSaAgrasbaTaEES

ELECTRICITY

(% /7 KHWH)

GREATER FAJRRANKS

YEAR RESIDEMTIAL BUSINESS
1980 0,037 0,034
1985 0,048 0,045
1990 0,053 0,050
1995 0,058 n, 058
2000 0,062 0,089
2009 0,065 0,062
2010 n, oe?

0,008

REBTOENTIAL

cmeesssenas
0,098
0,09%
0,092
0,094
0,096
0,098

0,100

RUSTINESS

N, 09}
0,090
0,087
0,089
0,091
0,09%

0,095
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SCENARIOy MED 4

YEAR

cnow
1980
1985
1990
1995
2000
2005
2010

HEG=eFERC +2X==b/24/71983

ANCHORAGE = COOK TMLET

RESIDENTIAL

1,730
2,036
3,190
4,260
4,590
4,980

S,.340

BUSINESS

ccrreanenss
1.%00
1,800
2,960
4,030
4,360
a,720

S.110

NATURAL GAS (3/MMATUY)

FUEL PRICE FURECASTY EMPLOYED

GREATER FATRAANKS

REBIDENTIAL

12,740
13,040
14,390
15,890
17,500
19,370

21,399

AUSINESS

11,290
11,600
12,850
14,190
iS.670
17,300

19,100
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SCENARIOg MED

YEAR

cams
1989
198%
1990

1995

2000

2005
2010

HEYwaFERC #2Xewb/24/198%

ANCHORAGE = COOX INLEY

RESINENTIAL

7.250
7.940
R, 700
9.680
10,680
11,790

13,020

BUSTHESS

covcacensen
7,200

7,020

8,190

°,040

9,980
11,020
12.1%

FUEL PRICE FORECABTS EHPLOYED

FUEL OTL ($/MMBTU)

GREATER FATRAANKS

RESIDENTIAL

sesanusemes
7,830

8,010

8,840

9,760
10,780
i1,900
13,140

- RISINESS

cenmssaneen
7.500

7,730

8,530

9,420
10,400
11,480

12,680



oLL"d

SCENARYO) MED | HEU=oFERC #2X=vb/2//7198%
RESIDENTIAL USE PER HOUSEHOLD (KWH)
(HITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

ANCHORABE « COOK INLET

REUROAENNONROOYRAORE RO

IMALL LARGE SPACE

YEAR APPLIANCES APPLTIANCES HEAT TOTAL
eDww L2 2 2 T L X 1. ovEwERewewnY L2 L E L X XK L Z ) L2 A X 2. R X 2 2.4 1
1980 211000 6500,6% 50088,%2 13699,1%
t n,000) { 0,000 t 0,000) { 0,000}
198§ 2160,00 6092,5) 4771,61 13024,14
¢ 0.000) ¢ 0.000) ( 10,0001 ¢  0,000)
1990 2210,00 975,94 579,06 1276S5,.40
{ 0,000) { 0,000) f 0,000) { 0,000}
1995 2260,00 $921,30 4533,47 12114,77
¢ o0,000) t o0,000) ¢t 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
2000 2M10,00 8957,22 447,64 12714,86
{ o0,000) { 0,000} ¢ .0,000) t 0,000
2005 2360,00 4020,37 4409,19% 12789,5%
t 0.,000) ( 0,900) { 0;000) ( 0,000
2010 200,00 6082,00 4436,5¢ 12928,52
¢ 0,000) { o.000 f 0,000) « 0.000)

ol e . 1 f ' "3'-1-" ) e

¥ } } } B DN IR | } E }
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BCENARIO) MED 3

YEAR

1980

1985

1990

1995

2000

2008

2010

SMALL
APPLIANCFS
TeseoneSuae

266,00
( 0,000
2%35,99
( h,000)
eh0d 00
¢ 0,000)
e676,01
( 0,000)
2745 99
( 0,000)
2816,01
{ 0,000)
2886 00

{ n,000)

=3

HE4o=FERC +2%-=b/24/19R3

RESIDENTTIAL USE PER HOUSEHOLD (KWH)
(HITHOUT ADJUSTMENY FOR PRICE)

GREATER FAIRBANKS

LI LTI L LY L L L 2 L 1 Y ]

LARGE
APPLIANCES
$739,52
{ 0.000)
6178, 92
{ 0,000)
444903
{t  0.000)
669,22
( 0.000)
6792,90
( 0,060)
6834 89
( 0,000)
6882 97
{ 6.000)

SPACE
HEAY

3318.606
t 0,000)

3b06,37
t 0,000%

3847,59
( 0,000)

405i,72
( 0.000)

4343,48
¢ 0,000)

45310,64
( n,00a)

4649 8y
( 0,000)

TOYAL

11519,18
{ 0,000)

12321,.28
{ 0,000)

12922,62
(  0.000)

13396,9%
( 0,000)

13842,37
( 0,000)

14181 ,538
¢ 6,000}

14418,78
( 0.000)




SCENARIO) MED ¢ HEU==FERC 42%=»b/24/1983

BUSINEBS USE PER EMPLNYEE (KWH)
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = CNOK INLEY GHEATER FATIRBANKS
19R0 8407,04 1495,70
t 4,000) € 4,000)
198s 9580, 61 1972.19
o ¢ 0,000) ( 0.,000)
= 1990 1026%5,00 8301,47
¢ n,000) { 0,000)
1995 11033,75 8694,29
{ 0,000) { 0,000)
2000 11962,09 9116, ,49
{ n,000) ( 0,000)
2005 12402,03 9396,87
{ 0,000) ( 0,000}
2010 13012,53 97134,70
: ( 0,000) { 0,000}
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ACENARIUD MED 3 HE4=«FERC $+2%~+6/24/198% ITFRATIDNG & 1

SUMMARY OF PRICE EFFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION

IN GWH
GREATER FAJRARANKS
RESTDFHTIAL RUSINESS

OHN=PRICE PROGRAM= [NDUCED CROSB<PRICE OWN=PRICE PRUGRAM= INDUCED CROSS~PRICE
YEAR REDUCTIDN CONSERVATION REDUCTION HEDYCTION CONSERVATINN REDUCTION

rewrs EEEEEEE® CEECEEEEEEEEE S FEEEEEEEEEE CreEhEEEE CEEEEEEEE R CEEEEEEEbEe
1980 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 n,000
1984 0,000 0,000 «0,097 0,097 0,000 -0,080
1982 0,000 0,000 0,198 =0,194 0,000 0,159
1983 a.000 0,000 - m0,292 -0,292 n.000 =0,239
19084 0,000 0,000 =0,390 «0,389 0,000 0,319
1985 0,000 0,000 0,487 -0,486 0,000 -0,398
1986 =0,197 o.,000 =1,09% 0,886 n,000 0,750
1987 «0,394 0,000 1,702 -1,286 0,000 -1.,102
1988 0,591 0,000 =2,310 1,688 0,000 1,053
1989 =0,78R 0,000 2,918 2,086 0,000 -1.805
o 1990 «0,9R8 0,000 -3.32% -2,486 0,000 -2,157
21991 =0,997 9,000 4,723 «2,54% 0,900 -2,786
~ 1992 =1,010 n, 000 =%5,921 =2,599 6,000 ~3,410
1993 1,023 0,000 w?, 119 2,688 0,000 -4,00%
1994 =1,036 0,000 =8,%17 «2,711 0,000 =0.672
1995 1,049 0,000 «9,51% : 2,767 0,000 -S.301
1990 «0,877 0,000 11,313 -2,.%541 0,000 -6.240
1997 =0,705 0,000 =13,110 =2,31% 0,000 =7.479
1998 «0,534 0,000 =14,908 2,089 0,000 -8,117
1999 0,362 0,000 =16,708 -1,862 0,000 =9.,056
2000 0,190 0,000 18,503 1,836 0,000 -9,994
2001 0,138 0,000 «20,54% =] 160 0,000 -10,919
2002 0,840 0,000 22,582 =0,684 0,000 -11.,844
2003 0,78¢ 0, N0 24,622 «0,207 0,000 =12,749
2004 1,109 0,000 “2b,682 0,269 0,000 -13,694
2005 ), a8 a,000 -28,702 0,745 0,000 -14,619
2006 1,869 0,000 -31,132 ‘ 1,366 0,000 -15,783
2007 2,304 0,090 =33 .542 1,987 0,000 14,947
2008 2.738 0,900 =35,992 2,607 9,000 -18,112
2009 3,17} 0,000 -38,422 3,228 0,000 -19.276
2010 3,608 0,000 =4n,A52 3,849 0,000 ~20,400

