Demande de renseignements n° 1
d’Option consommateurs à Hydro-Québec Distribution

Plan d’approvisionnement 2005-2014
Dossier R-3550-2004

1. Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 2, p 12, Table 2.2, footnote 1; HQD-3, Doc 2, p 9, lines 4-8.

Questions:

1.1 Please explain the basis for the additional 40 MW of capacity attributed to the TransCanada Energy plant in the months of December, January and February.


1.2 What type of product is this additional 40 MW of capacity? (E.g., base, modular, cyclable, peak.) 


2. Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 2, pp 6-10.

Question:

2.1 In the 2001-2004 History of the Supply Plan Context described on pp 6-10, there is no specific reference to A/O 2004-01. Was there an A/O 2004-01? If so, was it the short-term call for tender, which resulted in five transactions being signed with the Constellation Group for 250 MW in May 2004 (p 8, lines 3 – 7)?


3 Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 2, p 10, lines 3-6; HQD-3, Doc 2, p 9, lines 25-27

Questions:


Regarding A/O 2004-03, launched in October 2004:

3.1  What is the current status of this call for tender?

3.2  Has HQD received any responses as of yet from the call for tender?

3.3  If yes, what is the total number of qualifying submissions received and the total MW tendered?

3.4  How many MW does HQD anticipate seeking approval for and when?

3.5  What are the energy deliveries are associated with A/O 2004-03?

3.6  Are the 100-400 MW monthly quantities needed to meet power requirements during 2005?  If so, for which months?

4 Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 2, p 10, lines 6-12; HQD-3, Doc 2, p 10, lines 15-20

Question:


4.1 Regarding A/O 2004-02, launched in October 2004, please confirm that the cogeneration contracted under this call for tender, will be operated as base load facilities.


5 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 2, p 12, Table 2.2, footnote 3


Question:


5.1  According to footnote 3, the power associated with the short-term contracts and calls for tender for 2005 cannot be used to meet the power reliability criteria given the terms of the contracts. Please explain why this is the case.

6 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 2, p 12, Table 2.2, footnote 4

Question:

6.1 What is the basis for the 36.5% load factor attributed to wind power?


7 Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 1, p 4, Table entitled Approvisionnements additionnels requis; HQD-3, Doc 3, p 21, Table 3.1 entitled Approvisionnements additionnels requis 2009-2014 (avant déploiement du Plan)

Questions:

With respect to both tables:

7.1 Please confirm that the additional energy requirements defined in the first line item are all the additional energy requirements above the heritage pool supply. 


7.2 If not, please explain what these additional energy requirements represent.


7.3 Please confirm that the additional power requirements at the peak refer to additional requirements above both the heritage pool and the contracts for additional supply as a result of past calls for tender.


7.4 If not, please explain what these additional power requirements represent.


7.5 Please provide a revised table for the years 2005-2014 that sets out additional requirements for both energy and peak power over and above both the heritage pool and the contracts for additional supply as a result of past calls for tender.


8 Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 2, p 8, lines 3-7; HQD-3, Doc 3, p 5, Table 1.1


Questions:

In reference to the 3.0 TWh of short-term contracts for 2005 as shown in Table 1.1:

8.1 How much of the 3.0 TWh is accounted for by the 250 MW associated with the 5 contracts signed with the Constellation Group in May 2004?


8.2 Will the call for tender A/O 2004-03 make up the balance of the 3.0 TWh of short-term contracts for 2005?


8.3 If not, when and how will the balance of the 3.0 TWh required be addressed through calls for tender? 


9 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 6, Table 1.2


Questions:
9.1 Please confirm that the additional power requirements shown for 2005-06 through to 2007-2008 will all be met through short-term contracts.


9.2 For the years 2008-2009 and beyond, how much, if any, of the additional power requirements shown does HQD anticipate being met through short-term contracts?


10 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 21, Table 3.1

Question:
10.1 Based strictly on the load characteristics of additional supply requirements, please provide a breakdown of the additional peak power for each year as to how much should be provided by: (i) base load; (ii) modular capacity; (iii) cyclable capacity; and (iv) peak capacity.



