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VECC-62 

REFERENCE: 3-VECC 19 
   Load Forecast Model, Tab 3a (Rate Class Energy Model) 

Exhibit 3, page 28, Table 17 
PREAMBLE: The response to VECC 19 states that “the values in Table 17 of 

Exhibit 3 (page 28) illustrates the Sensitive Customers Billed kWh 
with Losses for the months of January 2010 to December 2019.” 

 
a) The values in Table 17 do not reconcile with the GS 1,000-4,999 kW customer 

usage as reported in the Rate Class Energy Model and the referenced loss 
factors (For example, for 2019 Table 17 shows usage of 50,547,692 while the 
Rate Class Energy Model shows a metered usage of 42,766,148 kWh.  This 
suggests a loss factor of 1.182, well in excess of the 1.0656 quoted in the 
response to VECC 19).  Please reconcile and explain whether the Sensitive 
Customer monthly usage values used in the Load Forecast regression model 
need to be revised. 

 

 
Wellington North Power Inc.’s (WNP) Response: 
 
a) Table 17 showed the monthly billed kWh with Losses for the months of January 2010 to 

December 2019 for the Sensitive Customers. The “Sensitive Customers” consists of 6 accounts 
of which: 
o All five (5) accounts from rate class GS 1,000-4,999 kW. 
o One (1) account from rate class GS 50-999 kW. This account was in rate class GS 1,000-

4999 kW until November 2014 when, following a review of monthly kW demand, the 
account was re-classified to GS 50-999 kW rate class. 

Therefore, the “Sensitive Customers” variable comprise 5 accounts in rate class GS 1,000-4,999 
kW plus 1 account from GS 50-999 kW. 
 
Furthermore, in the Load Forecast worksheet 3a Rate Class Energy Model, the values shown 
in cells N3 to N12 are solely for accounts in rate class GS 1,000-4,999 kW and are metered 
kWh, i.e. without loss. 
 
In responding to this question, WNP has provided an excel file named “2-VECC-62 Sensitive 
Customers vs GS1000-4999 kW” which includes the following: 
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o Worksheet “Table 17 Sensitive Billed kWh” shows the metered kWh usage (no Loss) and 

billed kWh (with Loss) for Sensitive Customer accounts. This worksheet includes notes 
about account re-classifications that occurred during the period 2010 to 2019. 
“The Total Billed Usage (kWh)” (column E) reconciles to the data shown in Table 17 and as 
per the “Sensitive Customer” variable data used in the Load Forecast. 
 

o Worksheet “Rate Class GS 1000-4999 kW” shows the metered kWh usage (no Loss) and 
billed kWh (with Loss) for GS 1,000-4,999 accounts for the period 2010 to 2019. 
The data in “GS 1,000- 4,999 kW Metered kWh cells B125 to B134 reconciles to Load 
Forecast worksheet 3a Rate Class Energy Model values in cells N3 to N12. 
 
Note: For privacy reasons, WNP has not named the customers or included the account 
numbers. 
 

Based upon the information provided above and the supporting excel file, WNP believes that 
the Sensitive Customer monthly usage values used in the Load Forecast regression model 
do not need to be revised. 
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VECC-63 

REFERENCE: 3-VECC 26 c) & d) 
 
a) The response to VECC 26 d) makes reference to a file “3-VECC-26d IESO 

Results 2011-2014”.  There is no file with this name on the Board’s web-site.  
However, there two files (one excel and one pdf) labelled VECC 26 c).  Please 
confirm that the excel file should have been labelled “3-VECC-26d IESO Results 
2011-2014”. 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
WNP confirms the Applicant submitted an excel file labeled “3-VECC-26d IESO Results 2011-2014” 
on the OEB’s web-portal as per the utility’s response to VECC’s IR question 3-VECC-26 part d). 
Included with this response is a copy of the automated e-mail from the OEB Registrar titled 
“Confirmation of Application Submission for Wellington North Power Inc., Case Number EB-2020-
0061” (dated February 8th 2021 at 4:18 pm) which lists the files uploaded to the OEB’s web-portal. 
In this e-mail, the 12th file loaded is labeled “3-VECC-26d IESO Results 2011-2014.xlsx”. A copy of 
this email has been included as an attachment – please see “2-VECC-63 Confirmation of 
Application Submission”. 
 