< R lf g & 4 L - L - zl T - - - o - .

| . r ¥ B | } ) B R R 3 B | ] 3
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BCENARIOp MED 3

HEQuaPERC ¢2X==6/24/1983

BREAKDOWN UF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTE (GWH)
{YOTAL INCLUDES {ARGE IMDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTEON}

MEDIUH RANGE (PRE,S)

YEAR

1980

1983
1982
1983
1984

1985

1984
§987
1988
1989

1990

1991
1992
199}y
1994

199§

1996
1997
§998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2004

2005
2006
2007
2008
2009

20t0

RESIDENTIAL
RENUIREMENTS

PerwsveaaTeSoadnire
979.53

{028,140
1In76,067
1ie5,23
V173,80

1222.37

1256,149
1290.04
1323,8%
1357.68

139447

1431 .24
1476,96
1510,68
1580 .41

1590.15%

1639.85
16R9,.56
1739,27
17A8,97

1838,6R

1470 .08
1904.49
1932,R9
1964,30

19903.70
2032.86
2070,01
2107,14
2104,314

2189 ,47

ANCHORABE « COOK JINLET

BUSTINESS
REQUIREHENTS

875,36

948,22
fo21,08
1093,95
1166,81

1239,67

1281,56
1323,44
1365,%2
f407,21

1409 ,09

1502.08
1555,07
1608,06
1661,05

iT14,04

17488, 21
1862.38
1936,55
2040,73

2084,90

2106,37
ei2?, AS
FIELIS 3 |
2170,51

2192,29
2236.00
2219,78
232%,.43
2367,18

20400,R6

HISCELLANEOUS
REDUIREMENTS

24,38

24,1%
25,20
25,6%
26,10

26,5%

27,27
26,00
26,72
29,44

30,147

3i.26
32,15
33,44
34,54

35,649

36,99
38,19
19,47
Ho,71%

42,03

82,60
43,47
43,74
44,31

44 ,8R
45,746
46,59
AT, 4%
48,30

89,16

EX0G, INDUSTRIAL
LOAD

92,08
100,16
108,29
116,32

{246,400

137,89
151,38
164,08
178,37

191,86

195,43
198,40
201,66
204,93

208,20

216,14
226,08
226,02
231,98

237,90

264,94
252,02
2%9,08
266,14

273,20
281,58
289 a4
298 34
306,72

15,96

TOTAL

1963,19

2093.15%
2223,11
2353,07
2483,0%

2612,99

2702,914
2792,83%
2082.7%
2972,67

062,59

1159,6A
3256, 76
3353,88
3450,93

35448,02

679,42
810,29
1941,3¢
apv2,. 4

420%,50

#264,02
8324,53
43a5,04
Q048,86

4%08,07
4S%6,17
4686,28
8776,38
8R66 48

#0954 ,58
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BCENARIOL MED § HEQeeFERC 42%e=6/24/198%
PEAK ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NET UF CONSFRVATION)Y
CINCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL DEMAND)
MEDTIM RANGE (PR a %)
YEAR ANCHORAGE = COUK JINLE? GREATER FAIRRANKS TOTAL
1980 394,51 91,40 4A7,90
1981 422,86 ‘ 97,90 520,70
1982 4u9,99 104,40 5%3,50
1983 47%,39 190,91 586,29
1984 S01,88 17,41 $19,09
198% 527,97 123,91 651,89
1986 Sdp, 98 130,90 677,89
1987 $66,00 137,89 703,89
1988 585,09 CL.T 729,89
1989 604,02 151,87 755.89
o 1990 ‘ 623,09 158,86 781,89
- 1991 642,81 165,16 a07,96
> 1992 662,58 171,45 a34,04
1993 682,36 177,75 8en i
1994 702,10 164,05 ARG, 19
1995 721,92 190,34 912,26
199¢ 748,53 197,402 945,95
1997 175,18 200 49 979,64
1998 #04.77 211,56 1013,33
1999 828,38 218,64 1047,02
2000 885,00 228,71 1080, 71
2001 067,19 229.27 . 1096, 40
2002 879,26 232,83 1912.09
2003 899,39 236,39 127,78
2004 903,52 239,95 143,47
2005 915,68 243,51 11%9,16
2004 033,79 auA 1t 1101.89
2007 951.93 252,70 120,63
2008 970,06 257,30 1227.34
2009 SRR, 20 261,89 250,10
2010 1006,30 2b6 109 1272, 4%
Wi r ] [ . - ,__. R e AN - = -
i A 1 ) T p 3 ! 3 ) ) 3
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#eL°d
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SCENARIOs MED 13

YEAR

1980

198%

1990

1998

2000

2009

SINGLE FAMILY

3651,

{ 0,n00)

118,

{ n,000)

126,

{ 0,000)

167,

€ 0,000)

180,

B 0.,000)

193,

{ n,000)

209,

¢ 0.000)
¥ 3

HEbweFERC (Xeeb/2U0/1983

HOUSING VACANCIES

GREATER FAIRRANKS

MULTIFAMILY
3320,

{ 0,00n)
26540,

( 6,000)
454,

¢ 0,000)
B4R,

¢ 0,000)
aun,

{ 0,700)
ann,

{ n,N00)
500,

-t 0.000)

MORILE HOMES

986,
{ 0,000)
20,

{ 0,000)
24,

{ a,000)
38,

( 0,000)
42,

( 0,000)
v 4s,

{ n,000)
S0,

{ 0,000)
.

DUPLEXES

89s,

{ 0,000)
122,

( 6,000)
81,

( 0,000)
8o,

( 0.000)
18|

( 0,000)
7,

{ 0.000)
aap

( 0,000)

TOTAL

aasa,
¢ n,0060)
1stn,
{ 0,.000)
686,
( 0,000)
732.
4 0,000)
T40,
( n,000)
T63%,
{ n,00n)
186,
4 0,000)

3 i



Scl*d

SCENARIO) MED ¢ HEb=aFERC 0X==5/2U/1983
FUEL PRTCE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
ELECTRICTTYY (S /7 KWM)

ANCHORAGE = COUK INLET GREATER FATROANKS
crmseescpcntanseasatatsaesasasTREnE e CessesEreerELAIPRCRCNPRTEERG O ancenne
YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS RESIDENTIAL BUSTHESS
cmns cesssvseane arenomacans caveavameen Sensuvannan
1980 0,037 n,030 0,098 6,090
1985 : 0,048 0,048 0,090 _ 0,090
1990 0,052 0,049 0,090 .h,oss
1995 0_0S7 n,054 0,090 0,088
2000 0,059 n,056 0,090 0,088
2005 0,061 n,058 0,090 0,088

2010 0,063 0,060 0,090 0,n8s



SCENARIUOs MED § HEb=wFERC 0Xwebs/20/1983
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

NATHIRAL GAS (S/MHBTU)

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLETY GREATER FATRBANKS
canseeccrenanenscnnssensa e EYnEna" merseranscasemactereneracsmun—,ao—_
YEAR RESINENTIAL BUSINESS RESIDENTIAL BUSTNESS
eoew veevsuvacse coesencwans cccncmcsnas cecmemevon-
o 1980 1,730 1.500 12,740 11,290
> 1985 2.010 1,780 12,530 11,190
1990 2.9%0 2,730 12,530 11,190
1995 ° 3,600 3.370 12,530 11,190
2000 ‘ 3,600 3,370 12,530 11,190
2008 3,600 1,370 12,530 11,190
2010 3,600 1.370 . 12,830 11,190