11 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 21, Table 3.1; HQD-3, Doc 3, p 13, lines 17-29; HQD-3, Doc 2, p 10, lines 10-14

Questions:

11.1 Please provide more details on the purpose behind the load balancing service.

11.2 Please indicate the types and quantity of load balancing services required to support the planned 1990 MW wind capacity and how HQD expects these services will be provided.

11.3 Given that HQD will have contracted for approximately 1990 MW of installed capacity of wind power at the end of the Plan period, do the requirements for load balancing service impact the amount of base load, modular capacity, cyclable capacity and peak capacity, based strictly on load requirements (as outlined in IR 10.1)?


11.4  If the answer is no, please explain why not.


11.5  If the answer is yes, please outline the impacts on base load, modular capacity, cyclable capacity and peak capacity required in order to accommodate the wind capacity.


12 Reference:  HQD-1, Doc 1, p 6, lines 1-10

Questions:

12.1 Please provide a yearly breakdown indicating how much of the variance in additional energy supply required between the 2003 Plan Progress Report and the current proposed Supply Plan is due to: (i) decreased demand due to economic and demographic factors; (ii) greater energy efficiency savings; (iii) better than expected results from the first call for tender for wind energy; and (iv) the recent call for tender for cogeneration (as per the factors outlined in lines 6-10).


12.2 Please provide a similar table and variance analysis for the change in additional power (i.e., MW) requirements between the 2003 Plan Progress Report and the current proposed Plan.

13 Reference:  HQD-2, Doc 1, pp 7-9; p 13, Table 1.1

Question:

13.1 Please prepare a schedule that compares for the period of 2004-2011 the main economic and demographic assumptions underlying the load forecast for the first Supply Plan (as per R-3470-2001) with the current Supply Plan (as per the R-3550-2004).


14 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 25; and p 26, Table 2.5

Questions:

14.1 Please indicate for the year 2011 how much of the 1.5 TWh in increased energy efficiency savings is attributed to each of the customer sectors as set out in Table 2.5.


14.2 Please describe the factors other than improvements in energy efficiency that impact the load forecast in the current Plan (versus the 2003 Plan Progress Report) for General and Institutional Sector from 2004-2011. 

15 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, pp 26-27, Tables 2.5 and 2.6; and R-3541-2004, hearing transcript, Vol 1, p 252, lines 12-24.

Questions:

15.1 Why does the loss rate of 7.5% in the current Plan remain constant from 2005-2011 instead of improving given that HQD is currently studying ways to reduce its loss rate (as per HQD testimony in R-3541-2004)?


15.2 Please confirm whether sales of electricity to HQ units and construction sites by HQD (electricity for HQ internal use) are included in the load forecast for the 2005-2014 Plan.  If so, please indicate where they are included in Tables 2.5 and 2.6.


15.3 Please confirm whether sales of electricity to HQ units and construction sites by HQD (electricity for HQ internal use) are included in the load forecast associated with the 2003 Plan Progress Report.  If so, please indicate where they are included in Tables 2.5 and 2.6.


15.4 If the treatment of electricity for internal use is different for the current Supply Plan versus the 2003 Plan Progress Report, please indicate how this difference impacts on the variances shown in Tables 2.5 and 2.6.

16 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 31, Table 2.8; and R-3541-2004, hearing transcript, Vol 1, p 252, lines 12-24.

Questions:

16.1 Please confirm whether sales of electricity to HQ units and construction sites by HQD (electricity for HQ internal use) are included in the load forecast associated with the 2002-2011 Plan.  If so, please indicate where they are included in Table 2.8.


16.2 If the treatment of electricity for internal use is different for the current Supply Plan versus the 2002-2011 Plan, please indicate how this difference impacts on the variances shown in Table 2.8.

17 Reference: HQD-1, Doc 2, pp 8-9, HQD-3, Doc 3, Section 3.1.1, p 21

Questions:

17.1 In reference to the first 990 MW block of wind energy (contracted via A/O 2003-02), please set out a table with the anticipated MW and MWh of load balancing services required to support the first block of wind energy from 2006-07 through to 2013-14.


17.2 In reference to the second 1000 MW block of wind energy to be contracted during the Plan, please set out a table with the anticipated MW and MWh of load balancing services required to support the second block of wind energy from 2007-08 through to 2013-14.