Upon reviewing the OEB’s web-portal, WNP can see the excel file has been incorrectly labeled as 
““3-VECC-26c IESO Results 2011-2014”. 
 
Regardless, WNP confirms the excel file on the OEB’s web-portal should have been labelled as “3-
VECC-26d IESO Results 2011-2014”. 
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VECC-64 

REFERENCE: 3-VECC-26 i), j) & k) 
   Staff 47 a) 
   VECC 23 c) 
   WNP 2017 Final Annual Verified CDM Program Results 

WNP Participation and Cost (P&C) Report, April 2019  
 
a) The persisting savings from 2017 CDM programs as set out in VECC 26 k) 

{Excel File – Tab C} for the year 2020 (873,158 kWh) don’t match the savings 
value provided in the IESO 2019 P&C Report (965,450 kWh).  Please reconcile 
and indicate whether the 2017 CDM savings used in the Load Forecast model 
need to be revised. 

b) The persisting savings from 2018 CDM programs as set out in VECC 26 k) 
{Excel File – Tab C} for the year (646,847 kWh) don’t match the savings value 
provided in the IESO 2019 P&C Report (632,802 kWh).  Please reconcile and 
indicate whether the 2018 CDM savings used in the Load Forecast model need 
to be revised. 

c) According to VECC 26 i) the annualized 2019 savings from 2019 programs was 
calculated by multiply the results for the first 3 months as reported in the 2019 
P&C Report of 39,749 kWh by 4 and then adding one month of Street Light CDM 
savings (34,115 kWh) for a total of 193,111kWh.  Please explain why only one 
month of Street Light savings was added when according to Staff 47 all of the 
Street Light conversion was completed by the end of December 2019. 

d) According to the notes included in the VECC 26 k) Excel File (Tab C) the 2020 
and 2021 savings from 2019 CDM programs used for the CDM variable in the 
Load Forecast include 12 months of savings from the Street Light LED 
conversion program.  However, VECC 23 c) claims that the CDM variable does 
not include the Street Light CDM savings, hence the need for the purchase 
power adjustment described on page 39 of Exhibit 3.  Please reconcile and 
explain whether the Street Light CDM adjustment is really required. 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) WNP has corrected the model to show persisting savings from 2017 CDM programs to be 

965,450 kWh for years 2020 and 2021. This kWh savings was taken from the IESO’s April 2019 
P&C report worksheet “LDC Progress” cell BC105 – “2017 Year to Date” total. 
 
WNP advises that because of this change, the CDM variable data in the Load Forecast model 
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needs to be revised. 
 

b) From the IESO’s April 2019 P&C report worksheet “LDC Progress” WNP used the amount in 
cell BD105 of 646,847 kWh for the “2018 Year to Date” total for years to record: 
o 2018 CDM program year results; and 
o 2018 CDM program persistence for years 2019, 2020 and 2021. 
 
VECC’s reference to 632,802 kWh is from cell CH105 of the same worksheet of the report; 
however using this value would mean that, for consistency, WNP should then use the “2017 
Year to Date” as reported in cell CG105 of 855,141 kWh which is different to the value stated 
in response a) to this question. 
 
For consistency, WNP recommends using the same sections of the IESO’s April 2019 P&C 
report worksheet “LDC Progress” to report both 2017 and 2018 Year to Date savings and 
persistence savings of 965,450 kWh and 646,847 kWh respectively (cells BC105 and BD105). 
 

c) WNP started replacing the HPS bulbs with LED streetlights in August 2019 and completed all 
the bulb replacements in December 2019. Given that WNP’s Load Forecast is based on a 
Wholesale Purchases rather than rate-class specific, the “full” effect of energy savings as a 
result of all streetlight bulbs being replaced would be represented in the Wholesale Purchases 
from January 2020 onwards. 
 
WNP acknowledges that, for CDM program results achieved prior to the Bridge or Test Years, 
LDCs can apply a weighting factor for inclusion in the CDM kWh adjustment to their Load 
Forecast. Typically this adjustment is half-year (0.5) of reported CDM savings as persistence 
e.g. only 50% of 2019 CDM programs are assumed to impact the 2020 load forecast based on 
the “half-year” rule1. 
 