2L

SCENARIOg MED 1

YEAR

1980
1985
1990
1995
2000
2005

2oio

HEbeaFERC 0Xweb/24/1983

ANCHORARE = CDOK TNLETY

RESIDENTIAL

7,750
7.630
T.630
7.630
7.630
7,630

7,630

BUSINESS

ceosvencean
7.200
7.130
7.130
7.130
7,130
7.130

P, 030

FUEL OIL (3%/MMBTU)

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

GREATER FATRBANKS

RESIDENTIAL

7.030
7.700
7,700
7,700
T.700
7.?60
7,700

RUSTMESS

amcosensnmw
7.%00
7,430
7,430
7,430

7.430

7."307

T.430
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6cL’d

:wf%s

SCENARIQs MED 3

YEAR

1980

1985

1990

1995

2000

2005

2010

HEG==FERC 0Xe=b/26/i943

BMALL

APPLIANCES

{

246h 00
0,000)

2535,99
0,000)

2606,00
0,000)

267801
06,000)

av46,00
0,800)

2816,00
0.000)

2885, 00
0,000)

RESINDENTEAL USE PER HNUSEHOLD (KWH)
tHITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

GREATER FAIRBANKS

LA L LT L LR LI LYY YY)

LARGE

APPLIANCES

L

$739,.52
0,900)

LT8R 96
0.000)

h448,89
0,000)

671,90
0,000)

6793,148
0.000)

6845 70
9.006Mm

6BR7, 96
0.000)

SPACE

HEAT

¢

¢

313143,66
06,000)

3606,31
0,000}

3847, ,42
8,000)

4053,133%
0.,000)

430S,72
0,000)

4517,20
0.000)

4656,67
0,000)

TOvaAL

L4

(

115919,98
0,000}

12321.26

1292231
$.000)

134009,8%
6,000)

13844,90
0.080)

14178,90
0.0003

14430, 61
0,000)



SCENARIO) MED § HEb=aFERC 0%==6/2U4/1983

AUSINESY USE PER EMPLOYEE (KWH)
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
{WITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COUK INLETY GREATER FAIRBANKS
1980 Aun7, 04 ; 749%,70
( 0. 000) 4 0,000)
[}
. 1985 9580,5}% 7972,14
w ( h_000) 4 0,000)
O
1990 1026y A2 A300,5%
{ n,o000j) { 0,000)
1995 11085,42 707,76
( 0,000) ( 0,000)
2000 11354,10 893, 1
( D, a00) { 0,n00)
2008 11929,05 92%2,44
¢ 6,000) t 0,000)
20190 12707,1¢ 9636,3%
¢ 0,000) ( 0,000)

IR A G N e SN AT SRS A SRS AR RN RSO RERE BT B
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P S

SCENARFUy MED g

YEAR
e

1980

198)
1982

‘1983

1984
19585

198¢
1987
1988
1989

1990

199y
1992
1993
1994

1995

9%
1997y
1998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2000

2005
2000
2007
2008
2009

20i0

WN=PR]CE
PEDUCTION
Gibb bbb

0,000

=0, 267
»0,%33
D 800
=i,0b8

=1,31%

=1,572
= 812
2,051
=2,29%

=2, %50

w2 772
=3,01%
=1,25A
-4, 096

a3, 737

=3.A69
=4 npt
-l 33
=, 266

=4,398

4,520
wl buld
=4,T66
«4 ABR

«5.011
«5.04n
5,269
=5,399
u§, 528

*5,657

HEbwsFERC QXneb/28/1983%

SUMMARY OF PRICE EFFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION

IN CWH

GREATER FAIRRANKS
RESIDENTIAL

PROGRAHe INDUCED

CONSERVATION

Y Y YT

0,000

0,000
0.000
0,000
0,000

n,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0.000
0,000
0,000
0,000

n,000

n,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000
0,000
0,104
0,000
0,000

0,000

RE
¢

CROSY=-PRICE
DUCTION
Yy Ya Y

0,000

8,070
o.100
0,209
0,279

0,340

0,412
0,170
0,537
0,599

T 0,662

0,72%
0,748
0,881
0,914

0,277

1,012
1.048
1,081
1,118

1,150

1,182
t.218
1,206
1,278

i, 310
1,344
1.317
1411
1,048

1,479

OWN=PRICE
REDUCTION
IFYY YN YN

0,000

9,000
0.000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,552
-i.10%
=1.657
2,210

-?,762

=-3,20%
=3,640
0,079
-2,%17

8,956

=S,147
-5.33A
=3,%529
=%,720

«5,914

6,109
.b,306
6,500
6,701

eb,A9R
=7,1H%4
'7535"
«1,596
-?,A29

R, 069

RUSINESS
PROGRAM=INDUCFD
CONSERVATION
CEEEEEEEEFLELE

0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

0,000

n,000
0.000
n,000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0.000
0,000

0,000

0,000
0,000
0.000
6,000

0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000
0,000

A 000

CRNSS=PRICE
REDUCTION
(Y YN Y ¥

0,000

0.024
T
n.072
H,096
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SCENARIOP MEU 3 HEb==FERC 0X==0/24719R3

RREAKDOWH OF ELFCTREICITY REQUIREMENTS  {GWM}
{YNTAL INCLUDES LARRE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

AMCHORAGE « GODUX INLET

CET L LT EEL L LY L LD R L L 2

MEDEUM RANGE (PRe,$)

RESIDENTRAL BUSINESS HIBCELLANEOUS

YEAR RENIIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS REQUTREMENTS
L X X ] MNP S TN PO EE A E Y R L L R Y LY L KX 14 ) LY E - XL L FX X3 Kk X X § ¥ ¥
1980 979.5% 871%,.% 264,39
19814 1020,99 947,90 24,867
1982 1062,45 g020,4% 25,03
1983 1§03, 90 1093,00 25,40
1984 1145.36 . 1165,.55 25.7¢6
1985 1486, 02 123800 26,12
1986 1206,67 t279,.30 26,88
1987 12ab .51 1320,%1 ar,ss
1988 1276,36 1361,72 2h,38
1989 13n6,21 1402,9% 29,13
1990 133606 1064 94 29,89
199¢ 1375,41 §500,82 - 30,88
1992 1410,16 1557,.%1 31,87
1993 fuay, 2t i1618,.19 32,84
1994 1484 27 1670,88 331,86
1995 1520i.3? 1727,%06 34,89
1994 1936, 90 §729,95 35,07
1997 1552,6% §732,38 35,28
1998 1564, 31 1734,74 15,50
1999 1583,97 1137,4% 15,72
2000 1599 U 1739,%3 35,94
2004 623,62 1773,72 34,59
2002 : 647,60 1807,91 37.1%
2003 1674,59 jAu2,n9 37.76
2008 1695.57 1874 ,28 38,36
2005 1719,5% 19i0, 47 18,97
20056 17%2.43 196824 39,92
2007 . 1785,30 2026,01 406,88
2008 TILNL! 20313,78 4,88
2009 1853 .08 2141,34 42,79

20i0 18R 92 2199 3§ 43,79

EX06, INDUSTRIAL

LOA

AR

LLLE TR E L LD b2 Y]
A8 00

92,08
100,96
108 24
116,32

124,00

137,89
184,18
164,48
178,37

191,86

195,13
198 a0
201,46
204,93

208,20

28,14
220,08
226,02
234,98

237,90

240,98
»52,02
259,08
266,14

273,20
289,58
289 96
290,34
104,72

318,96

2088, 64
2308,09
330,54
2482, 99

2878, 43

2660,70
274604
2831,34
2916,64

001,90

2099,94
3197,94
1295,9%
3393,9%

3491 ,9%

1516,14
3540, 36
1564, 57
15AR, 7O

1613,00

678,84
V744,468
.52
AT6, 34

1942,20
a042,17
a9142,15%
4p482,11
agag, 4

4443, 08



SCENARIOE MED § HEbewFERC 0Yeeb/2U/19A3

BREAKNDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REOQUEIREHENTS (GWH)
(TOTAL INCLUDES LARGF [MDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

GREATFR FAIRBANKS

MEDIUM RANGE (PRe.5)