17.3 For the first 990 MW block of wind energy, what are HQD’s plans to meet load-balancing requirements?
17.4 Please indicate the potential suppliers of load balancing services (i.e. names of companies and/or types of facilities).  In particular, are there any potential suppliers of load balancing services other than HQP and what are their estimated capabilities?



18 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1 and 1.2; Section 3.1.1, p 21

Questions:

18.1 Are there any incremental energy requirements associated with load balancing services for wind energy?  If so, are they incremental to the additional energy needs shown in Table 1.1 (i.e. are the load balancing requirements captured in the item approvisionnements additionnels requis au-delà du volume d’électricité patrimoniale)?


18.2 Are there any incremental power requirements associated with load balancing services for wind energy?  If so, are they incremental to the additional power needs shown in Table 1.2 (i.e. are load balancing requirements captured in the item puissance installée requise)?


18.3 How are any incremental capacity and energy required to provide load-balancing services for the first and second blocks of wind energy reflected in the Plan?


19 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 26, Table 2.5 and p 29, Table 2.7

Question:

19.1 Please explain why for 2011 there is an increase in energy use over the 2003 Plan Progress Report of 1.3 TWh, but a decrease in power requirements for the residential and agricultural sector of 540 MW (i.e. – 680 MW + 140 MW).


20 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 30 and p 31, Table 2.8


Question:

20.1 Please indicate for the years 2007 and 2011, how much of the variance between the two Plans in the Sales Forecast for Industriel Grandes Entreprises (2.4 TWh and 3.5 TWh respectively) is due to the expansion of the Alouette Plant (phase 2) in each of the years.



21 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 31, Table 2.8 and p 34, Table 2.10

Questions:

21.1 Please explain the basis for the increase in energy and power requirements for the line item Other Uses (Autres usages).

21.2 In particular, explain why, relative to the 2002-2011 Plan, the increase in Other Uses energy requirements for 2011 in the current forecast is less than 10% (i.e. 5.7 TWh vs. 5.2 TWh in Table 2.8), whereas the increase in power requirements is greater than 30% (i.e. 11,640 MW vs. 8660 MW in Table 2.10).

22 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 37, Tables 2.11 and 2.12

Question:

22.1 Provide Tables similar to 2.11 and 2.12 for the previous Supply Plan and please provide explanation of significant variances between the energy efficiently incorporated in the two Plans.



23 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 45, Table 2.16 and HQD-2, Doc 1, p 34, Table 2.10

Question:


23.1 Please confirm that the standard deviation and coefficient of variation shown in Table 2.16 for the years 2004-05 through to 2013-14 are based on the values for the same years shown in Table 2.10 in the line item Plan d’approvisionnement 2005-2014 under BESOINS RÉGULIERS DU DISTRIBUTEUR (i.e. the 3rd last line item). If not, please explain.



24 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 24, Table 2.4 and p 29, Table 2.7

Questions:


24.1 Please confirm that the differences in capacity requirements shown for the current Plan under BESOINS RÉGULIERS DU DISTRIBUTEUR in Tables 2.4 and 2.7 are attributable to rounding.


24.2 If not, please explain these differences.



25 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 46, lines 17-20 and p 31, Table 2.8

Question:

25.1  Please provide further explanation for the comment (p 46) that the impacts due to climate variation are practically the same for each year of the Plan given that the overall energy requirements are increasing for the duration of the period (as per Table 2.8).

26 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 46, lines 12-13

Question:

26.1 Please provide the standard deviation due to the impact of climate variation for 2014.



27 Reference: HQD-2, Doc 1, p 24, Table 2.4

Question:

27.1 Please provide for 2007-08 and 2013-14 the standard deviation attributable to the impact of climate variation on power requirements as set out in Table 2.4.



28 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 1, p 9, Table 2.2

Questions:


28.1 Confirm that the increase in reserve margin requirements shown in Table 2.2 from 2004-05 onward is due to an increase in load forecast uncertainty in the later years of the period.


28.2 If this is not the case, please explain why the reserve requirements are increasing through to 2007-08.



29 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 1, p 6, HQD-2, Doc 1, p 48, Graph 2.6

Question

29.1 Is there an energy reliability criterion that considers the first four years of the forecast, given that there is a potential for variation from average load forecast due to variations in the weather (as per Graph 2.6).

