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September 30, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Gord Van Tighem, Chairman 
NWT Public Utilities Board 
#203-62 Woodland Drive 
Box 4211 
Hay River, NT  X0E 1G1 
 
Dear Mr. Van Tighem, 
 
Re:  NTPC 2016/19 GRA – Information Requests 
 
On June 30, 2016 the Northwest Territories Power Corporation (“NTPC” or the 

“Corporation”) filed a General Rate Application (“GRA”) with the NWT Public Utilities 

Board (“PUB” or “Board”). The GRA was prepared in accordance with Decision 13-2014 

that approved the Minimum Filing Requirements (“MFR”). The MFR was developed by 

an MFR Committee that included representatives from NTPC, Northland Utilities 

(Yellowknife) Limited, Northland Utilities (NWT) Limited, the Thermal Generation 

Communities, the Hydro Communities and the Dehcho First Nation. The main task of the 

Committee was to collaboratively develop SSAs and MFRs to be used by electric utilities 

in future GRA filings. The development of the MFRs from conception to Decision took 20 

months of time and effort however, the Board and all participating parties recognized 

that the MFR for GRAs would “facilitate and enhance informed, evidence based 

regulation of public utilities in the Northwest Territories while facilitating the achievement 

of regulatory and process efficiencies.”1 A robust GRA filing increases efficiency by 

ensuring that all utilities present and file a comparable GRA that better enables 

interveners to ask information requests that are materially relevant to the proceeding and 

lead to a better understanding by all parties of the issues before the Board.  

 

NTPC received 616 information requests on the 2016/19 GRA on September 7, 2016. A 

number of those information requests seek further schedules or analysis beyond the 

parameters established in Decision 13-2014 or request further variance explanations 

beyond those included in Decision 13-2014. The Corporation is providing complete 

responses to more than 94% of the questions asked. However for 36 of the information 

requests and their subcomponents, the Corporation cannot provide the data, the 

                                                        
1
 PUB Decision 13-2014 p. 1. 
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information requested is not materially relevant for this specific proceeding or the 

Corporation is concerned that these requests expand the boundaries of the MFR beyond 

that information that the MFR committee recognized as materially relevant for a GRA 

proceeding generally. 

 

Historical information 

The MFR Committee recommended the GRA include historic information for the three 

years immediately prior to the first test year. In reaching that recommendation, the MFR 

Committee reiterated that it had “weighed the costs and benefits of the use of historical 

data to test forecast data.”2 The PUB approved this recommendation.  

 

The following questions request more than three years of historic information. NTPC 

reiterates that in the present GRA, the additional work and costs involved in providing 

more than three years of data far outstrip any potential benefit that may be gained from a 

review of data four plus years old and would do little if anything to advance the parties’ 

understanding of the issues.  Accordingly, the Corporation advises pursuant to section 

21(2) of the Rules that it will be providing data for the three years immediately before the 

2016/17 test year.  

 

TGC-NTPC-14(b) 

NUL-NTPC-2 (c), (d), (e), (f) 

NUL-NTPC-8(b)  

NUL-NTPC-10(d), (g)  

NUL-NTPC-14(c), (d), (e) 

NUL-NTPC-16(c), (d) 

NUL-NTPC-21(b)  

NUL-NTPC-22 

NUL-NTPC-27(a), (b) 

NUL-NTPC-28(c) 

 

Filing Format, Standard Sections and Schedules  

The MFR Committee established and the PUB approved a standardized filing format 

with sections and schedules. An important element of the required MFR schedules is 

that they must be in Excel format. This recommendation followed on the numerous 

information requests in prior GRAs seeking the provision of information in Excel format 

including for example NTPC’s 2012/14 GRA.  In that proceeding, YK/HR requested 

Excel spreadsheets to create efficiencies in the process and avoid extensive cost and 

                                                        
2
 Decision 13-2014, p. 28 
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effort to conduct analyses.3 The Board directed the schedules to be provided in Excel 

format “in the interests of avoiding duplication of work by interveners…”4 The MFR 

follows this approach of requiring all schedules to be in Excel format thus allowing 

interveners to arrange the data as they require to conduct their analyses without the 

need for any duplication.    

 

NTPC has fully complied with this requirement and provided in Excel format, all 

schedules with the required detail and level of detail that the MFR Committee 

determined was necessary to allow the interveners to test its Application. Despite this, 

NTPC has received a number of  information requests that request NTPC create new 

schedules using the data already presented in the GRA. The underlying data has 

already been provided in the form required and is available for any interested party to 

analyze as it sees fit. Any further recasting of the same data in a different form goes 

beyond the spirit and intent of the MFR. Accordingly, the Corporation advises pursuant 

to section 21 (2) that it will not be providing the new schedules for the following 

information requests.  

 

NUL-NTPC-26(a),(b),(c) 

NUL-NTPC-27(a), (b) 

NUL-NTPC-28(a), (c) 

BR-NTPC-13(a), (b) 

 

There are also information requests that require the Corporation to create new 

schedules that are not part of MFR Decision. In addition, in one case, the information 

requested goes beyond the approved MFR directions that specify information is to be 

provided on a Zone basis.  