RESIDENT AL BUSINESS MISCELLANEOUS £X0G, INDUSTRYAL

YEAR RERUIREMENTS " REQUIREHENTS AENUTREMENTS LOAD TOTAL
1980 176,39 217,14 6,78 0,00 400,3¢
198} 194,80 230,33 6,76 0,00 028,69
1982 206,81 N3, sy . 6,74 0.00 487,07
1983 . 22e.ol 256,73 b 71 0,00, . uRS, Us%
1984 237.22 269,93 6,69 0,00 513.8%
1985 252,401 28y .12 6,67 0,00 842,21
1986 264.39 290,86 6,10 10,00 $71.99
1987 276,27 290,60 6,74 20,00 601.61
1984 2R8,)19 306,34 6,17 310,00 631,31

o 1989 300.92 54,08 6,081 b9,00 661 ,0¢

'; 1990 112,00 : 121.82 6.84 50.00 690,71

= 1999 327,28 334,19 7.10 $0.00 718,60
1992 342,52 346,98 1.4% So0,00 146,50
1993 357,76 188,91 1.72 50,00 774,39
1994 373,01 imn,27 8,01 80,00 R0O2,29
1995 IRA 2% 8%, 64 8,30 50,00 830,1R
199¢ 394,85 38%,.23 6,38 50,00 AL
1997 401 .,4% 386,92 8.47 50,00 846,74
1998 408,0% 188,01 8.%6 80,00 855,01
1999 414,6% $90.00 8,64 50,00 863,29
2000 421,29 194 .94 a,73 S0,00 A71,87
2001 429,12 198,47 8,88 50,00 aRe 47
2002 436,99 403,36 9.00 50.00 901,38
20013 quy . RS 412,25 9.19 S0,.00 96,29
2004 482,72 419,15} 9,32 50,00 931,20
200s 460,59 426,02 9,50 50,00 986,11
2006 470,27 0%7,10 9,11 Sn, nn 967,08
2007 479,94 ayR 17 9,93 50,00 98R,0%
2008 4R9 /62 459,25 10,18 §n,00 1009,02
2009 499,30 aTo0,%3 10,36 0,00 1029,99
2010 sSna, 98 48y 41 1n_ S8 50,00 1050,9h4

i i # 5 [;:. P ' v £ Il i '
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SCENARIO) MED § HEO==FERC 0Xweb/24/71983

PEAK ELECTRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NET OF CONSERVAT]IOH)
(INCLUVES LARGE I[NDUSTREAL DEMAND)

MEDIUM RANGE (PR = ,5)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY GREATER FAIRBANKS TOTAL

1980 396,51 91,490 487,90
198} ugq,26 97,87 519,14
1982 u8e, 02 104,35 580,37
-1983 470,17 110,83 581,61
1984 49%,5% 1y, s 612,84
198§ 520,20 123,79 YT N}
1984 $18.3% 130,97 668,92
1987 856,01 137,35 693.74
1988 SY4,48 144,13 718,40
{9R9 592,54 150,90 743,44
1990 6lo, 61 157,68 76R,29
199} 630,57 164,08 794,62
1992 £50,5) 170,062 820,95
1993 670,50 176,79 807,29
1994 690,48 18Y,48 ar3.62
1998 710,43 189,582 A99,95
1996 715.15% 199,01 906,56
1997 719,87 193,30 913,14
1998 124,60 195,19 919,79
io99 : 129,32 197,08 926,00
2000 734,00 198 97 913,02
2001 707,26 202,38 9u9, b4
2002 160,48 205.78 966,26
2003 773,70 209,18 QR2, 89
2000 The 92 212,99 999,51
2005 Aa00,14 218,99 1ni6, 1%
2006 820,31 220,78 100,08
2007 #an, a7 22%,.57 1n66,.03
2008 A60,6% 230,135 1099,98
2009 BA0, 79 215,14 1§16,93
20t0 00,9 239,93 1140,8A

3 3 v ;"\, - ; ‘ T
, 3 | R i ¥y . | SR N N

|
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ovL:d

SCENARIO

YEAR

198¢

198§

1990

1998

2000

2005

2010

MED § HETeoFERC «1%==b/247198%

SIHGLE FAMJLY

1220,
{ 0,000)
10646,
t 6.,000)
1153%,
( 0,000)
14407,
( 0,000)
15712,
( n,000)
17104,
¢ 0.,000)
18524,
{ 0,000)
N |

HOUSEHOLDS SERVED

GREATER FAJRBANKS

MULTIFAMILY MORILE HOMES

meohe®sendanw L P T LA AL 2 L2 2 ] |

5287, 1189,

( 1,000} { 0,000}

5880, 2130,

( 0,000) ( 0,000)

1900, 2222,

€ 0,n00) € 0,000}

LLLY IR 321%s,

{ 0,000) ( 0,000}

770%, 1630,

{ 0,000) [{ 0,000)

8020, 4o1?,

£ 0,000} { 0,000}

9033, oy,

£ 0,000) ( 0,000)
o g'“f: :

I B )

DUPLEXES

1617,
{ 0,000)

1768,
( 0,000)

2371s,
4 8,000)

2339,
( 0,000)

2298,
( 0,000)

2252,
{ 0,000)

2196,
¢ 0,000}

TOTAL

15313,
{ 0,000)

20424,
¢ 0,000)

24090,
¢ 0,000)

271823,
¢ 0,000)

29348,
( 0.000)

3139%,
¢ 0,000)

Ju1s0,
t 0,000)
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SCENARIOL MED 1 HE?=wFERC »1Xe=b/24/1983

HOUSING VACANCIES

GREATER FAIRPANKS

YEAR SINGLE FAMILY MULTIFAMILY MOBILE HOMES
1980 3653, 3320, 984,
¢ 0,000) ( 6.000) ( " 0,000)
198% 118, 2641, 24,
( 0,000) { 0.000) ( 0,.000)
1990 127, usa, 2%,
( 0,000) { 0,000) ( 0,000)
1995 159, qun, ' 34,
{ 6,000) ( 0.,000) ( 0,000}
2000 173, 4490, 4o,
4 0,000) { 0,000) { 0,000)
2005 © 188, uss, 4y,
( 0.000) ( 0,000} ( 0,000)
2010 204, 'LLIR 48,
( 0,000) { 0,000) ( 0,000)

PUPLEXES

895,

[4 0,000}

119,

£ 0,000}

81,

{ 0,000)

80,

( 9,000)

18,

4 0,000)

17,

4 0.,000)

81,

¢ 0,000)
] I

TOTAL
LLETUR
{ 6,n00})
3502,
4 0,000)
687,
4 0.,000)
v22.
( 0,000)
731,
4 0,000)
T42,
{ 0,000}
821,
{ 0,000)
L ‘% V's



EpLd

SCENARTODS

YEAR

1980
1985
1990
19958
2000
2005

2010

MED ¢ HET=eFERC ~i3onh/24/198%

ANCHORAGE = COODK INLEY

RESJOENTIAL

0,037
0,048
n,0852
0,054
WYL

0,057

0,059

BUSINFSS

LT EY TY T )
0,034
0,048
0,049
0,081
0,052
0,054

0,056

FUEL PRYCE FORECASTS EMPLOYED

ELECTRICIYY

(8 /7 KwH)

GREATER FATRAANKS

LI A T LT I T A LR T IR R YT Y Y Y |

RESIDENTIAL

covmnsumven
0,09%

0,095
0,090
0,090

0,090

0,090

8,090

RUSINESS

masusscecan
0,090
6,090
0,08%
0,088
0,088
0,088

0,088




L0

SCENARTO¢ MED 9

YEAR

19680
198%
1990
199s
2000
2005

2010

HET=aFERC «l)==b6/24/198%

ANCHORAGE = COOK INLEY

------.-q-n--..----.--------.----.--A- Prpupapepepepeer Y Y T L L LI T L L P L L L L2 L L2 A X A A

REBIDENTIAL

1,730
2,000
2,A70
3,320
3,060
2,%0

2,860

BUSINESS

1,500
1,770
?.640
3,090
2,830
2.73%0

2,630

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
NATURAL GAB ($/MMBTU)
GREAYER FATRAANKS