29.2 If yes, please indicate what it is.  If no, why not?



30 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1. and 1.2

Questions:

Regarding the line item gestion des approvisionnements en temps réel of 0.5 TWh in Table 1.1: 


30.1 Please explain why this line item was not included in Table 1.2, which describes the additional power required.


30.2 Please modify Table 1.2 to provide the additional power amounts for this line item for each year.



31 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1 and 1.2

Questions:

Regarding the line items Marché de court terme and Marché de long terme, which break down the additional supply in Table 1.1 between long-term and short-term markets:


31.1 Please explain why these line items are not included in Table 1.2, which describes the additional power required.


31.2 Please modify Table 1.2 to break down the additional power amounts for each year between short-term and long-term markets.



32 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 1, p 12, Table 1A; R-3370-2001, p 13, lines 9-20, HQD-2, Doc 3, Annexe 3C, p 1

Questions:


32.1 Since the last Plan was filed, explain the increase in the maximum import capacity from 1200 MW to 1700 MW in summer for the Nouvelle Angleterre-Radisson-Nicolet-Sandy Pond and Des Cantons-Comerford Interconnection. 


32.2 Explain the increase in winter and in summer in the maximum import capacity of the Ontario – Chat Falls interconnection.


32.3 Confirm that the situation described in HQD-3, Doc 1, p 13 to explain the significant decrease in the winter import capacity for the Nouvelle Angleterre-Radisson-Nicolet-Sandy Pond and Des Cantons-Comerford Interconnection has arisen since the last Supply Plan.



33 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 2, p 9, HQD-3, Doc 2, p 12, Table 2.2

Question:


33.1 Please reconcile the 39 MW reported for the total biomass contracts on page 9 with the 36 MW reported in the Contrats de biomasse line item in Table 2.2 for 2007-08 onward.


34 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 2, p 9, lines 20-25

Questions:


34.1 What months of the year do each of the five contracts with Constellation Power Source cover? 


34.2  What type of contract is each of the five (e.g. 5 x 16; 7 x 24)?


35 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 1, p 14; R-3370-2001, HQD-4, Doc 1, pp 28-30, Q 17.1

Questions:
35.1 Please confirm whether the 15 TWh, identified in HQD-3, Doc 1, p 14, as the capacité annuelle d’importation énergétique, is determined on the same basis as the 20 TWh identified in HQD-4, Doc 1, p 30, as the capacité annuelle d’importation énergétique avec contrainte de marché.

35.2 If not, please explain the basis on which the 15 TWh was determined.


35.3 Please provide the total annual import capacity without market constraints, as well as a breakdown by source of interconnection of the total import capacity of each interconnection without market constraints by peak and off-peak for both winter and summer, similar to the breakdown shown in HQD-4, Doc 1, p 30, Q 17.1.


35.4 Please provide the total annual import capacity with market constraints, as well as a breakdown by source of interconnection of the total import capacity of each interconnection with market constraints by peak and off-peak for both winter and summer, similar to the breakdown shown in HQD-4, Doc 1, p 30, Q 17.1.


35.5 Please describe more fully the market constraints limiting the import capacity of the interconnections.



36 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 1, p 14, lines 14-20

Questions:


36.1 Out of the 5 TWh annual maximum defined as the cap for dependence on short-term markets, what does HQD consider as the maximum amount of the 5 TWh cap that can be relied on to meet peak period requirements?


36.2 How does the maximum peak period reliance on a given portion of the 5 TWh cap take into account the potential requirements of HQP?



37 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 2, Annexe 2A, p 13

Questions:

37.1 Please confirm that there have been no changes in the reserve planning requirements of HQT since the Heritage Pool Decree.


37.2 If there have in fact been changes, please outline their impact on HQD’s planning requirements.


38 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 2, p 10, lines 2-9

Question:


38.1 Please confirm that the contracts for 990 MW of wind power from Cartier and Northland have been signed and please indicate any material changes in the contract quantities from what has been described in the current filing.

