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Issue 1.1 Has Hydro One responded appropriately to all relevant Board directions from previous proceedings?

Interrogatory #1
Ref: Exhibit A/Tab 14/Schedule 1/Page 3

Please explain why MCP base pay is projected to increase at 4% per year in 2009 and 2010, while represented groups are receiving less. 

Interrogatory #2
Ref: Exhibit H1/Tab 5/Schedule 1 

Preamble: In the settlement of the issue of the Export Transmission Service Tariff in EB-2006-0501, the parties were “supportive of the IESO undertaking a study of an appropriate ETS Tariff to be completed prior to the 2010 transmission rate setting process”.  
a) Please provide copies of the terms of reference and statement of deliverables for the IESO consultation to be delivered in June 2009.

b) The web address given for this study on the IESO site did not appear to display an initiative on the ETS tariff.  Please provide the IESO reference number for this consultation.

c) Please provide any progress reports the IESO has given to Hydro One for this project.
Interrogatory # 3
Ref: Exhibit H1/Tab 5/Schedule 1
Preamble: As the export transmission tariff is a Hydro One tariff, it would seem incumbent on Hydro One to seek any required changes to the tariff via a Board rate setting process. 

a) Does Hydro One anticipate applying for an interim adjustment to its rates, should the IESO recommend a change in the export tariff?

b) If the answer to a) is no, what process does Hydro One foresee to change the tariff?
Interrogatory # 4
Ref: Exhibit H1/Tab 5/Schedule 1
Please provide a calculation for the expected average revenue requirement associated with transmitting 1 MWhr on the Hydro One network (network only) for 2009 and 2010. In other words, if the network service charge was based on energy and not demand, what would be the average charge determinant in MWhr for 2009 and 2010? 
Interrogatory # 5
Ref: Exhibit A/Tab 15/Schedule 2/ Attachment 1/Section 4.2.2 (Page 20) (Benchmark Analysis)

In comparing metrics denominated by assets, did First Quartile Consulting control for differences in depreciation rates that might affect the results? 
Issue 2.1 Is the load forecast and methodology appropriate and have the impacts of Conservation and Demand Management Initiatives been suitably reflected?

Interrogatory # 6
Ref: Exhibit A/Tab 14/Schedule 3/ Attachment A/ Figure 1 and Figure 2
Please provide augmented versions of these charts, with the addition of linear trend lines.  In the alternate, please provide the source data.

Interrogatory # 7
Ref: Exhibit A/Tab 14/Schedule 3/ Attachment B/ Table 2
Please provide actual (not weather corrected) average monthly peak demand for the years 2002-2007.

Issue 5.3 Are the proposed Deferral/Variance Accounts appropriate? 

Interrogatory # 8
Ref: Exhibit F1/Tab 1/Schedule 2/ Section 3.1

a) Has The OPA specifically requested Hydro One to undertake preliminary work on IPSP projects?

b) If so, has the OPA provided Hydro One with specific requirements for this development work, such as the quality of estimates and schedules, or the required extent of stakeholder consultations?

c) Has Hydro One requested that the OPA compensate Hydro One for IPSP project development work? If not, please explain the rationale for this decision.

d) Please comment on whether the project development  work undertaken at the request of the OPA would be transferrable and useful to a third party, should Hydro One not be the transmitter selected to construct the projects.
Issue 7.1: Is the proposal to continue with the status quo charge determinants for Network and Connection service appropriate?

Interrogatory # 9
Has Hydro One conducted or commissioned any review of current or recent practices in other jurisdictions with respect to the use of ratchets in Network connection rate designs? If so, please provide the review or analysis.

Interrogatory # 10
Ref: Exhibit H1/Tab 2/ Sch 1

Please provide an estimate of the 2009 and 2010 revenue impact on Hydro One under the following conditions, if the behaviour of loads is unchanged:

a) Reduction of the 85% ratchet to 50%.

b) Elimination of the 85% ratchet. 

Interrogatory # 11
Ref: Exhibit H1/Tab 2/ Schedule 1

a) Please provide any analysis Hydro One has undertaken to estimate the affect that removal of the ratchet would have on customer behaviour.

b) Please identify the average (monthly) number of transmission connected customers, broken out by LDC and Direct, whose network connection charge is set by the 85% ratchet and not by coincident peak demand.