RESIDENTTAL BUSINESS

cammsaraans cecammeem=ve
12,740 11,290
12,280 10,980
11,680 io.aso
1,110 9,920
10,560 9,430
{0,040 A,.970
9,550 R,530



Sp1°2

SCENARIO5 MED § HETw=FERC =i¥eeb/24/§98%
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
FUEL OIL (S/MMATU)

ANCHORARE = COOK INLET , GREATER FATRRANKS
emsrcmmacanrpsussvatetrsemacnusesann “emssesmsesapramemetvepeenarnLnaanes
YEAR RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS RESIDENTTAL BUSINESS
cewn cmnmcecavan cmcasmenses Cecsresuaea cresssranes
1980 7,750 7,200 .. 7,830 7,500
1985 7,480 $,990 7.550 7,280
1990 7,110 6,650 7.180 6,930
1995 6,760 6.320 6,820 6.%90
2000 6,430 6,040 6,490 6,260
2005 6,120 8,720 6,170 5,960

2080 5.820 S 440 §.870 S.060
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BCENARION MED ¢ HEY==FERC =iXw=6/24/1983

BUSINESS USF PER EMPLOYEE (KWH)
(NITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMEMT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK THLET GREATEP FAIRBANKS
LA L L] LA LA A A L L LA AL L L0 L LJ L AL L L L L L LA L LAl Al LY
1980 Buo7,04 T49s,.70
( ©0,000) { 0,000})
1985 95A%, 43 7973,75
( 0,000) 4 0,000}
()
s 1990 10273,%6 304,16
0 ( 0,000) ( 0.000)
1998 10R23,38 8626,08
( 0,0n00) ( 0,000}
2000 1122318 8889,8%
{ 0,000) ( 0,000}
2008 11829,69 9219,0?
t 0,000} ( 0,000}
2010 12613,95 ‘ 9605,7%
4 5,000} ¢ 0,000}
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SCENARIOE MED § HETwwFERC =iXesh/24/198%

BREAKDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GWH)
§TOTAL JNCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

MEDIUM RANGE (PRm,5)

TEOETESrTrOTasETORYaE D

YEAR

L L1

1980

198}
1982
1983
1984

1985

1986
1987
1988
1989

1990

1991
1992
1993
1994

1995

1996
1997
1998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2004

2005
2006
2007
2008
2009

2010

RESIDENTIAL
REQUIREMENTS

FeuwrrnroesssrSonoare
979,.5%

1027,68
1075,76
§123,488
1171.99

1220.10

1252.13
128418
1316,17
1348,19

1380,21

1408,37
1436.54
tu64a,71
1492, 88

1521,08

1538.098
1555,0%
i572.09
1589,0%

1606,0%

628,76
1651,47
1674,47
1696,68

179,59
1750, 61
17681.6%
iR12.66
1803, 6R

1874, 70

ANCHORAGE » COOK ENLEY

BUSINESS
REAUIREHENTS

875,36

LYTIRE ]
1020,99
094,80
1166,61

1239,43

1280,64
1321,85
1363,06
1404,27

1445 ,49

147688
1508 ,24
153961
1570,99

160236

1619,.34
1636,31
1653,29
1670,26

1687,24

172428
176,38
1794,37
1r35,42

1872, 46
j929,%7
986,47
204%,.77Y
2i00,88

2157,9%

MISCELLANEOUS
REQUIREMENTS

24,34

24,78
25,19
25,64
26,08

26,52

27.22
21,9
28,60
29,30

29,99

0,72
31,44
12,16
32.89

33.81

33,98
14,36
34,7%
35,11

35,48

S6,114
$6.74
LY Y
18,00

38,63
319,56
an, 50
41,43
42,36

43,29

EXDG, INDUSTRTIAL
LOAD

FrapoeessfeennsNare
84,00

92,08
100,16
108,24
116,32

124,40

137,89
151,38
164,88
178,37

194 86 !

195,13
198,40
201,66
204,93

208,20

214,14
220,08
226,02
231,96

237,90

244,98
252,02
259,08
266,14

213,20
281,%8
289,94
298, %4
306,72

315,90

TOTAL

CLET LD LY L L)
19463,19

2092,68
2222,10
2351,.55
2081,0¢

2610,46

2697,858
278%,29
2872,.7%
29460,1%

304754

111,08
1174,61
1218,19
1301,68

1385,22

340%5,.51
5445,.80
3486.09
1526, 38

3566,67

3634,11
3701,.56
3769,00
3836, 44

1903, 88
4001,32
4098,76
4196,20
4293 60

4391,08



A ]

BCENARTOy MED 19

BREAKDOWN OF ELECTRICITY REQUIREMENTS
(TOTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION)

MEDIUM RANGE (PRw,5)

YEAR

1980

198}
1982
1983
1984

198s

$1986
1987
1988
989

1990

1991
1992
1993
1994

1998

1998
1997
1998
1999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2004

2005
2006
2007
2008
2009

2010

RESIDENTIAL
REQUIREMENTS

SeseswsspesSevesep
176,39

191,29
206,19
221,09
235.99

250,89

262,76
274,6)
286,50
299,37

310,24

322,09
313,94
345,80
357,08

369.530

375,68
381,06
386,00
394,28

4n0.39

414,23
n21,.18
428,06

434,98
4403,%2
452,06
60,59
469,13

477,067

GREATER FAIRBANKS

HETuaFERC aiXext/24719A3

BUISINFSS

REQUIREMENTS

217,14

230,36
243,98
256,81
275,03

283,26

290,93
298,59
106,26
313,93

321,80

320,66
315,73
342,90
349,88

356,93

360,38
363,83
367,28
370,73

376,18
181,13

168,00
395,03

401,98

408,93

419,02
429,91
440,39
450,88

459,36

MISCELLANEOUS
REAUIREMENTS

LA L L LR Ly 1L LT

y_;ﬁx Y

(GWH)

6,78

6,76
6.1’
6.70
6,67

6,89

6,68
6,72
6,75
6,79

6,01

7.0)
7.23
7.43
T.63

1.83

7.93
8,0%
8,13
8.2%

8.33

8,46
8,02
8,77
8,91

9,08%-
9,26
9.48
9.66
9,86

10,08

EX0G, JNODUATRIAL

LOAD

2

TOTAL

ano .t

428,41
456,91
484,60
512,70

suo,80

570,37
599,94
629,.%2
659,09

Y. LYY

707,78
126,90
146,02
165,14

184,26

793,99
803,72
813,48
873,18

812,91

846,92
860,93
874,9%
BRB,.96

902,97
922,20
9uq,42
960,64
979,87

999,09



L1 0ets . 50°ub6 40° fukn 0102

16°g4es l1e°sl6 P9°Ee2n 6002
ne°9sls 79°096 02°%in g00¢2
Wi uros 2u’ine 9L ge0n Loog
25°géoh pe ede 2E° loun 002
98° 908w le"2oe wE" 06t €002
ov°sein 96°80Y 1AL 1111 nooe
w6 S S6°hie Vo699l £002
oh° 2950 fo°09y 96°1oig 2002
g0’tube 26°9n9 t1°hgot 1Y
88 bokn ; 16°2Ky 49° 995§ dooz
96 60EN BLoERe ot 925K b661
s obén Er°ile 6079y : 8661
25°eniy EL°E08 08°Sh1g 166}
us°6oln . 68°tol 18°SowE 661
v enle ‘ 92°ned 2z2°s9fg Sobi
20°990% 1 89¢ 99" boss LI
41%n0sk 20°9n¢ sf°es28 1111
25°1066 06°92¢ 19°ngts 2081
T aL*¢ol g0° BiIg 1111
12°9%48 99°599 ne° Lnog 0861
22 6198 60°659 §1°0982 bgol
g§2°eust 25029 iiceine 8661
n2 sets n6°66% 62°5ule 196}
§27u9es ii*ols . (T 1L 9961
92°15% 08°0he (A TL ] SQ68
wsunoou L T8 41 . 10°fghe heol
91°940¢E 09 0ed 13111 £96¢
19°949¢ 15°950 vi*2zee 296}
9071258 I 1) §9°2602 lgel
18° 69187 1E°00v 61°5961 0gal

