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@I’U ﬂssoalu‘es Needs For and Alternatives To

MIPUG/LCA-011a

SUBJECT: SPLASH

REFERENCE: http://www.hydro.mb.ca/regulatory_affairs/electric/gra_2010_2012/

PREAMBLE: La Capra indicates they did not complete an "audit-level" inspection of
the SPLASH model (page 9A-4)

QUESTION:
Is an audit level inspection part of La Capra's intended scope? Did La Capra review the peer
review of SPLASH that was provided to the PUB at Appendix 74 of the 2010 GRA (see weblink).

If so, does La Capra have different conclusions than contained in the Peer Review?

RESPONSE:
Audit-level inspection of MH’s SPLASH model was not part of LCA’s scope of work. LCA did

review the Peer Review, but did not attempt to replicate the analysis. A critique of some
SPLASH modeling assumptions is included in Technical Appendix 6, pages 6-69 to 6-72 under

the heading “Process for Estimating Price Coefficients in SPLASH”.

February 2014 Page 1of 1



	MIPUG/LCA-001a
	MIPUG/LCA-002a
	MIPUG/LCA-002b
	MIPUG/LCA-003a
	MIPUG/LCA-004a
	MIPUG/LCA-005a
	MIPUG/LCA-006a
	MIPUG/LCA-007a
	MIPUG/LCA-008a
	MIPUG/LCA-009a
	MIPUG/LCA-009b
	MIPUG/LCA-010a
	MIPUG/LCA-010b
	MIPUG/LCA-010c
	MIPUG/LCA-011a
	MIPUG/LCA-012a