39 Reference:  HQD-3, p 11, Section 2.6

Questions:


39.1 When does HQD anticipate finalization of the framework agreement (entente-cadre) with HQP?


39.2 Please confirm whether it will be concluded in 2005.


39.3 Does HQD anticipate that the agreement will be finalized prior to exceeding the Heritage Pool volume?


39.4 Please discuss what other options are available to HQD for managing very short term variations, such as those described on p 11, lines 7-9.



40 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 5, Table 1.1, lines 14-17

Questions:


40.1 Please provide a more detailed explanation of why an additional 0.5 TWh is required to manage supply in real time.


40.2 If possible, please support your explanation with a numerical example.


41 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 5, Table 1.1

Questions:


41.1 Please explain the basis for the forecast post-2008 that 0.3 TWh/year should be provided through short-term contracts (i.e., why is this the appropriate amount to be provided by short term contracts?).


41.2 Please confirm that the short-term contracts anticipated for the years 2005-2008 are contracts for supply of a duration of 1 year or less.



42 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 6, Table 1.2; HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 8-9, Graph 1.2 and Graph 1.3

Question:


42.1 Please provide the numerical derivation for the maximum power required for 2014 of 2826 MW and for 2006 on 1203 MW, as per Graph 1.2, p 8. In doing so, please reconcile with the values shown in Table 1.2, p 6. (E.g. Table 1.2 appears to indicate that the maximum power requirement for 2014 in excess of the Heritage Pool is 3023 MW (37,365 MW – 34,342 MW).



43 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 6, Table 1.2

Question:


43.1 For the Puissance additionnelle requise identified for 2005-06 through 2013-14, please provide a breakdown for each year of quantity of the power required in excess of the Heritage Pool among: (i) base load product; (ii) modular product; (iii) cyclable product; (iv) peak service.

44 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 8, Graph 1.2

Question:


44.1 Please provide an hourly load duration curve (courbe de puissance classée) for the years 2006 and 2014, respectively, for additional power requirements above those already contracted for and/or addressed in current calls for tender.


45 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 1, p 14, lines 14-20, HQD-3, Doc 2, p 11, section 2.6

Question:

45.1 Has HQD confirmed with HQP that the proposed sharing of the interconnection capacity (i.e. HQD’s plan to rely on a maximum of 5 TWh of interconnection capacity) provides HQP with sufficient interconnection capacity to meet its obligations (both to guarantee the volumes associated with the Heritage Pool supply and to meet short-term variations in anticipated supply requirements in the excess of the Heritage Pool as described in HQD-3, Doc 2, p 11, section 2.6)?

46 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 13, lines 25-29

Questions:

46.1 Please fully describe the limitations on the load balancing capacity for wind power available from HQP (as indicated in HQD-3, Doc 3, p 13, lines 25-29). In the response, please discuss, as appropriate, both technical/physical limitations as well as market limitations (i.e. limitations due to HQP’s existing obligations and export opportunities).


46.2 Please indicate the maximum amount of wind power capacity that can be supported by HQP’s hydroelectric storage capacity.

47 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 14, lines 11-14

Question:


47.1 Other than HQP, please indicate the potential Quebec-based suppliers of short-term supply and their capabilities. 


48 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 15, Section 2.4.2; HQD-3, Doc 3, Annexe 3A, p 39-40

Questions:


48.1 Please confirm, based on HQD’s long-term strategy to issue calls for tender for supply in-service 48-66 months later, that:

48.1.1 A medium-sized hydroelectric project requiring 78 months or more lead time would need to incur costs associated with authorization procedures prior to the granting of the contract (HQD-3, Doc 3, Annexe A, p 40, lines 1-9);

48.1.2 The lead times associated with small hydroelectric projects and combined cycle gas projects (HQD-3, Doc 3, Annexe A, p 40, lines 13-20) are tight relative to the long-term requirements.

48.2 
Please comment on whether the above limitations are likely to restrict the number and types of resources responding to future calls for tender for long-term supply.

49 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 16-17, HQD-1, Doc 2, pp 6-10


Questions:


49.1  Regarding the results of the A/O 2003-02 call for tender, how many of the 32 bids (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 8) received met the qualifying conditions for the call for tender, and what were the MW associated with the qualifying submissions?