(LYY TR Y LYY Y Y EY LYY

LIINE H00T = FVVHOHINY dvIA

CoaNagasdnaatg
3

s

vid

SRS ERNAEEERAN RO RSERRAD

(5° ® §d) 3INYY WiIQAw
. (NOIidWNENOD IVINAONONE 398Y §3unTINK)
(HOJAVAMIENDD 40 L3N :
(HM9) SANIHIYINOIN ALIIINA2313 MVLOL

EBol/na/9==%i™ J¥3I4c=fIH ¥ 3IW FOJHVYNIIG

€.153




09 gl

9S°hol}
£5°0L0}
0s°9n0{
tnizaol

nh*ubo

69° 186
n6‘n9s
ol’une
shtlito

ui'unie

In noe
22°hok
66" E99
S48

1S €99

ng*9ne
L6 926
oL 11w
UMY

9 Lid

16°16L
L9992t
Zntol
L1799

£6°089
_2ftely
217s8s
11°g88
159025

06° Luh

Wwios

s0°gee

eL°ge2
16l
26°ni2
£8°0l2

ni‘902

he 2od
L TRNYY
(T3TY]
nE°s6l

S1°0061

FI YL
0L°§81
gh g0
92°1gl

ho®ell

190l
1€ 08
he°591
88191

12°¢51

LT ]
2L °gu)
L6°9¢1
k2ot

ngel
S0°L1}
o0l
£2€°n01
18°L6

on'le

SANVHHIVS HILYILD

1§°060 o102
L8° 048 6002
2a° sy gooe
astigey Lo0@
ne"tig 9602
ug 2ol S002
YT Y} noog
02°sel £002
§9°1s5¢ 2ooe
0V 08 fo02
§8°02¢e 0902
ns°91L (YY)
‘2600l 'TYY]
0s°00t L6611
6h*849 LTY ]
4n’hy9 ool
15119 hobl
99°9869 1 41
94°S09 2obl
s0°2¢89 ' .oo_
56°619 0663
sh*i109 bg6l
S6°2vh 'TTY)
s§n°hos Labl
56°S08S 9961
Mm°L2s Sgol
t2*ios bl
R0°6LN £961
s8'enn 2e61
0L°2ier 1968
15°948 (1Y
43 INY HO0D =~ 3OVHOHINY Hy3IA

(8° = ud) FONYH wNIOIW

(GNYHIO IVIYAGNONT ID¥YT €IUNIINGD
(HOTAVAYISHOD 40 L3N)
(M) BAINIMIUINOIY IIHIIZTNZ wvid

§961/7h@/8~=X1* Juig==l3H

! G3n tOIHYHNIIE

C.154




HE8--FERC -2%

- C.155




(000°0 )
°595dn1

(V00°0 )
095K}

(000°0 ]
*1o292s

(000" ¢ J
*os9811

(000°0 )
*sli0Y

(vo0°¢ }
‘onEse

(voo°o 3
*goste

viod

{ogo°o )
I
(ooe°o )
*i6%9
fooo*o 3
Yy}
(000’0 )
B111]
(0000 |
*090n4q
(000°0 )
“19%8
(upo°o )
‘9gnL

LELE AL

f000°0 )
*nElel
(600%¢ )
‘nogit
(000°0 )
*85091
{000°0 )
‘gio0GH
fovo®v )
Yy i
f000°0 }
‘2ot
(oo0°v )]
‘ogee

§3n0H 371€0n

(0000 )
*96 16k
(oo0°v ]
*sisss
(o00°0 )
*gopei
(900°0 )
*§$900%
(600" )
*ingid
(000°0 }
M ITLT]
(000°0 )
*nigoe
ePweentereashee
ATiwvdliInw

A3 NOOD = IDYHOHINY

43A436 SUT0HABN

on

(ov0°0 )}
AT
{0000 3
*g9pend
(000°0 )
*96269
fooo“v )
*gn2s9
(vov®o )
‘69009
(vo0°0 }
T ITY
(voo°o0 j
‘§inst

Aluvd 3T9NI8

o10¢g

002

Se61

Opol

Se6l

0gel

Hv3A

C.157




SCENARTIOy MED 3 HEAeeFERC «2Xw=h/24/1981
HOUSEHOLDS SERVED

GREATER FAIRBANKS

XL LT R L L L L L L L LA )

YEAR SINGLE FAMILY HULTIFAMILY MOBILE HOMES DUPLEXES TOTAL

L2 X 1] LY 1.2 B 1 XX YT X B 7 DO EvYTTeNTeew LT X X LR 2 X L X 1 1] TN O PN SE WP GE R W P W W W
1980 1220, 5287, 1189, 1617, 15%13%,
o ¢ 0,000) 0.,000) ¢ 0,000) 0.000) ¢ 0.000)
Pt 1985 ' 10646, 5867, 2130, 1768, 20407,
co ( 0.000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0.000) ¢ 0.000)
1990 11575, 7960, _ 2233, 2375, 24142,
( 0,000) 0.000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0.000)
1995 13886, 7847, 3083, 2339, 27149,
( 0.000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000y ¢ 0,000)
2000 15§52, 7703, 3487, 2298, 28640,
t 0,000) € . 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
200% 16727, 1794, 3929, 2252, 30702,
¢ 0,000) ( 6,000) { 2,000) t 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
2010 18158, ARSS, 4340, 215y, 13472,
¢ 0,000) ¢ 0.000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0.000)
Y . RN
0 T ] riry oy 3 3 1 -
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LoL™3

SCENARIOs MED ¢

YEAR

1980
1985
1990
1995
2000
2005

2040

HEB®#eFERL =2X==h/24/1983

ANCHORAGE =« COUK THIET

LA L LI A XTI P YT YT YL LY Y L Y Y

RESIDENTIAL

-0.037
0,048
0,051
0,05%
6,058
0,056

0,057

BUSINESS

n, 030
0,048
0,048
0,080
0,052
0.053

0,054

ELECTRICTTY

($ /7 KWH)

FUEL PRICE PORECASTS EMPLOYED

GREATER FATRRANKS

RESIDENTIAL

0.095
0,098
0.090
0,090
0,090
0,090

0,090

BUSINERS

0,090
n,090
0,085
0,085
n,08%
0,088
0,088



29L’d

SCENARIO)

YEAR

1980
1988
1990
199%
2000
2005

ao0lo

MED § HEBweFERC =2X=nb/24/198)%
FUEL PRICE FORECASTS EMPLOYED
NATURAL GAS (3/MMBTU)

ANCHORAGE « COOK JHLETY GREATER FATRAANKS

RESINENTYIAL BUIIHESS RESIDENTIAL RUSTINESS
1,730 1,500 12,530 11,290
1,980 1.790 12,030 10,750
2,770 2.%40 10,880 9.710
5,074 ?2.040 9.830 a,.780
2.R80 2.650 6,890 T.940
2,720 2,490 8,030 T.170
3,560 2.330 7.260 6,480
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SCENARIOs MED 3§

YEAR

1980
1965
1990
1995
2000
2005

2010

HEB--FERC -?x.-bla“’lqa‘

ANCHDRAGE = COOK INLET

RESIDENTIAL

avescsscese
7.750
7,320
6,620
5,990
5,410
4,890

4,420

BUSINESY

secesmcoane
7,200
6,850
6,190
5,600
5.060
4,570
4,130

FUEL OTL (S/MMATU)

FUEL PRICE FORECASTS ENPLOYED

GREATER FAIRRANKS

RESIOENTIAL

cossvecnane
7.830
7.390
6,680
6,040
$,460
4,940

4,460

AUSTNESS

7,500
7.130
6,480
5,A3D
5.270
. 4,740

ll.!lo
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SCENARJU) MED § HEB»aFERC w2Xe=6/24/1983
' RESINENTIAL USE PER HOUSEHOLD (KWH}
(HITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

