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December 15, 2016 

 

Northwest Territories Public Utilities Board 

203 – 62 Woodland Drive, Box 4211 

Hay River, NT X0E 1G1 

 

Attention:  Louise Larocque, Board Secretary: 

 

Dear Ms. Larocque: 

 

Re: Northwest Territories Power Corporation (“NTPC”) 2016-19 GRA  

 Comments by YK/HR 

  

Further to the letter dated December 8, 2016 from the Public Utilities Board (“PUB”) requesting 

comments from parties, and further to the correspondence from  NTPC dated December 7, 2016, 

setting out its comments respecting certain information requests that are in question, the City of 

Yellowknife and the Town of Hay River (“YK/HR”) submit the following comments. 

 

In its letter of December 7, NTPC provided its response to deficient IRs.   

In Section 2, NTPC indicates it will file its report of Finances by December 16, and that it will 

update its Phase I schedules with its Phase II GRA due by February 28, 2017.  YK/HR expect 

that all 2015/2016 actual results will be included in the revised schedules.  Based on this 

assumption YK/HR agree that the issue with the response to YK/HR 1 (a) has been resolved. 

In section 5, NTPC discusses regulatory filing standards.   

Regarding the response to YK/HR 2(a), YK/HR understand that NTPC does not track costs and 

benefits of its strategic initiatives, and further, it has refused to provide documentation regarding 

its strategic initiatives.  As such, YK/HR accept the NTPC response is as complete as NTPC is 

willing to provide. YK/HR will rely on this response, but is concerned that the requested 

information may appear at a later date, in rebuttal evidence.  Should that happen, YK/HR wish to 

advise that they will seek redress at that time. 
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Regarding YK/HR 3 (a) and (b) and YK/HR 15(c) and (f), YK/HR accept the responses as final.  

As stated at the technical workshop, YK/HR remain concerned that NTPC did not provide full 

answers in the IR responses. 

On page 6 of its letter, NTPC states: 

NTPC is fully cognizant of the fact that the MFR is the “minimum” filing 

requirements, and not the “only” filing requirements. The MFR Committee 

contemplated that the threshold levels originally set out might require revisions 

based on practice. Based on the recommendations of the MFR Committee, in 

Decision 13-2014, the PUB approved a review of the MFR every five years to 

review the relevance and applicability of the MFR. NTPC recommends that if the 

interested parties provide relevant and justifiable arguments that a change to the 

thresholds is required, the PUB should add this information to the threshold 

discussions at the time of the MFR review in 2019.  

YK/HR remain concerned that NTPC is using the MFR as a way to block legitimate enquiry, in 

effect making the Minimum Filing Requirements, the de facto Maximum Filing Requirements.  

YK/HR submit that the Board must not allow this trend to continue, and that legitimate lines of 

enquiry must be allowed, including such things as where cost items increase by well over 100%.   

Finally, YK/HR is cognizant of the fact that the updated Phase I schedules, to include 2015/16 

actual results, will not be filed until the Phase II application is filed.   This information may well 

impact any intervener evidence, and as such, YK/HR request that the PUB adjust the procedural 

schedule to take this fact into account. 

 

Yours truly, 

  

BROWNLEE LLP 

PER: 

 

 

 

 

THOMAS D. MARRIOTT, Q.C. 

/rnd 
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