Proposal: 
Given that the replacement of HPS to LED bulbs started in August 2019 and was completed in 
December 2019, WNP proposes the following for the CDM variable data in the Load Forecast: 

1. For 2019 CDM Program year results, instead of the half-year rule, a 25% (0.25) 
adjustment is made. 

2. For 2019 CDM Program year persistence in year 2020, a 75% adjustment is applied.  

                                                           
1 2021 Filing Requirements Chapter 2 Appendices work form, worksheet App_2-I LF_CDM. 
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3. For 2019 CDM Program year persistence in year 2021, no (0%) adjustment is applied.  

 
Assuming this proposal is accepted by all parties, then the CDM adjustment for 2019 CDM 
programs savings would be: 
 

Source kWh Savings Adjustment to 2019 Load Forecast 
IESO’s April 2019 P&C report 
January 2019 to March 2019 

=(39,749 kWh *4) 
Annualized – 158,996 kWh 

158,996 x 0.5 (half-year) 
= 79,498 kWh 

Streetlight LED Conversion 
Worksheet 8. LRAMVA model  

Annualized savings of 
409,381 kWh 

409,381 x 0.25 
= 102,345 

Total Adjustment for 2019 CDM Program in 2019 = 181,843 kWh 
 

Persistence Adjustment to 2019 Load Forecast 
Persistence for 2019 CDM Program in 2020 158,996 + (Streetlight savings 409,381 x 0.75) 

= 466,032 kWh 
Persistence for 2019 CDM Program in 2021 158,996 + 409,381 (Streetlight savings with no adjust)  

= 568,377 kWh 
 
To supplement its’ response, WNP has included an excel file showing the CDM adjustment 
variable data based upon the above proposal that could be used in the Applicant’s Load 
Forecast – please refer to excel file “2-VECC-64 WNP 2006-2019 CDM kWh Savings Summary 
Pre-Settlement”, in particular worksheets: 

o “C. 2015-2020 Programs”. 
o “D. CDM ½ yr Rule”. 
o “F. Input Variable – Load F’cast”. 

 
WNP would be willing to discuss this proposal at the Settlement Conference. 
 

d) Regarding VECC’s question “Please reconcile and explain whether the Street Light CDM 
adjustment is really required”, the LDC would be agreeable to remove the Streetlight CDM 
adjustment subject to all parties agreeing to WNP’s proposal as discussed in response to part 
c) above. 
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VECC-65 

REFERENCE: 3-VECC-47 c) 
 
PREAMBLE: The response explains the lower Services weighting for GS<50 as follows:   

“The weighting for GS<50 kW is less than Residential because there are 
so many fewer customers (less than one seventh). To make the weighting 
equal would assume that there is over a 700% increase in the cost of 
providing service to GS<50 kW versus a Residential customer. A 
weighting of 0.4 means there is a much more accurate estimate of just 
under 300% increase in cost for the average GS<50 kW service over 
residential customer.” 

a) Please confirm that, in the Cost Allocation model, the Services Weightings are 
expressed on a per customer basis and then in Tab I6.2 multiplied by the number 
of customers in the class to derive the overall weighting for Services by customer 
class. 

b) Based on this confirmation and the response provided above shouldn’t the 
Services weighting for GS<50 be 3.0? 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) WNP’s understanding of the OEB’s Cost Allocation model is: 

o In worksheet “I5.2 Weighting Factors” the Services Weightings are expressed as per 
customer basis. 

o In worksheet “I6.2 Customer Data” row 47 “Weighted –Services” multiplies the Service 
Weighting factor by the number of customers in the rate class to determine the overall 
weighting for Services by each customer class. 

 
b) WNP agrees with VECC’s comment – the Weighting Factor for Services for GS<50 kW rate 

class should be 3.0. 
 
