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Brant County Power Inc. 

Response to Interrogatory from Vulnerable Energy Consumers Coalition 

Questions 1 to 4  

 
VECC Question # 1 

 

Reference: Overview, Page 6, Lost Revenue Adjustment Mechanism (LRAM) Cost Claims 

 

Preamble:  Brant County Power seeks an LRAM claim of $21,561 including carrying 

charges for 2010 OPA CDM Programs.    

 

a. Please provide a summary of past LRAM claims including the type (OPA and/or 

3rd Tranche) and year of CDM programs included in each claim and the 

corresponding recovery period for lost revenue. 

 

BCP Response 

 

LRAM has been claimed by BCP once only as part of its 2011 COS application EB-

2010-0125. The total LRAM claim amount was $251,022 including carrying charges of 

$9,834. This LRAM claim was for lost revenue between January 1 2005 and December 

31 2010 for Third Tranche programs launched in 2005 to 2008, as well as OPA programs 

launched in 2006 to 2009. The LRAM claim was recovered using a one-year rate rider. 

 

 

b. Please confirm that the LRAM amounts Brant County Power is seeking to recover 

in this application are new amounts not included in past LRAM claims. 

 

BCP Response 

 

BCP confirms that the LRAM amounts it is seeking to recover in this application are new 

amounts not included in past LRAM recoveries. The figure below illustrates the claim 

periods of both the previous and current LRAM claims. It shows that the current LRAM 

claim is for lost revenue that was not included in the previous LRAM claim. 

 

 
 

The current LRAM claim amount as originally filed was $21,561. Upon review, BCP has 

found that the $21,561 claim as filed inadvertently omitted LRAM associated with lost 

revenue from 2010 OPA programs in 2010. As such, BCP submits a revised LRAM 

claim for $34,568, including carrying charges of $600. All other energy savings, measure 

inputs and calculations are unchanged from the originally filed LRAM claim. This 

updated claim amount now adequately accounts for lost revenue between January 1 2010 

and April 30 2012 associated with 2010 OPA programs. A revised report prepared by 

IndEco detailing this LRAM claim is attached. 
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The revised LRAM claim is broken down into rate class as shown in the table below. 

 

Rate class LRAM 

Residential $11,882  

GS < 50 kW $19,199  

GS 50 -4,999 kW $3,577  

Total $34,658  

 

Updated rate riders are shown below. 

 

Customer class LRAM 

amounts 

Loss adjusted 

billing 

determinants 

Proposed LRAM rate rider 

Residential $11,882  90,449,643  $0.0001  per kWh (rounded to 4 

decimal places) 

GS < 50 kW $19,199  40,398,655  $0.0005  per kWh (rounded to 4 

decimal places) 

GS 50 to 4,999 kW 

(all sub-classes) 

$3,577  340,236  $0.0105  per kW (rounded to 4 

decimal places) 

 

The Residential and GS 50 to 4,999 kW rate riders remain unchanged from those as 

originally filed. The GS < 50 rate rider increased from $0.0003/kWh to $0.0005/kWh. 

 

 

c. When was Brant County Power’s load forecast last approved by the Board?  Please 

discuss how any CDM savings have been accounted for in Brant County Power’s 

approved load forecast.  

 

BCP Response 

 

Please see attached load forecast from Burman Energy Consultants used for BCP’s 2010 

CoS filing.  For further clarification we have provided questions and answers which arose 

as a result of a technical conference – i.e. undertakings.    
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VECC Question # 2 

 

Reference: Appendix F, LRAM Filing, IndEco Report 

 

a. Confirm that savings for EKC 2006 Mass Market measures 13-15 W Energy Star 

CFLs & Seasonal LEDs are not included in the LRAM claim. 

 

BCP Response 

 

BCP confirms that savings for EKC 2006 Mass Market measures 13-15 W Energy Star 

CFLs & Seasonal LEDs are not included in the LRAM claim. 

 

 

b. Adjust the LRAM claim as necessary to reflect the measure lives and unit savings 

for any/all measures that have expired beginning in 2010.  

 

BCP Response 

 

No adjustments to the current LRAM claim are needed in order to reflect measure lives 

(and unit savings) for measures that have expired starting in 2010. 

 

The current LRAM claim already accounts for any measures that have expired before the 

full span of the LRAM claim. LRAM is calculated over the individual measures lives of 

each measure. For example, if a measure installed in 2010 had a measure life of only 1 

year, LRAM was only claimed for that measure for 2010. 

 

c. Please revise Table 2 to show the cumulative net program energy savings and 

demand savings by rate class for each year. 

 

BCP Response 

 

Table 2 in IndEco’s report was been revised to include net energy and demand savings by 

rate class for each year of the LRAM claim. Note that while energy and demand savings 

are claimed in 2011 and the first third of 2012, these savings are persistent savings from 

programs launched in 2010, not from programs launched in 2011 or 2012. 
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Program 
Savings occurring 

in: 

Residential 

(kWh) 

GS < 50 kW 

(kWh) 

GS > 50 kW 

(kW-mo) 

2010 Cool Savings 

Rebate 

2010 58,066   

2011 58,066   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 19,355   

2010 Electricity 

Retrofit Incentive 

Program (ERIP) 

2010  108,341 364 

2011  108,341 364 

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  36,114 91 

2010 Every Kilowatt 

Counts Power Savings 

Event 

2010 40,493   

2011 40,493   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 13,498   

2010 Great 

Refrigerator Roundup 

2010 120,748   

2011 120,748   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 40,249   

2010 High 

Performance New 

Construction 

2010  77,033  

2011  77,033  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  25,678  

2010 Multifamily 

Energy Efficiency 

Rebates 

2010  8,611  

2011  8,611  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  2,870  

2010 peaksaver® 2010 254   

2011 254   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 85   

2010 Power Savings 

Blitz 

2010  284,082  

2011  284,082  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  94,694  

Total  512,309 1,115,490 820 

 

d. Please revise Table 5 to show the summary of requested LRAM amounts by rate 

class for each year. 

