
EB-2009-0326
IN THE MATTER of the Ontario Energy Board Act 1998, S.O. 1998, c.15, Sch. B;
AND IN THE MATTER OF a proceeding initiated on the Board’s own motion to establish just and reasonable rates to be charged by electrical distribution companies to small renewable generators.
 

INTERROGATORIES OF THE

SCHOOL ENERGY COALITION
TO HYDRO ONE NETWORKS INC.
Service Classification – Issue #1
tc \l1 "
SCHOOL ENERGY COALITION
1. Please advise whether the Hydro One proposal is intended to apply only to renewable generators that qualify under the microFIT rules, or can include other small renewable generators.

2. Please advise whether, in the opinion of Hydro One, the costs caused on the distribution system from an under 10 KW renewable generator that does not qualify for microFIT would be different from costs caused by a similar renewable generator that does qualify for microFIT, for example because of Ontario content qualification.
Cost Elements to be Covered – Issue #2
3. Please advise how the costs embedded in the fixed monthly charge for Unmetered Scattered Load, a rate class that does not have metering, compare to the costs caused on the distribution system from an embedded renewable microgenerator.  Please advise why a monthly charge equal to the Board’s interim rate – i.e. the residential monthly charge – does not track generator costs more closely.  Please provide a table listing the costs allocated to each of the USL and residential monthly charges in the most recent Hydro One cost allocation model, including both type of cost and amount allocated per customer.
4. With reference to the cost categories referred to in the EDA submission at page 2, please advise which of those costs Hydro One believes should not be included in the charge to embedded renewable microgenerators, and which should, with reasons for each.  Please advise any additional costs, not included in the EDA cost categories, that Hydro One believes should be included in the charge to embedded renewable microgenerators.

5. Please advise whether, in Hydro One’s view, the ownership of the generation (relative to the ownership of the associated load) affects the costs caused on the distribution system, with reasons.

Rate Design – Issues #3 and #4   

6. Please provide any information available to Hydro One estimating the percentage of microFIT projects that will be in the Hydro One distribution area, as compared to the distribution areas of other distributors.  
Implementation – Issue #5
7. Please advise on what basis, and in what amounts, embedded renewable microgenerators are currently (i.e. prior to the Board’s interim rate for this class) charged by Hydro One, if at all, and estimate the change in monthly cost if the Hydro One proposal is adopted, and if the Board’s interim rate is maintained.
8. Please estimate the implementation costs that would arise, and the timing of any changes required, for Hydro One if the proposal of ALASI Inc. were adopted and a separate line item on the bill were implemented.
9. Please provide estimates of the expected timing of the first microFIT projects to come in service in the Hydro One service area, if known.
Respectfully submitted on behalf of the School Energy Coalition this 11th day of November, 2009.
SHIBLEY RIGHTON LLP
Per: ​​​​​​​​​______________________
Jay Shepherd
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