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EGCO Community acceptance Energy for lfe
- Local protest against coal
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Community acceptance

STOP INCRE AsINg OF
ELECTRIC FEES anp
BILLS FROM THE
PEOPLE,

Generation Youth's




EGCO Community acceptance Energy for life

v~ Continuous publlc relatlon/educatlon of clean Coal
v, CSR act|VIty for communlty beneflt
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EGCO Sta nda rd Energy for life
Lack of clear standard on environment/relocation
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Standard Energy for life 4
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v MM government to set the standard and promote
the complying project
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EGCO Transmission line Energy for life

Limitation in choosing site and generation capacity
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Transmission line




Free share/Free power
Burden for the project economics
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EGCO Free share/Free power Energy for life

v Free power/share may not be Sunéble for fossil fueI
power plant- B \ 3
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EGC‘\b Banka bility Energy for life €

PROJECT FINAN

- Lender’s rlght
- others
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EGCO Major Issues for export to Thailand =y rerie
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v Allocated capacity for import coal fired power plant?
v' Tariff comparison is versus local gas plant? or local

coal plant?

‘ swl.wszuasiniia uaz

Jauay Gulf 1daumsang
30% ‘s zuuvin i PDP2010 tialgondodt 3
ns=vu RM 1uil 2559
250, &!3%
20% :
el l”::,% 16.3% 16.5% 16.4%
16.0 o 164% _ 165% 16.2% 164%  16.2%
15% 1 1610 1eon 108 165% oo jeon 166% 3% 160w
| ¢
PDP2010 wéuntsondart 2
10% 1| sul.ifieie-3u 1dou A .
Fushulviian fAravuanlndrsne
sz lunszuu 13 :
5% 1| RM Tufl 2556 Bign31 15%
0%

2555 2556 2557 2558 2559 2560 2561 2562 2563 2564 2565 2566 2567 2568 2569 2570 2571 2572 2573

kgCO, / kWh

0.500
0.480
0.460
0.440
0.420
0.400
0.380
0.360
0.340
0.320

0300 -

nsiaau CO,
Tuil 2573 amavannil 2555

aatilusapaz 20

0488 445

0.471

_0.407
0401 0.40L 0,405 0404 0.400

=2 085 0.385
38, 038,
022 o oan %

2555 2556 2557 2538 2559 2560 2561 2562 2563 2564 2565 2566 2567 2568 2565 2570 2571 2572 2573
(2012) (2013) (201¢) (2015) (201€) (2017} (2018) (2015) (2020) (2021) (2022) (2023) (202¢) (2025) (202€) (2027) (2026) (2029) (2030)



e
iy
(S5

EGCO MOU for power export —
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v' MOU for power exchange shall be executed
between TH and MM governments
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EGCO Acceptance by Myanmar Energy for lif

v" Why export when the
domestic electrification rate
IS so low??
- Bankability -

v Export of environmental
ISsue to Myanmar??
- Clean coal technology
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Major Issues in coal fired power

Community
acceptance

Standard

Transmission
line

Free share/
Free power

Bankability

e Local protest against coal.

e Lack of clear standard on
environment/relocation.

e Limitation in choosing site
and generation capacity.

* Burden for the project
economics.

All the above issues +
a) PPA format

b) Credibility of off taker
c) Lender’s right

d) others

a)

b)

Continuous public relation/ education of
clean coal.
CSR activity for community benefit.

MM government set the standard and
promote the complying project.

MM government to plan and obtain fund
for the T/L construction.

Free power/share may not be suitable
for fossil fuel power plant.

MM government to set the bankable
PPA format with fuel cost pass through
tariff structure.

Guarantee from MOF may be
necessary.

MM government to cooperate to
protect lender’s right.
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Energy for life

EGCO Major Issues for export to Thailand
PDP 2015  Allocated capacity for import coal fired power plant?

 Tariff comparison is versus local gas plant? or local coal plant?

MOU * MOU for power exchange shall be executed between TH and MM
for power export governments.

Acceptance by * Why export when the domestic electrification rate is so low??
Myanmar - Bankability

e Export of environmental issue to Myanmar??
Clean coal technology