 

BCP Response 

 

Table 5 in IndEco’s report has been revised to include LRAM claims by rate class for 

each year of the LRAM claim. Note that while LRAM is claimed in 2011 and the first 

third of 2012, these LRAM claims arise from persistent savings from programs launched 

in 2010, not from programs launched in 2011 or 2012. The revised table below reflects 

the updated LRAM claim amount of $34,658. 

  



Brant County Power Inc. 

  EB-2011-0154 
  Interrogatories 

  Question 1-4 VECC 

Page 5 of 8 
 

Program Lost revenue 

occurring in: 

Residential 

(kWh) 

GS < 50 kW 

(kWh) 

GS > 50 kW 

(kW-mo) 

2010 Cool Savings 

Rebate 

2010 $1,286   

2011 $1,396   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 $461   

2010 Electricity 

Retrofit Incentive 

Program (ERIP) 

2010  $1,866 $1,963 

2011  $1,868 $1,214 

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  $617 $401 

2010 Every Kilowatt 

Counts Power Savings 

Event 

2010 $897   

2011 $973   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 $321   

2010 Great 

Refrigerator Roundup 

2010 $2,674   

2011 $2,902   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 $959   

2010 High 

Performance New 

Construction 

2010  $1,327  

2011  $1,328  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  $439  

2010 Multifamily 

Energy Efficiency 

Rebates 

2010  $148  

2011  $148  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  $49  

2010 peaksaver® 2010 $5   

2011 $6   

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012 $2   

2010 Power Savings 

Blitz 

2010  $4,893  

2011  $4,897  

Jan 1 to Apr 30 2012  $1,618  

Total  $11,882 $19,199 $3,577 
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VECC Question # 3 

 

Reference: Appendix F, LRAM Filing, IndEco Report 

  

Preamble: The most recently published OPA 2010 Final CDM Results Summary released 

September 16, 2011 were used to calculate LRAM amounts. 

 

a. When does Brant County Power expect to receive the OPA 2010 Final CDM Results 

Detailed that provides the input assumptions at the measure level? 

 

b. How will these results impact the LRAM claim? 

 

BCP Response 

 

BCP has received the OPA 2010 Final CDM results – a copy of which is attached. It is 

expected that the impact to the LRAM claim are immaterial. 
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VECC Question # 4 

 

Reference: Appendix F, LRAM Filing, IndEco Report  

 

a. Please provide the rationale for seeking an LRAM claim for lost revenue for 2010 

OPA CDM programs from January 1, 2011 to April 30, 2012 given that OPA 

verified results are not available for 2011 or 2012. 

 

BCP Response 

 

The requested lost revenues in 2011 and the first four months of 2012 are associated with 

verified savings arising from programs that were delivered in 2010. BCP is not 

requesting recovery of lost revenue associated with unverified programs delivered in 

2011, or unverified programs delivered between January 1 and April 30 2012. BCP is 

requesting LRAM for the period in question in order to remain revenue neutral with 

respect to 2010 programs. 

 

A distinction must be made between lost revenue in 2011 due to programs delivered in 

2011, and lost revenue in 2011 due to programs delivered in earlier years. A program will 

lead to energy savings, and thus lost revenues, that will persist over the lifetime of the 

program’s measures. For example, if a 2010 program consists of a measure with a 

lifetime of two years, the program will lead to lost revenues each year until the end of 

2011. This would be unrelated to lost revenue due to a program delivered in 2011. 

 

The use of a program’s verified results extending over multiple years is standard for the 

calculation of an LRAM claim. This approach is consistent with numerous Board-

approved LRAM claims, including Burlington Hydro Inc.’s previous LRAM claims 

(Decision on EB-2010-0067 dated March 17, 2011; Decision on EB-2009-0259 dated 

March 1, 2010), as well as decisions on other LRAM claims (Decision on Middlesex 

Power Distribution’s LRAM claim EB-2010-0098 dated March 17, 2011; Decision on 

Norfolk Power Distribution’s LRAM claim EB-2011-0046 dated May 6, 2011; Decision 

on Hydro One Brampton’s LRAM claim EB-2010-0132 dated April 4, 2011). 
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b. Please update the LRAM rate riders for lost revenue to the end of 2010. 

 

BCP Response 

 

a. Rate riders reflecting an LRAM claim for lost revenue only up to the end of 2010 are 

provided below. BCP does not believe that these rate riders are appropriate since they do 

not account for revenue lost from 2010 OPA program between January 1 2011 and April 

30 2012. As such, the rate riders would not keep BCP revenue neutral with respect to 

2010 OPA programs. 

 

 

Customer class LRAM 

amounts 

Loss adjusted 

billing 

determinants 

Proposed LRAM rate rider 

Residential $4,862  90,449,643  $0.0001  per kWh (rounded 

to 4 decimal places) 

GS < 50 kW $8,235  40,398,655  $0.0002  per kWh (rounded 

to 4 decimal places) 

GS 50 to 4,999 kW 

(all sub-classes) 

$1,963  340,236  $0.0058  per kW (rounded to 

4 decimal places) 

 