By changing the GS<50 kW Services Weighting Factor in the OEB’s Cost Allocation Model 
(CAM) from 0.4 to 3.0, the effect to the revenue-to-expenses ratios are: 

Rate Class Revenue to Expenses 
CAM as filed with 

Interrogatories 

Revenue to Expenses 
CAM Updated 

Residential 101.19% 102.90% 
GS <50 kW 126.47% 118.50% 
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GS 50-999 kW 100.00% 100.00% 

GS 1000-4999 kW 83.25% 83.25% 
Streetlight 46.05% 46.05% 

Sentinel 99.72% 99.72% 
USL 179.42% 179.42% 

 
Recommendation: 
The above table demonstrates this change has implications to the Rate Design of the 
Residential and GS<50 kW rate classes. WNP recommends this change is accepted by all 
parties and, if agreed at the Settlement Conference, the updated Cost Allocation Model is to 
be filed on the OEB’s web portal. 
 
In replying to VECC’s pre-settlement conference questions, WNP has provided an updated 
copy of the Cost Allocation Model that includes the change noted above for all parties to 
review. (File named 2021 Cost Allocation Model v1.0 EB-2020-0061 Pre-Settlement). 
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VECC-66 

REFERENCE: 3-VECC 45 
   Cost Allocation Model, Tab I4 (BO Assets) 
PREAMBLE: VECC 45 explains the derivation of the 75/25 split for underground 

cable as between primary and secondary. 
a) Please explain why 100% of underground conduit is considered to be primary. 
 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) Historically WNP has not separated conduit asset expenses between primary and secondary. 

Prior to 2020, the balance in the 1840 account was $861. In 2020, WNP did install conduit for 
primary at a cost of $40,670 and hence the 100% of this expense was allocated to the primary 
in the Cost Allocation model. 
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VECC-67 

REFERENCE: 7-Staff 70 a) & d) 
   Cost Allocation Model, Tabs I6.2 and I8 
 
PREAMBLE: The response to Staff 70 a) states: “WNP wish to confirm that every 

customer relies on the LDC for secondary distribution.” 
 The response to Staff 70 b) states that for the GS 50-999 class:  

“WNP confirms that the demand profiles at sheet I8 should have 
reflected 80% which supports the fact that 80% of demand is 
served by Wellington North Power and 20% is served by customer 
owned transformers. A revised Cost Allocation Model filed with 
these responses have been amended to reflect this change.” 

a) Please explain how the situation can arise where the customer owns the 
transformer (as is the case with all GS 1,000-4,999 customers and some GS 50-
999 customers) but WNP owns the secondary assets on the low side of the 
transformer. 

b) It is noted that the demand data in for the GS 50-999 class in Sheet I8 now has a 
Line Transformer 4NCP value equal to 80% of the Primary 4NCP value 
consistent with the response to Staff 70 b).  However, it is also noted that for the 
GS 50-999 class:  i) the Secondary 4NCP value is set at 80% which is 
inconsistent with the response to Staff 70 a) and ii) both the Line Transformer 
and Secondary customer counts in Sheet I6.2 are equal to the Primary customer 
count which is inconsistent with Sheet I8.  Please reconcile. 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) WNP acknowledges that the confirmation made in its’ response to 7-Staff-70 a) was 

incomplete and therefore incorrect. The statement should have said: 
 

“WNP wish to confirm that every customer relies on the LDC for secondary distribution 
except for those customers that do not own their own transformers. For customers that 
own their own transformers, they are connected to the primary distribution system”. 
 

To be clear, all customers in rate class GS 1,000-4,999 kW and 2 customers in rate class GS 50-
999 kW own their own transformers and are connected to the primary distribution system; all 
other customers rely on the LDC for secondary distribution. 
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b) In the Cost Allocation Model, WNP has updated worksheet “I6.2 Customer Data” cell F25 to 

be 32 instead of 34. The value of 32 in cell F25 represents the number customers who rely the 
LDC for secondary distribution. 
 
In replying to VECC’s pre-settlement conference questions, WNP has provided an updated 
copy of the Cost Allocation Model that includes the change noted above for all parties to 
review. (File named 2021 Cost Allocation Model v1.0 EB-2020-0061 Pre-Settlement). 
 