ANCHORAGE - CODK INLEY

SMALL LARGE aPACE
YEAR APPLIANCES APPLIANCES HEAT TOYVAL
1980 2110,00 6500,63 5068,52 13699,1%
¢ 0.,000) (  0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
1985 2160 00 6092,5% 0171,63 13024,17
¢ 0.000) { 0,000y ¢t  0.000) ¢ 0,000
1990 2210,00 5976,22 4579,27 12765 ,49
¢ 0.,000) {§ 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000)
1995 2260,00 918,59 4510,0% 126A8, 44
¢ 0,000) t 0.000 ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0,000
2000 2310,00 $949,30  44%1,13 12710,43
¢ n,009) { 0,000} t 0,000) t 0.000)
2008 2%80,00 6019,52 44947,03 12796,59%
¢ 06.,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢t 0,000) ¢ 0,000
20140 2010,00 6085,02 ango0,21 12935, 82
€ 0,000 - ( 0.100) ¢ ©0,000) ¢ 0,000)
5 Y e - E - E ' N ¢ w - ) Iowe
3 3 | 3 y -} . | 3 } - }
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BCENARION MEDN § HEBewFERL «=2X=wb/24/198%
RESIDENTTAL 1I8E PER HOUSEHOLD ¢KWH)
(HITHOUT ADJUSTHMENT FOR PRICE}

GREATER FAJRBANKS

SMALL LARGE SPACE
YEAR APPL1ANCES APPLIANCES HEATY TOTAL
LY L X ] L I T X B X X X 1) (1 X T X XYYy Y ) (I X i1 ryY i1 ry) LI X Y LYY Y
1980 2466 ,00 5739,.52 3311,606 195i9,18
€ 0,000) £ 0,000} ¢ o,000 { 0.000)
198S 253%,99 178,986 3606,32 12321,26
{ 6,000) 4 0.000) ( 0,000) { 0,000)
1990 260600 64%0,94 1849,59 12926,53%
¢t 0,000) ( 0.000) t  6,000) ¢ 0,000)
1995 2676,01 660,19 404507 13381 ,23
¢ 0,000) ( 0,000) ¢t 0,000) { o0,000)
2000 2746,00 6791,29 4314,59 13848, 88
{ 0.000’ ‘ o.‘uno’ ( ncooo’ ‘ 0.000)
2005 2816, 00 6852 56 4%04,39 14172,94
 0,000) ( 0,000) ¢ 0,000) ¢ 0.000)
2010 2886,00 689y 75 4656,%9 1443438

( 9,000) ( 0,000) t 0n,006) ¢ 0,000}
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AN

SCENARIOg MED § HERenFERC =2%==6/24/198%

BUSINESS USE PER EMPLOYEE (KWH]
(WITHOUT LARGE INDUSTRIAL)
(WITHOUT ADJUSTMENT FOR PRICE)

YEAR ANCHORABE =~ COUK TNLET GREATER FAIRBANKS
[ X X J .-_.'m-.,..-..-....--. OHNOEONOSOTNARPTHINORERE TS
1980 8407,04 749,70

{ n,000) ( 0,000}%
1985 9580,48 7972,14

4 0,000) { 0.000)
1990 10%04 %1 a3, o0t

( 0,000} 4 0,000)
199% 10696 .46 858%5,.26

{ n, 000} { 0,000)
2000 11134,65 8B%9 .70

( 0,000) { 0,000}
2008 11752,91 9193,17

¢ 6,000) 4 0,000)
2010 12539,23 ?581 .36

t n,000) ( 0,000)
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:g i ;w ’i 9"‘ 34” }""‘ 5 -y ‘%.... | %’ ~ 3 Sl b g} L L -{’ﬂg “ 4 :,‘g} » a . ? “ f& 13 ~f yg
"SCEMARIOg MED § HEB==FER( «2X==8/24/198%
SUMMARY OF PRICE EFFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATION
IN GWH
ANCHURAGE = COOK INLET
RESTDENTIAL RUSTHESS
OWNePRICE PROGRAM«INDUCED CROS§-PRICE OWNePRICE PROGRAM=ENDUCED CROMI=PRYICE

YEAR REDUCTION CONSERVATION REDUCTION REDUCTION " COMSERVATION "REDUETION
LI X L 2 tEbbbbbed CrErEE e Er et CerECEeEEEE (XX IZ L CEEEEEEEEEEE S [ X I TN X TS
1480 0,000 0.000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
1984 6,382 0,000 l,616 9,369 0,000 -0,512
1082 12,763 0,000 -3,232 18,730 0,000 1,020
1983 19,145 0,000 =l 847 28,098 0,006 -1,%3%
1984 25.526 0.000 TS 17,460 0,000 «2,047
1985 11.908 0,000 =8,079 46,028 0,000 “?,5%9
1984 39,052 0.000 ' ~14,689 86,968 6,000 -0,684
1987 46,196 0,000 21,299 67,110 0,000 wb.809
1988 53,319 0,000 «27,999 77,292 0,000 8,938
1989 60,483 0,000 -34,5i9 87,195 0,000 ={1,060
1990 67,627 0,000 -41,129 97.537 0,000 13,189
199) 18,471 0,000 =47,290 j05.367 0,000 -jl4,y88
1992 81,315 0,060 »53,451 143,196 0,000 «15,590
1993 8a, 159 0.000 =59,612 121,026 0,000 w)b,792
1994 95,003 0,000 =65,773 128 AS6 0,000 -17,994
1995 101,847 0,000 °71,934 136,488 0,000 219,196
1994 106,637 0,000 -72,942 144,571 0,000 -18,592
1997 111,427 n.ono ~13,949 152,458 0,000 17,988
1998 116,247 0,000 =74,956 160,344 0,000 =17.38%
1999 121,007 0,000 «7%,963 168,230 0,000 16,779
2000 125,797 0,000 76,970 176,116 0,000 16,175
2001 129,907 0.000 =7%,72% 188,905 0,000 18,479
2002 i34,018 0,000 -T4.479 193,774 6,000 -i2,784
2001 138,428 0,000 «73,234 202.602 0,000 “1,088
2004 142,218 0.000 «71,988 211.43) 6,000 »9,392
2005 146,349 0,000 -70,743 220,260 0,000 7,696
2006 150,975 0,000 , 68,217 231,601 0,000 =4,837
2007 155,601 0,000 -65,691 . 242,942 0,000 afo978
2008 j60,227 0.000 63,189 254,281 9,000 0,881
2009 164 ASY 6,000 60,638 265,625 0,006 1,740
2010 169,479 NG00 -sn,nz 276,966 6,000 $.599