49.2 Of the qualifying wind submissions, was there any duplication with respect to proposed development sites? If so, what were the qualifying MW involved?


49.3 Regarding the results of A/O 2002-01, what was the total MW associated with the 18 qualifying submissions (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 6)?


49.4 Of the 18 qualifying submissions, how many were gas-fired combined cycle or single cycle facilities?


50 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 19, HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1 and 1.2

Questions:

50.1 With respect to the strategy for meeting short-term increases in demand during the planning period:


50.1.1 Please clarify whether the strategy of increasing quantities of ongoing calls for tender refers to short-term calls for tender, long-term calls for tender or both (HQD-3, Doc 3, p 19, line 17).


50.1.2 Does the proposed Plan include a margin to reduce dependence on short-term markets (HQD-3, Doc 3, p 19, lines 18-19) for the years beyond 2008?  If so, please indicate where and how this margin has been incorporated in future requirements.  If not, why not?


50.1.3 Is there any opportunity to meet short-term increases in demand by increasing the energy/output available from resources under contract as a result of past calls for tender (HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1 and 1.2)? In the response, please comment separately on the opportunities for the periods 2005-2008 and 2009-2014.


51 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 20, HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 5-6, Tables 1.1 and 1.2


Questions: 

With respect to the strategy for meeting short-term decreases in demand during the planning period:


51.1  The options listed do not include the resale of surplus power HQD has contracted for. Is this option available to HQD? If so, please indicate the potential buyers of such surplus power.


51.2 With reference to the existing new supply sources set out in Table 1.1, please discuss the scope for reducing the forecast energy quantities associated with each resource.

52 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 22, Table 3.2 and lines 16-20


Questions:

52.1 What other types of capacity (besides base capacity) are required in 2012 and 2014 respectively? 


52.2 Please indicate the MW requirements associated with each type of capacity.


52.3 For the additional energy requirements after the deployment of the 2nd wind block (as per Table 3.2), please indicate how much of the energy required for each year (2009-2014) will be met respectively through: (i) the base load cogeneration facilities; (ii) the 400 MW of modular capacity; and (iii) cyclable capacity.

53 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 23, lines 3-7


Question:
53.1 Please outline HQD’s plans for meeting the balance of the 8 TWh of additional energy supply required to meet its energy reliability criteria. 

54 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 24, lines 9-13 and HQD-3, Doc 3, p 26, Table 3.4

Questions:

54.1 Please reconcile the statement on p 24, lines 9-13, that new cyclable capacity is required in 2010-2011 with Table 3.4, which indicates a surplus of capacity in the same period after the addition of the 2nd block of wind power and the 400 MW of modular capacity. 


54.2 Is the need for cyclable product as discussed on p 24 addressed in Table 3.4 in the line item Autres appels d’offres de long terme (totaling 250 MW in 2013-14)?


54.3 If not, where are these requirements captured in the Plan?


55 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 25, Table 3.3 and p 27, lines 7-15

Questions:

55.1 Please provide details of the analysis undertaken by HQD to determine that the appropriate amount of the additional energy required for 2005 (3.8 TWh) to be provided by very short term contracts (under 3 months) is 0.8 TWh. 


55.2 If no such analysis was undertaken, please provide the rationale for the split between very short-term contracts (0.8 TWh) versus short-term contracts requiring call for tender (3.0 TWh).


55.3 Does HQD anticipate relying on the framework agreement with HQP to meet its medium forecast requirements for 2005? If no, will HQD rely on the framework agreement only to meet upward variations from the medium load forecast and under what conditions would it do so?


56 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 27, lines 16-20 and Table 3.5


Question:

56.1 The text on p 27 indicates that the short-term contracts for 2005 do not require a guarantee for peak load for winter 2004-2005. Will the contracts for December 2005 require a guarantee for peak power to meet the needs for 2005-2006 (668 MW)?


57 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, p 28

Questions:

57.1 Based on the current forecast, what is HQD’s expectation as to the amount of the 6.4 TWh of additional energy required in 2006 that will be provided for through very short-term contracts (less than 3 months) versus short-term contracts (more than 3 months)?