Recommendation: 
Given that there is a material change as a result of the changes made in Cost Allocation Model 
in responding to VECC’s pre-settlement question VECC-67, WNP recommends that, subject to 
agreement from all parties, a revised version of the Cost Allocation Model is filed on the OEB’s 
web portal. 
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VECC-68 

REFERENCE: 7-Staff 70 a) & d) 
   Cost Allocation Model, Tabs I6.2 and I8 
 
PREAMBLE: The prelude to Staff 70 states:  “All customers in the GS 1,000-

4,999 kW rate class own their own transformers and therefore are 
not eligible for the transformer allowance.” 

 The response to Staff 70 a) states:  “WNP also confirms that all 
customers in the General Service 1,000-4,999 kW rate class own 
their transformation facilities and do not contribute to the system 
transformation costs. The volumetric rate billed to customers in this 
rate class exclude the transformation cost (voltage step-down) 
element because it is the customer’s equipment and not the utility’s 
equipment performing the transformation activity.” 

 The response to Staff 70 d) states:  “WNP has updated the model 
to populate the demand allocator of Line Transformer NCP for the 
GS 1000-4999 class to reflect the fact that all customers in this 
class do not receive a transformer allowance.” 

a) In Sheet I8 the Line Transformer and Secondary 4NCP values for the GS 1,000-
4,999 class are equal to the Primary 4NCP value.  Similarly, in Sheet I6.2 the 
Line Transformer and Secondary customer counts for the GS 1,000-4,999 class 
are equal to the Primary customer count.  This would suggest that all GS 1,000-
4,999 customers use WNP owned transformers which is inconsistent with the 
prelude to Staff 70.  Inclusion of these 4NCP values for this class also means this 
customer class is allocated a share of line transformer costs which is inconsistent 
with Staff 70 a).  Please reconcile. 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) In the Cost Allocation Model, WNP has updated the following worksheets: 

 
o Worksheet “I6.2 Customer Data” for rate class GS 1,000-4,999 kW: 

• Entered zero (0) for Line Transformer and Secondary Customer Base (cells H24 and 
H25) because all customers in this rate class are connected to the primary 
distribution system and use their own transformers. 

o Worksheet “I8 Demand Data” for rate class GS 1,000-4,999 kW: 
• Entered zero (0) for Line Transformer NCP and Secondary NCP in cells H57, H58, 

H63, H64, H69 and H70 because all customers in this rate class are connected to 
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the primary distribution system and use their own transformers. 

 
Through making the changes to the OEB’s Cost Allocation Model (CAM) as described above, 
as well as in response to questions VECC-65 and VECC-67, the effect to the revenue-to-
expenses ratios are: 
 

Rate Class Revenue to Expenses 
CAM as filed with 

Interrogatories 

Revenue to Expenses 
CAM Updated 

Residential 101.19% 98.08% 
GS <50 kW 126.47% 110.97% 

GS 50-999 kW 100.00% 88.10% 
GS 1000-4999 kW 83.25% 107.11% 

Streetlight 46.05% 45.81% 
Sentinel 99.72% 99.69% 

USL 179.42% 175.20% 
 
The table below shows the Bill Impact table as a consequence of the revisions made to data 
through responding to interrogatories as per page 5 of “Wellington North Power Applicant 
Response to IR EB-2020-0061” as filed on February 8th 2021: 

 
Rate Riders are for 24 months disposition period. 

 
The table below shows the Bill Impact table as a consequence of incorporating the changes 
to the OEB’s Cost Allocation Model as discussed in responses to pre-settlement questions 
VECC-65, VECC-67 and VECC-68: 

 
Rate Riders are for 24 months disposition period. 
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In replying to VECC’s pre-settlement conference questions, WNP has provided an updated 
copy of the Cost Allocation Model that includes the change noted above for all parties to 
review. (File named 2021 Cost Allocation Model v1.0 EB-2020-0061 Pre-Settlement). 
 