SCENARIOG MED § HEB=oFERC o2X=wh/24/71983 ‘

S8IIMMARY OF PRICE EFFECTS AND PROGRAMATIC CONSERVATTON

IN GHH
GREATER FAIRBANKS
RESIDENTIAL RUSINESS
LA L L2 I L I 11 X)) LA A L 2 L4 L. L 2 J
UWNePRCE PROGRAHINDUCED CROSS=-PRICE OWN=PRICE PRORRAM=INDUCED CROS8-PRICE
YEAR REDUCTION CUNSERVATION REDUCTION REDICTION CONSERVATION REDUCTION
[ X X (XXX IT T TS CHECEEEEGEEEEEe BN YT Y YN CeeettEee PSP PIPS PR PRRPs Cebbtetetie
1980 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
1981 0,000 0,000 0,192 0,000 0,000 0.130
1982 0,000 0,000 0,385 5,000 0,000 0,259
1983 0,000 0,000 0,517 0,000 0,000 0,389
1984 0,000 ¢,000 0,769 0.000 0,000 0,519
1988 0,000 0,000 0,962 0,000 0,000 0,648
1986 «0,334 0,000 1,662 -0,09% 0.000 0,979
1987 0,669 9,000 2,362 0,990 0,000 1,309
1988 i, 003 f,non 3.062 i UB% 5,000 1,619
1989 l,337 6,000 3,762 wl, 981 0,000 1,970
o 1990 =1,672 0,000 a,86% -2,476 : 0,000 2,300
—
83 1991 =1,939 0,000 S.634 =2,956 n,000 2,997
1992 =2,206 0,000 6.799 -3.436 n,000 31.693
1993 *2.473 0,000 T.967 =3,916 0,000 4,390
1994 2,739 0,000 9,138 0,398 0,000 5,086
1995 «3,006 : 0,000 £10,30% ' wi,878 . 6,000 5,783
199 =3,1B6 0,000 11,749 «5,066 0,000 6.040
19917 «Y, 366 0,000 13,198 o%,256 0,000 7.097
{998 «3,.546 0,000 ja,641 =5, 447 0,000 7,753
1999 =3,726 e, 000 16,087 =%5,637 0,000 8,u10
2000 «3,906 6,000 17,533 =5,827 0,000 9,067
20014 wl, 056 0.000 19,334 =b,027 0,000 9,960
2002 =4,206 0,000 el 1348 ab,227 0,000 10,883
2003 =i, 35S 0,000 22,938 =b, U2t 9.000 11,748
2004 -h,508 0,000 264,718 h 626 0,000 12,638
200% =l 454 n,000 26,536 wb,B26 0,000 13,%30
2006 4,801 0,000 28,784 «7,057 0,000 14,747
2007 4,948 0,000 31,032 =7,288 0,000 15.904
2008 5,090 0,000 33,279 «1.5109 0,000 17.091
2009 =5, 201 0,000 15,527 «7.750 . 0.000 18,278
2010 =5,38R 0,000 37,778 -7.982 0,000 19,U68%
L R I T S A 2 oy T
. | | . ) ~ o . | P I . 3
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SCENARIOE MED 1 HEBweFERC w@Xe~b/24/1983

AREAXDUWN 0OF ELECTRICITY REQUIRENENYS (GWH)
{TUTAL INCLUDES LARGE INDUSYRIAL CONSUMPTION}

ANCHORAGE = COOX INLET

LR ET Y LY A LAY L LY

MEDIUM RANGE (PR=,5)

LET TR YRR L LD EL Y LT .Y TN

HESIDENTEAL BUSTNESS MIBCELLANEOUS
YEAR REQUIREMENTS : REQGUIREMENTS REQUIREMENTS
1980 979,53 ATS, 36 24,31
1981 1027.23 947,56 ' 24,74
1982 1074,92 1089.76 25.17
1983 1122.62 1091,%96 25,61
1984 1170.3} fieh, ib 26,08
19R% 1218,0¢ i236,17 26,47
1986 1250,39 1281,20 27,20
1987 1282,17 1326,20 27,93
1988 135,15 137142 28,66
1989 1347.53 1816,04 29,39
1990 1379,914 460,95 50,12
199§ §399.07 107%,995 30,58
1992 fuik,. 2% 14906,95 31,08
1993 1437.39 1505,95 31,51
1994 14%6,5% 1520,95 14,97
1995 1475, 71 183895 32,44
199 149i 62 195%,27 32,8}
1997 1507,52 1857d,60 33,23
1998 1523,.4% 159,92 33,6%
1999 15319, 34 1613,25 34,03
2000 1585, 24 1632,57 34,43
2001 1576.63 166985 35,04
2002 1598.01 17107,13 15,64
2003 1619,40 1744 01 v 36,25
2004 i6n0,.78 1781 ,69 16,86
2005 1662,17 18R, 97 37,47
2006 1691 ,80 1875,70 38,39
2047 1728 .44 1932.43 19,30
2008 17151 .08 1983 16 40,22
2009 f780.72 2045,89 4,13

2040 t810,3%6 2102,61 42,00

EVOG, INDUSTRIAL
LNAD

84,00

92,08
100,16
108,24
ii6,32

124,40

137.89
151,238
164,88
t178,37

191,86

195,13
198,40
201,66
204,93

208,20

210, 10
220,08
226,02
231,98

237,90

244 .94
252.02
259,08
266,18

273,20
281,%8
289,94
298,34
306,72

3i8.90

TNTAL

LLLL LT LLEY L LA L ])
1963,19

2091,60
2220,02
2348 ,43
2476,84

2605,25

2696,77
2768,29
2879,81
2971,3%

3062.858

3100,74
318,63
3176,52
3214, 41

32%2,30

3293,87
3¥35,43
3377,00
3418,57

3460,14

1526,47
1592,81
3659, 9¢
3725,48

3791,84
3887 .47
3983,11%
407R, 79
#4174 ,48

42v0,119

S N P
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SCENARINg MED 3 HEB==FERC

YEAR

1980

198]
1982
§98}
ioby

i985

1986
1987
§988
1989

1990

1994
1992
1993
1994

§99s

1996
1997
998
1999

2000
2001

2002
2003

2004

2005

2006
2007
2008
2009

2010

ANCHUORAGE = C0NOK TNLEY

[ PY T IY I TEII LYY Y Y 1Y ¥ ]

1963,19

2091,.60
220,02
a34s, 43
2476 .84

2605,25

2696,17
2788,29
2879, 818
2979.3)

Y062, 8BS

1100,74
3138,63
3176,.52
1214, 44

3252.30

3293,87
31335,43
3377,00
418,57

Y460,.14

352647
3592,481
3659,14
3725,08

379,81
38R7,47
3983,1)
4078,79
4174 ,49

4270,11

w2Xesb/20/19A3

YOTAL ELECYRICITY REQUIREMENTS (GwH)
INET OF COMSERVAT]ION)
(INCLYOES LARGE INDUSTRIAL CONSIIMPTION)

HFDIUM RANGE (PR & ,5)

GREAYER FAIRRANKS

400,314

428,19
456,07
483,99
511,83

539,71

369,54
599,37
529,20
659,03

(Y- 1.4 19

02,37
715,89
129,40
142,92

756,43

765,61
174,78
783,96
793,14

802,32

815,15
827,99
840,83
853,67

866,51
884,08
901,065
919,23
934,80

950,37

Tl ed end

TRTAL

2163.5¢

2519, 80
2676,09
2A32,38
2988,67

Y184,96

1266, 31
33187,66
3509,01
3630, 36

3758, 79

380%,19
3884,51
1905,92
3957,32

ap0a, 13

4059,47
a410,22
4460,96
a2it.7%

0262,45%

4301 ,63
4420,80
4099,97
as579,4%

4656,32
47714.5%
#B84 .79
4998,02
431,29

5204, 49

]

mg ares.

3

& B ¥
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SCENARID) MED § HEBwaFERL «2%eeb/24/1983

PEAK FLECYRIC REQUIREMENTS (MW)
(NET OF CONSERVATION)
CINCLUDES LARGE INDUSTRIAL DEMANDS)

MEOTUM RANGE (PR w» ,5)

(I TY I YL P YRR ALY LR XY )

YEAR ANCHORAGE = COOK THLET GREATER FAIRBANKS
1980 396,51 91,40
198} 422,48 97,76
1982 T T toa,13
1943 ava, 68 110,49
1984 $00,41 jte, 80
198S 526,39 123,22
1986 545,73 130,03
1987 565,07 136,84
1988 584,40 143,64
1989 608, 10 150,85
19%0 623,08 157,26
1991 630,13 160,34
1992 638,39 163,03
1993 608,00 166,%1
1994 633,69 169,60
1998 b1 ,34 172,69
19%¢ 669,062 170,78
1997 677,90 176,86
1998 6lp, 18 178,97
1999 694,48 181,07
2000 702,73 183 10
200} 718,08 186,09
2002 729.%7 189,02
2003 TEa, 10 191,95
20048 156,02 194,89
2005 769,34 197,82
200¢ LN 207,83
2007 8eyr, 90 205 .84
2008 827,17 209,85
2009 BU6, 4% 215,47
2010 865,73 217,88

o ;3 ‘

TarTaL

487,90

520,24
552.59
584,93
6i7.27

649,61

615,76
701,90
728,05
754,19

780,34

191,08
a0y B2
B12.55
823,29

834,03

auq un
854,77
R65,15
875,52

a8s,89

902,15
91A, 40
934,65
950,90

967,16
990,45
101374
1037,03%
1060,32

1083, 41