 

In reaching its recommendations on the schedules, the MFR Committee specified the 

level of detail required in the schedules and whether information should be provided on a 

Zone basis or otherwise. In reaching these recommendations, the MFR Committee no 

doubt considered the overall objectives of the MFR to ensure information evidence 

based regulation of utilities while facilitating regulatory and process efficiencies. In any 

event, the requested additional schedules would not materially advance the parties 

understanding of the issues in this proceeding. Accordingly, the Corporation will not be 

providing complete responses to the following information requests.  

 

YK/HR-NTPC-3(a), (b) 

                                                        
3
 Board Letter, July 13, 2012, Ruling on YK/HR Motion for Further and Better Information Responses. 

4
 Ibid, p. 3. 
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NUL-NTPC-14(g)  

NUL-NTPC-22(a) 

 

BR-NTPC-17(b) requests overhauls by plant and by unit. The MFR requires information 

at the zone level only but to assist in the GRA process the Corporation will provide 

historical detail at the plant level and forecast detail at the zone level.  

 

BR-NTPC-17(e) requests a breakout of the water license costs by component which was 

not part of the schedules required in the SSA/MFR. In the interests of providing 

information required to test the inputs of this accounts, NTPC will be providing this 

information.  

 

NUL-NTPC-10(d) and (e) request community based balances for the Territorial Wide 

Stabilization fund. The MFR does not require information at the community level 

however the Corporation will provide the fund continuity that has been filed previously 

with the Board.  

 

Variance Threshold 

The MFR Committee proposed materiality thresholds for providing variance explanations 

for each of NTPC and NUL. The PUB approved those materiality thresholds which 

required NTPC to provide variance explanations for any variance exceeding $0.200 

million for capital additions by project and $0.125 million for O&M expenses at the 

function level. In reaching those thresholds, the MFR Committee determined that these 

were the levels of “materiality” for NTPC.  Certain IRs seek additional variance 

explanations. NTPC will provide O&M variance explanations at the expense account 

level as well as the function level. NTPC will provide capital addition variance 

explanations at the project level and not the individual component level. However, NTPC 

will provide variance explanations where requested where those variances reached the 

materiality threshold  established by the Board. Providing further information beyond the 

established materiality thresholds is not materially relevant and will not serve to advance 

the understanding of the issues in the proceeding. The following are the information 

requests that require explanations beyond the threshold listed above.  

 

TGC-NTPC-13(b) 

TGC-NTPC-14(c) 

TGC-NTPC-15(a) 

TGC-NTPC-24(b) 

TGC-NTPC-25(a) 

TGC-NTPC-37(c) 

TGC-NTPC-44(h) 
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TGC-NTPC-45(c) 

TGC-NTPC-46(d) 

TGC-NTPC-47(e)  

TGC-NTPC-62(c)  

YK/HR-NTPC-15(c), (f) 

 
Non-Standardized Account Explanations 

NTPC has provided O&M Schedules by Function and by Expense Element in 

accordance with Decision 13-2014. Throughout the GRA NTPC discussed several 

corporate strategic initiates that would be recorded in several function accounts and 

expense elements. Strategic initiatives are generally not tracked by project number and 

they form part of the Corporation’s overall direction. Consequently the Corporation 

advises pursuant to section 21 (2) that it is unable to answer the following information 

requests.  

 

YK/HR-NTPC-2(a) 

TGC-NTPC-11(b)  

TGC-NTPC-14(b) 

BR-NTPC-9(a)  

 

Readily Publically Available Information 

The Corporation has annual reports that are publically available at www.ntpc.com. In the 

spirit of increasing efficiency and reducing regulatory costs the Corporation identifies the 

following information requests where the information can be found in the annual reports.  

 

TGC.NTPC-11(a)  

 

The Corporation does not release its’ actual financial results until these have been 

tabled in the Legislative Assembly of the Northwest Territories. Due to delays with the 

2015/16 year end audit, the Corporation’s 2015/16 financial results have not been tabled 

in the Legislative Assembly at this time. Therefore, NTPC will not be providing the 

2015/16 actual results as requested in the information requests listed below. 

 

NUL-NTPC-8(b)  

NUL-NTPC-15(a)  

NUL-NTPC-21(b)  

NUL-NTPC-22 

NUL-NTPC-27(a), (b) 

YK/HR-NTPC-1(a) 

TGC-NTPC- 6(a) 
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TGC-NTPC- 21(b) 

TGC-NTPC- 40(a) 

TGC-NTPC- 65(d) 

BR-NTPC-7(b)  

 

A number of the information requests, as referenced above, seek information which is 

not materially relevant, will not enhance the parties or the Board’s understanding of the 

material issues and will not lead to a more efficient interrogatory process.  The 

Corporation notes that when the Board initiated the MFR Process, it recognized that 

“MFRs… would facilitate more complete and comprehensive filings, a more efficient 

interrogatory process, and reduced cross-examination time at hearings.”5 The 

Corporation’s GRA is the first GRA filed under the new MFR. NTPC has worked 

diligently to ensure it complied with the MFR and the result is a very thorough, complete 

and comprehensive filing.  

 

Please feel free to contact me at (867) 874-5200 if you have any questions on this 

matter. 

 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
Cory Strang, CFA 
Manager, Budget and Regulatory Affairs 
 
 
 
 
 
  

                                                        
5
 SSA/MFR Project Committee Terms of Reference, PUB, May 24, 2013, p. 1. 