Recommendation: 
Given that there is a material change as a consequence of the changes made in Cost Allocation 
Model in responding to VECC’s pre-settlement questions VECC-65, VECC-67 and VECC-68, 
WNP recommends that, subject to agreement from all parties, a revised version of the Cost 
Allocation Model is filed on the OEB’s web portal. 
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VECC-69 

REFERENCE: VECC 55 
   RTSR Workform, Tabs 3 and 5 

 
PREAMBLE: VECC 55 incorrectly referenced Tab 4 of the RTSR Workform 

instead of Tab 5, 
a) Please confirm whether, in Tab 5, the “Units Billed” are based on 2019 data. 
b) If the “Units Billed” in Tab 5 are not based on 2019 data, please update the 

RTSR Workform so that the Units Billed are based on 2019, the same year as 
was used for the RRR data in Tab 3. 

c) If the “Units Billed” are based on 2019 data, please explain why the values for 
April and May are not materially higher than in other months (indeed the Line 
Connection values are actually materially lower) when according to VECC 55 b) 
WNP was billed by HON for a double peak in each of these months. 

 

 
WNP’s Response: 
 
a) WNP confirms the “Units Billed” in worksheet “5. Historical Wholesale” in the RTSR workform 

is 2019 data. 
 

b) Not applicable – please refer to response to a). 
 

c) HONI invoices WNP for 3 sub-transmission delivery points that are “Units Billed” (i.e. peak-
demand billed): 

1) Hanover TS. 
2) Fergus TS: Arthur PME. 
3) Palmerston TS: Mount Forest South. 
 

The table below shows the applicable delivery charges applied to each sub-transmission peak-
demand billed delivery point: 

 Network 
Charge 

Line 
Connection 

Transformation 
Connection 

Hanover TS. Yes No Yes 
Fergus TS: Arthur PME. Yes Yes Yes 
Palmerston TS: Mount Forest South Yes Yes Yes 
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On April 1st 2019 HONI switched all load from the Palmerston TS to the Hanover TS. The load 
was transferred back to Palmerston on May 31st 2019. HONI’s monthly invoice is for a calendar 
month period, i.e. from 1st to 30th/31st. As the load transfer happened on the 1st of the month 
(April 1st) and then transferred back to normal load on the 31st (May 31st), there were no 
double-peak demand billed by HONI. The switching was necessary for HONI to complete work 
at Palmerston TS. 
 
Because Hanover TS delivery point does not have a Line Connection charge (unlike Palmerston 
TS) the Line Connection “Units Billed” for these months were lower resulting in a reduced Line 
Connection Amount for both April and May 2019. 
 
The tables below summarizes the Hydro One invoices for 2019 and shows the 2019 monthly 
details for the Network Charge, the Line Connection Charge and Transformation Connection 
Charge with this data used to populate the RTSR Model worksheet “5. Historical Wholesale”: 
 

Network Charge 

 
 
The above table illustrates that in April 2019 and May 2019 there was no load on Palmerston 
TS as HONI transferred all load from Palmerston TS to Hanover TS. 
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Line Connection Charge 

 
 
The above table illustrates that during HONI’s load switching 2019 from Palmerston TS to 
Hanover TS in April 2019 and May 2019, the “Units Billed” were lower as Hanover TS does not 
charge a Line Connection rate. 
 

Transformation Connection Charge 

 
 
In preparing its’ reply to VECC”s pre-settlement question, WNP reviewed all the HONI invoices 
for 2019. During this review, WNP noted there were inputting errors in the RTSR model for the 
Transformation Connection Charge. In the table above, the shaded cells represent the 
corrected data, i.e. what should have been inputted into the RTSR model. 
 



Wellington North Power Inc. 
Response to Pre-Settlement Conference Clarification Questions 

EB-2020-0061 
Page 19 of 19 

 
When the corrected Transformation Connection Charge data is input into the RTSR model, the 
result to the calculated proposed RTSR Network Charge and proposed Connection Charge 
are: 
 

Comparison: RTSR As Filed and Corrected 

 
 
In replying to VECC’s pre-settlement conference questions, WNP has provided an updated 
copy of the RTSR Model that includes the change noted above for all parties to review. (File 
named 2021 RTSR Model v1.0 EB-2020-0061 Pre-Settlement). 
 
Recommendation: 
Given that there is a material change to the Proposed RTSR Connection Charge due to 
correcting the data in the RTSR model, which in turn affects the projected bill impact for all 
rate-classes, WNP recommends that, subject to agreement from all parties, a revised version 
of the RTSR model is filed on the OEB’s web portal. 
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