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EPRODUCTION REPORT

14,419 ‘GWhr 2" highest
6,084 ktons 2" highest
1,349 Btu/lb 3 lowest
9,581 Bkwh average

Faclility Heat Rate

Shutdowns 8 # 1st best
Iv Availability 97.9 % 1stibest
Juiv Forced Outage 'Rate 10.35 % "Phest
A Net Output Factor 92.9 % 18 best

A Net Capacity Factor 91.4 % " best
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Corr Net Facility Heat Rate {BTU/kwhr)
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Percent (%)

IGF Availability Trends

Availability & Equiv Availability Factors
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Equil Unplanned, Equil Forced & Forced Outage Rates
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MOTES: Equivalent Unplanned Outage Rate includes forced outages, maintenance outages, plus all derates, but excludes annual pre-planned unit
owerhauls. Equivalent Forced Outage Rate is the total time charged to forced outages and unit derates. Forced Outage Rate is the time charged just
to forced outages (unit trips).
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MOTE: The difference between Met Capacity and Met Output Factors is the downtime associated with outages (e.q.; Availablity Factor).
MOF is the average load level while the Units are in-service. NCF is the average load for the entire year, including time during shutdowns.



Tube Leak (1)

d Outages : 6
nission STS DC (4)
ols/ 1&C (2)

Total Outages = 8
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IGS vs NERC UTILITY COMPARISON DATA

- Coal fired, Difference (IGS better
2005 - 2009 Intermountain 800-999 MW than "like" units

# Units

Availability Factor (%
Equiv Availability Factor (%
Net Output Factor (%

Net Capacity Factor (%

Forced Outage Rate (%

Equiv Forced Outage Rate (%



Net Generation (GWhr)

NET GENERATION COMPARISON

Data ranked by Net Generation, Coal Fired Plants from the Western Region (NERC- WECC), greater than 400 MW

18000
Intermountain ranks 4th of 25 in Total Net Generation at 13,556 GWhrs.

The average WECC generation for a coal fired power station is 7,629 GWhrs.
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Reference: Data from Dept of Energy, EIA-906/920 "Power Plant Report”, for calendar year 2009
http:/iwvww.eia.doe.gov/cneaflelectricity/page/eia906_920.html
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Net Station Heat Rate (Btu/kwhr)
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STATION HEAT RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by NSHR, Coal Fired Plants from the Western Region (NERC- WECC), greater than 400 MW

11792

Intermountain ranked 1st of 25 with a Net Station Heat Rate of 9,258 btu/kwhr.
The WECC average performance was 10,498 btu/kwhr.
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Reference: Data from Dept of Energy, EIA-906/920 "Power Plant Report”, for calendar year 2009
http:/imvww.eia.doe.gov/cheaflelectricity/page/eia906_920.html



Net Capacity Factor (%)
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NET CAPACITY FACTOR COMPARISON

Data ranked by Net Capacity Factor, Coal Fired Plants from the Western Region (NERC- WECC), greater than 400 MW

Intermountain ranks 4th of 25 in Net Capacity Factor at 86.0%.
The average WECC NCF for a coal fired power station is 78.2%
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http:/lwww.eia.doe.gov/cneaflelectricity/page/eia906_920.html
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SO2 Emissions Rate (#mmbtu)

SO2 EMISSIONS RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by SO2 Emissions Rate- #mmbtu, for the Top 25 Generation for 2009 for Coal Plants in Western Region (NERC- WECC)
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Intermountain ranks 6th of 25 in SO2 Emissions Rate of 0.083 #mmbtu.
The average WECC S0O2 emissions is 0.230 #mmbtu.
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Reference: Data from US EPA- Clean Air Markets database for calendar year 2009,

http://cfpub.epa.govigdm/findex.cfm
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SO2 Emissions Rate (# MWh-g)

SO2 EMISSIONS RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by SO2 Emissions Rate- #MWh-g, for the Top 25 Generation for 2009 for Coal Plants in Western Region (NERC- WECC)
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Intermountain ranks 4th of 25 in SO2 Emissions Rate of 0.76 #MWh-g.
The average WECC SO2 emissions is 2.30 #MWh-g.
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Reference: Data from US EPA- Clean Air Markets database for calendar year 2009,
http://cfpub.epa.govigdm/findex.cfm
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NOx Emissions Rate (#mmbtu)

NOx EMISSIONS RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by NOx Emissions Rate- #mmbtu CEMS, for the Top 25 Generation for 2009 for Coal Plants in Western Region (NERC- WECC)
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Intermountain is 19th of 25 in NOx Emissions Rate- CEMS of 0.371 #mmbtu.
The average WECC NOx Emissions is 0.314 #mmbtu
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Reference: Datafrom US EPA- Clean Air Markets database for calendar year 2009,
http://cfpub.epa.govigdm/index.cfm



NOx Emissions Rate (#MWh-g)

NOx EMISSIONS RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by NOx Emissions Rate- #MWh-g, for the Top 25 Generation for 2009 for Coal Plants in Western Region (NERC- WECC)
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Intermountain is 16th of 25 in NOx Emissions Rate of 3.42 # MWh-g.
The average WECC NOx Emissions is 3.11 #MWh-g
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Reference: Datafrom US EPA- Clean Air Markets database for calendar year 2009,
http://cfpub.epa.govigdm/index.cfm
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CO2 Emissions Rate (#MWh-g)

CO2 EMISSIONS RATE COMPARISON

Data ranked by CO2 Emissions Rate- #MWh-g, for the Top 25 Generation for 2009 for Coal Plants in Western Region (NERC- WECC)
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Intermountain ranks 2nd of 25 in CO2 Emissions Rate at 1871 #MWh-g.
The average WECC CO2 emissions for a coal fired power station is 2074 #MWh-g.
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Referen_ce: Data from Dept of Energy, EIA-906/920 "Power Plant Report”, for calendar year 2009
http:/iwww.eia.doe.gov/cneaflelectricity/page/eia906_920.html
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Generator Stator- Rewind
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