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COMMUNICATION RE: UNDERTAKING  NO. JT 16:   

TO COMMUNICATE WITH BOARD STAFF TO CLARIFY WHERE THE 

DEFICIENCIES ARE AS NOTED, AND TO RESPOND ACCORDINGLY 

 

 

The table below , Table JT 16-1, shows the missing Account 1562 PILs supporting 

evidence checklist for Erie Thames.  

 

Table JT16-1: PILs 1562 Evidence Checklist Missing Information 

  

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Jan. 1 
to 

April 
30, 

2006 

May 1, 
2006  

to 
April 
30, 

2012 

Signed Board decision   x    x         

T2 and CT23 Tax returns 
filed with Ontario 
Ministry of Finance 

x  x  x  x         

Financial statements 
submitted with tax 
returns  

x                  

Excel SIMPIL model 
with TAXREC3 (active) 

x  x  x  x  x      

 

Billing Determinants and Customer Counts used in the PILs Recovery Worksheets 

In the application evidence filed in 2002, 2004 and 2005, Erie Thames provided 

statistics of volumetric billing determinants and customer counts.  In the 2006 EDR, Erie 

Thames also provided historical demand statistics for 2002-2004 as shown in Table Jt. 

16-2.  In the 2008 EDR, Erie Thames provided actual demand statistics for 2006 and 

2007 as shown in Table Jt. 16-3.  

 

 Erie Thames Powerlines has been unable to obtain copies of the signed 

decisions at this time. 

 Copies of the tax returns for the requested years have been provided in 

this response. 
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entered in the PILs recovery worksheets from 2002 to 2006 although there were rates 

and PILs 1562 rate slivers associated with this customer class.  

 

 ETPL utilized a calculated amount as a portion of distribution revenues in 

its tracking of PILS revenue versus PILS expenses in 1562 and attempted 

to ensure that the revenues in the disposition spreadsheet matched the 

calculated amounts in its historical data. 

 ETPL did not include amounts for intermediate customers as those 

amounts were included as part of the GS>1000 to 3000 kw class. 

 ETPL has updated the calculations of revenues to tie with the figures 

detailed above by year and has included these new amounts in its updated 

ETPL ED Disposition 1562 Balance OCT.xls included in this response. 

 

 

 

PILs 1562 Continuity Schedule: ETPL_ED disposition1562 Balance_20120604 

 

A 2003 SIMPIL model was filed that shows a negative credit (refund to customers) 

variance of $670,828 that was not entered on the PILs 1562 continuity schedule.   

ETPL_ED disposition1562 Balance_20120604/ Tab E1.1 
 

 ETPL has provided a 2003 SIMPIL model in this response that is accurate 
and correctly reflects the variances.  The negative credit of $670,828 is an 
error and the correct amount has been entered in the 1562 continuity 
schedule. 

 

No SIMPIL models for 2001 and 2002 were filed.  Therefore, no variances were entered 

in the continuity schedule.  

 

 Updated SIMPIL models for both years have been filed in this response and 

the variances have been entered into the continuity schedule. 

 

Tax rates entered in sheet TAXCALC in the 2003, 2004 and 2005 SIMPIL models are 

incorrect.  Applicant must over-ride the formulas in the SIMPIL models sheet TAXCALC 

and enter the correct tax rates derived from its tax return evidence.  The variances 

entered in the continuity schedule will be different. 

 All SIMPIL models have been updated and the variances entered in the 

continuity schedule. 
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No tax returns filed for 2001-2004.  Assessments indicate that there were no tax 

losses.  Therefore, the tax rates can be derived from the tax returns.  The variances 

entered in the continuity schedule will be different. 

 Tax Returns for the requested years have been included in this response. 

 

No intermediate class statistics appear on recovery schedules; however, there are rates 

and rate slivers associated with this customer class. 

 This issue has been addressed and changes have been made to the excel 

model to correct as stated above. 

 

2004 recoveries: rate slivers for sentinel and street lighting do not agree with RAM that 

agrees with rate order attached to Decision.  

 This issue has been corrected and the changes are included in the 

spreadsheet detailed above. 

 

2005 recoveries: rate slivers for all classes do not agree with 2005 RAM model. 

 This issue has been corrected and the changes are included in the 

spreadsheet detailed above. 

 

 

 

Clinton and West Perth 

 

No evidence filed 

 


