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Q. Provide the results of the simulated average hydraulic production for each of 1 

the ten consecutive years in a format comparing average energy by plant to 2 

the 2006 GRA forecast. (NP-35 NLH) 3 

 4 

 5 

A. Results for the simulated average hydraulic production for each of the ten 6 

years are shown below (in GWh).  Note that the production from the Snook’s 7 

Arm, Venam’s Bight and Roddickton mini-hydro facilities were not modeled, 8 

and account for the 7.15 GWh difference between the hydraulic production 9 

estimate included in Regulated Activities evidence, Schedule VI J. R. Haynes 10 

and the total amount shown below.11 

 

Year Bay d’Espoir 
Upper 

Salmon 
Granite 
Canal 

Hinds 
Lake Cat Arm

Paradise 
River TOTAL 

        
1 2760.50 608.67 230.66 305.41 651.21 36.05 4592.50 
2 2654.32 570.70 221.95 338.29 666.30 36.13 4487.68 
3 2644.08 567.35 220.17 338.50 663.68 36.12 4469.90 
4 2643.88 567.29 220.20 338.32 658.93 36.12 4464.73 
5 2644.08 567.37 220.13 338.33 659.54 36.12 4465.56 
6 2644.02 567.35 220.08 338.33 659.57 36.12 4465.47 
7 2643.83 567.29 220.05 338.33 659.25 36.12 4464.86 
8 2643.83 567.29 220.05 338.33 659.24 36.12 4464.85 
9 2643.82 567.28 220.05 338.33 659.25 36.12 4464.86 

10 2643.82 567.28 220.05 338.33 659.25 36.12 4464.86 
 


