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1. BACKGROUND 
 

The Northwest Territories Public Utilities Board (“Board”) received 

Applications for approval of a Net Metering Program from the Northwest 

Territories Power Corporation (“NTPC”) and Northland Utilities (Yellowknife) 

Limited and Northland Utilities (NWT) Limited (collectively the “Northland” or 
"NUL") on June 14, 2013 and July 31, 2013, respectively.  

 

NTPC amended its Application by letter dated August 27, 2013. NTPC's 

Application also proposed certain revisions to the Terms and Conditions of 

Service and Rate Schedules.  

 

NUL's Application dated July 31, 2013 requested approval for revisions to 

Northland’s temporary Net Billing Pilot Project  

 

By letter dated August 1, 2013, the Board indicated that an Information 

Request (“IR”) process might be required to fully consider the design of the 

project and possible alternatives. The Board set a deadline of August 9, 2013 

for IRs on both applications. The Board indicated that depending upon the 

volume and complexity of the IRs, a deadline for IR responses and 

potentially Argument and Reply Argument would be set at a later date. 

 

On August 9, 2013, the Board, the Thermal Generation Communities (“TGC”) 

and Stand Alone Energy Systems Ltd. (“SAES”) submitted IRs to the 

respective Utilities. 

 

By letter dated August 12, 2013, the Board indicated that it had reviewed the 

IRs by SAES and the TGC and had decided to establish a schedule to 
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consider the Applications. The Board requested that parties notify the Board 

by August 30, 2013, if they intend to file Intervener Evidence.  

 

Northland provided responses to the IRs on August 23, 2013. With an 

extension request approved by the Board, NTPC filed its responses to the 

IRs on August 27, 2013. 

 

In an email dated September 5, 2013, Arctic Energy Alliance (“AEA”) 

submitted Intervener Evidence. The schedule was subsequently adjusted to 

include a round of IRs to Interveners as well as Rebuttal Evidence. 

 

The AEA responded to IRs from the Board and TGC on September 27, 2013. 

 

In accordance with the schedule, NUL filed Rebuttal evidence on October 16, 

2013. 

 

On October 30, 2013, NTPC, Northland, TGC and the City of 

Yellowknife/Town of Hay River (“YK/HR”) filed Argument. On November 7, 

2013, NTPC, Northland, TGC and YK/HR filed Reply Argument. 

 

The Board issued Decision 1-2014, dated January 31, 2014 approving the 

Net Metering Applications with instructions to NTPC, Northland and eligible 

customers, for implementation and operation of the Net Metering Program, 

effective January 1, 2014 

 

YK/HR participated as an intervener in the proceeding. 
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2. APPLICATION 
 

By letter dated April 28, 2014, the Counsel for YK/HR, Mr. Thomas D. 

Marriott, made an Application to the Board for intervener costs with respect 

to NTPC's and NUL’s Net Metering Applications. The costs consisted of 

Legal Fees, Consultant Fees and Disbursements in the amount of 

$10,844.30. 

 

On August 28, 2014, Ms. Rebecca Daw, Legal Assistant to Mr. Marriott, 

inquired about the application filed on April 28, 2014. Due to a technical 

problem, the Board did not receive YK/HR’s intervener costs application. Ms. 

Daw re-submitted the Application, on behalf of YK/HR, for intervener cost on 

August 28, 2014. 

 

The Board, by letter dated September 8, 2014, advised NTPC and NUL of 

the Application for Intervener Costs made on behalf of YK/HR and requested 

that they provide comment, if any, by September 22, 2014. 

 

By letter dated September 11, 2014, NUL stated that it has reviewed the 

application and found the costs submitted reasonable in the manner of the 

time and services provided and rates charged, which do not exceed cap 

rates outlined in Decision 25-2008. 

 

By letter dated September 18, 2014, NTPC stated that it had no comments 

regarding the cost claim submitted. NTPC also stated that recognizing that 

the Net Metering proceeding is applicable to both Northland and NTPC and 

considering the amount of intervention was approximately equal for both 

utilities, the Board might consider splitting these costs at 50% for each utility. 
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3. DECISION 
 

The Board’s Rules of Practice and Procedure subsection 32.(2) stipulates 

that: 

 

“(2) The Board may award costs to an intervener who 
 

(a) made a significant contribution which was relevant to the 
proceeding and which lead to a better understanding by all 
parties of the issues before the board; 

(b) participated in the hearing in a responsible manner and 
cooperated with other interveners having common 
objectives in the outcome of the proceeding in order to 
avoid a duplication of intervention; 

(c) made a reasonable effort to secure alternative funding 
where such funding was available to the intervener; 

(d) had a substantial interest in the outcome of the proceeding 
and represented the interests of a substantial number of 
ratepayers; and 

(e) has made an application for costs under rule 33.” 
 

Pursuant to the Board’s rules, YK/HR applied to the Board for an award of 

costs as specified in Section 2 of this Decision. 

 

In determining whether costs should be awarded in a particular application, 

the Board considers a number of factors including the nature of the 

application, the extent and effectiveness of participation by the interveners 

and the actual costs. 

 

Predicated upon these and any other factors particular to a cost application, 

the Board determines whether the intervention by a party was meaningful 

and of assistance, whether the costs were prudently incurred, reasonable 

and necessary and by whom, to whom and in what amount the costs are to 

be paid. 
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In NTPC’s letter it stated that the intervention was approximately equal for 

both utilities and the Board might consider splitting these costs at 50%. The 

Board agrees with NTPC and will approve splitting these costs at 50% for 

each utility. 

 

The intervention by YK/HR was, in the Board’s view, of benefit to the Board 

and ratepayers within the City of Yellowknife and the Town of Hay River. 

 

The Board considers that the cost claimed by Mr. Marriott on behalf of 

YK/HR was reasonably and prudently incurred. 

 

Based upon the foregoing, the Board finds that costs of $10,844.30 are 

reasonable and necessary and that NTPC and Northland should each 

forward $5,422.15 to Mr. Thomas D. Marriott, in trust for distribution to the 

claimants. NTPC and Northland shall be entitled to recover this sum from 

their customers through the mechanism of the Hearing Costs Deferral 

Account. 
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