57.2 Please indicate the principles and types of analysis applied to establish the split between additional supply provided by short-term contracts and that provided by very short-term contracts. 


57.3 Please discuss whether the reliance of the short-term markets for 6.4 TWh of supply in 2006 is problematic given that this amount exceeds the 5 TWh cap that HQD has imposed as a cap for reliance of short-term markets.


57.4 Has HQD confirmed with HQP that HQD’s forecast to rely on 6.4 TWh of interconnection capacity does not jeopardize HQP’s ability to obtain sufficient interconnection capacity to meet its obligations (both to guarantee the volumes associated with the Heritage Pool supply and to meet short-term variations in anticipated supply requirements in excess of the Heritage Pool as described in HQD-3, Doc 2, p 11, Section 2.6)?



58 Reference:  HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 30-32



Question:

58.1 Based on the current forecast, what is HQD’s expectation as to the amount of the 1.5 TWh of additional energy required in 2007 that will be provided for through very short-term contracts (less than 3 months) versus short-term contracts (based on calls for tender)?




59 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 26-27, Tables 3.4 and 3.5; and p 35, Table 3.6

Questions:

59.1 Please confirm that the additional power requirements for 2008-2009 of 250 MW will have to be met through short-term contracts.

59.2 What are HQD’s plans for meeting the shortfalls in power requirements still shown for 2012-2013 and 2013-2014 (Table 3.4)?


59.3 Please add a 5th column to Table 3.6 addressing the additional short-term purchase needs for 2009.


60 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, p 35; and p 38, Table 3.7

Questions:

60.1 Please confirm that under the current Plan, the energy reliability criteria cannot be met in 2009 without exceeding the 5 TWh per year cap on short-market reliance.


60.2 Are there additional actions available to HQD that would allow it to meet the 5 TWh cap in 2009 (and thus meet the energy reliability criteria)? Please describe.



61 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 35-37 

Questions:

61.1 Please clarify the requirements of the energy reliability criteria. Specifically, the text on page 35 (lines 5-8) seems to indicate that the criteria requires four years’ notice, whereas the subsequent text which discusses the years 2006-2008, seems to suggest that the criteria applies to all future years. 


61.2 Is this discrepancy reconciled by the fact that while energy reliability criteria applies for all years, the 5 TWh cap for the medium load plus a standard deviation only applies after 4 years?


62 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, pp 36, lines 7-19

Questions:


62.1 Please provide a breakdown of the 11.7 TWh in short-term purchases required for 2006 between the peak and off-peak periods.


62.2 With reference to IR response 66.1, please discuss the availability of peak period interconnection capacity to meet the peak period portion of the 11.7 TWh.

63 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 3, p 43

Questions:


63.1 Please explain the 2% probability used to determine the 98.4 TWh.


63.2 Please provide the sources for each of the annual quantities associated with the reserve margin (marge de manoeuvre) of 34,0 TWh (line 26).

64 Reference: HQD-3, Doc 4, pp 15-16, HQD-1, Doc 2, pp 6-13

Questions:


64.1 With respect to the 18 submissions received in response to A/O 2002-01 (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 6), was each of the 18 submissions from a different party?  If not, how many individual parties were represented by the 18 submissions?

64.2 With respect to the 18 submissions received in response to A/O 2002-01 (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 6), how many portfolios were constructed and analyzed prior to the granting of the contracts to HQP and the TransCanada Energy?


64.3 How many of these portfolios included suppliers other than HQP?


64.4 With respect to the 32 submissions received in response to A/O 2003-02 (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 8), was each of the 32 submissions from a different party?  If not, how many parties were represented by the 32 submissions?

64.5 With respect to the 32 submissions received in response to A/O 2003-02 (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 8), how many portfolios were constructed and analyzed prior to the final granting of the contracts?


64.6 Is a similar portfolio analysis as detailed in HQD-3, Doc 4, pp 15-16, undertaken in the assessment of submissions in response to calls for tender for short-term contracts?


64.7 If yes, with respect to the submissions received in response to the first short-term call for tender launched in April 2004, (i) how many qualified submissions were received? and (ii) how many portfolios were constructed and analyzed prior to the final granting of the contracts to the Constellation Group (HQD-1, Doc 2, p 8)?
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