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Demande de renseignements no 1 d’Option consommateurs (« OC »)

à Hydro-Québec Distribution ( « HQD »)

Demande d’approbation du Plan d’approvisionnement

2008-2017 du Distributeur
Forecast

1. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 7, lines 1-4



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 50, lines 5-10
Preamble:

References (i) and (ii) indicate that current Load Forecast is based on August 2007 and that, exceptionally for 2008, some items were up-dated.

Requests:

1.1
Please highlight significant changes from Load Forecast as presented in 2008 Rate Application (ie, R-3644-2007) and current Load Forecast.

1.2
Please identify the information and/or items that were up-dated for 2008 and provide the impacts associated with each.
2. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 11, lines 12-17



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 63, Table 2A-12



(iii)
R-3550-2005, HQD-2, doc. 1, p. 38, Table 2.13

Preamble:

In reference (i), HQD forecasts about 800 MW of Peak Shaving from DT Rate Customers and in reference (ii) the Table illustrates Peak Shaving Capacity for the period while reference (iii) illustrates Peak Shaving capacity from the previous Supply Plan.

Requests:

2.1
Please confirm that the Load Forecast is reduced for the values indicated in Table 2A-12 and not just 800 MW.

2.2
Please explain the variances (from 20 to 30 MW) in Peak Shaving Capacity from the current Plan (ref. (ii)) and the previous Plan (ref. (iii)).

2.3
Please elaborate on the assumptions leading to increase Peak Shaving capacity over the period.

3. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 43, lines 5-21
Preamble:

HQD indicates that it does not acknowledge to a severe slowdown/downturn of the economy for planning purposes but that it does adjust its medium scenario for heighten economic risks. 

Requests:

3.1
Please explain more fully what HQD means when stating that its medium scenario is adjusted for heighten economic risks.

3.2
Please provide an example of such adjustment on Sales Forecast.
4. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 36-37



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 222, Table 4C-1

Preamble:

In reference (i) HQD indicates that it is not planning any allowance for managing the Heritage pool supply. HQD acknowledges that managing the Heritage Pool in real time will be less than optimal and that the possibility exists for unutilized energy.  Finally, HQD offers its rationale for not planning for the said allowance.
Requests:

4.1
Please confirm that HQD is not planning any allowance for managing the Heritage Pool supply because it is not appropriate to meet such (volatile) requirements through long-term contracts.

4.2
Where in the current Review does HQD provides a breakdown of energy volumes associated with the management of the Heritage Pool in real time? 

4.3
Does the energy provided by HQP through the Framework Agreement for 2005 and 2006 (ref. (ii)) is solely attributable to managing the Heritage Pool in real time?

4.4
Please re-do Table 4C-1 in GWh (or identify which items have values greater than zero but show 0.0 TWh and indicate the volumes in GWh).

5. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 51, lines 7-12


(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 111 (and p. 112 for Table 2D-5)
Preamble:

References cover Billed/Delivered Adjustments. More specifically, in reference (ii) (lines 7-8), HQD refers to Priority Requirements (besoins prioritaires).

Also, Table 2D-5 (on p. 112) shows Billed/Delivered Adjustments from 1997 to 2006.

Requests:
5.1
Please define what are Priority Requirements and how do they compare to Regular Sales (ventes régulières au Québec).

5.2
Please explain why Adjustments for even-years are much greater than odd-years.
5.3
Please explain why there is no Adjustment for the following categories: Large Industrial Customers and Others?
5.4
Are Billed/Delivered Adjustments taken into account for Load Forecasting purposes? If not, why not?

6. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 52, lines 4-14


(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 54, lines 5-13



(iii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 90, lines 10-12


(iv)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 84, lines 12-17

Preamble:

In reference (i), HQD states that medium-term (next 3 years) Sales Forecast for Large Power Customers are done for each customer and that longer-term Sales Forecast are based on economic and market forecasts. 
References (ii) to (iv) relate to the Pulp & Paper Industry, Alcan as well as Demand Variances induced by uncertainty.
Requests:

6.1
With regards to Alcan’s 225 MW, please provide a Table showing a yearly breakdown of energy (in GWh) and capacity (in MW) that is forecasted over the Plan.
6.2
Please provide a similar Table indicating separately the variances with the previous Supply Plan for (i) Pulp & Paper Load Reductions (baisses de production) and (ii) Pulp & Paper permanent closures. 

7. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 42, lines 1-9



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 54, lines 5-13


(iii)
R-3603-2006, HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 8, Table 2

Request:

7.1
Please re-do Table 2 (ref. (iii), R-3603-2006) including data for years 2006-2007 and 2007-2008.  For 2007-2008, take into account TCE delivery suspension.
8. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 163, lines 15-18 



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 168, lines 17-27
Preamble:

Reference (i) indicates that HQD will inherit of Papiers Masson from Brookfield on January 1st 2009. However, reference (ii) states that HQD should inherit of Papiers Masson by 2010.

Requests:

8.1
Please explain this inconsistency and advise on how this impact (if at all) HQD’s Supply Strategy.

8.2
For the following request, we take for granted that Papiers Masson will be HQD’s customer on January 2009. Please provide a Table showing a yearly breakdown of energy (in GWh) and capacity (in MW) that is forecasted over the Plan for Papiers Masson.

9. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 54, lines 14-18


(ii) 
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 59, lines 7-16

Preamble:

In reference (i), HQD indicates that Municipal Distribution Networks amount to 83% of Sales to the ‘Others’ Class. In reference (ii), Capacity Forecast for ‘Other Uses’ include, among other things, Municipal Distribution Networks.

Requests
9.1
Please provide a Table, with a yearly breakdown, of each Uses included in the ‘Others’ Category (ref. (i)).

9.2
Please provide a similar Table but for each Uses listed under ‘Other Uses’ (ref. (ii)).

10. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 55-56



(ii)
R-3550-2005, HQD-5, doc. 1.1, p. 28-30, IR no. 5.4
Preamble:

In reference (i) HQD states that there is no indication that the Loss Rate would increase or decrease over the period.

In reference (ii), HQD stated, with regards to Transmission Losses, that the Loss Rate will be greatly influenced by the location of new Generation Units (p. 29, last full paragraph).
Requests:

10.1
In light of new Generation, has HQD performed (or requested that HQT perform) an assessment of the changes in Transmission System configuration on the system’s Loss Rate? 

10.2
If not, considering the fact that more than 3 500 MW of new generation (most of which is Wind Power) will be added to meet HQD’s Supply Requirements, would it not be prudent to undertake an assessment of the possible impact on Loss Rate?  If not, why not?

11. Reference:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 62, Table 2A-10 and Table 2A-11
Requests:

11.1
For Table 2A-10, please decline/list each and all Uses associated with Customer Classes under each type of energy savings (Natural Trends, HQ 1990s, & PGEE).
12. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 83, Table 2B-11



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 85-86, Tables 2B-12 and 2B-13 (footnotes)


(iii)
R-3550-2005, HQD-2, doc. 1, p. 50, Table 2.18
Request:

12.1
Please confirm that in Table 2B-13 (ref. (ii)), the variation for Global Variance from the previous Supply Plan (year 1, 180 MW) is derived from Table 2B-11 (ref. (i)) and Table 2.18 (ref. (iii)).
Comparison with Previous Supply Plan
13. Reference: 
(i)
R-3550-2005, HQD-5, doc. 6, p. 10-11, Tables

Request:

13.1
Please re-do Tables 12.1 and 12.2 of OC’s Information Request for R-3550-2005 but using the last Supply Plan (2005-2014) and Supply Plan Update 2006.
14. References:

(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 93 (lines 7-15)




(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 96, Table 2C-6
Request:

14.1
Does the re-classification of Secondary (auxiliary) Heating Use (400 MW) indicated in reference (i) is applied starting 2003-2004 in reference (ii)? If not, why not.
Historical Sales
15. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 110, Tables 2D-2 and 2D-3 (footnotes)

Preamble:

Both footnotes indicate that Sales for 2005 are allocated as per 2006.

Requests:

15.1
Confirm that values for year 1997 to 2004 are allocated/classified on the same basis.

15.2
Confirm that year 2005 and 2006 are allocated on the same basis.

15.3
Please explain more fully the implications of such treatment (ie, re-allocation) on values for 2005.
15.4
Please identify the changes in the allocation of Sales for the period 1997-2004 and 2005-2006.
Methodological Changes

16. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 123, lines 10-12 and p. 126, lines 5-7
Preamble:

HQD indicates that technical hypotheses associated with Sales Forecast Models (ie, REEPS & COMMEND) are revised every four or five years with the assistance of INRS.

Request:

16.1
Please indicate when each Model was revised in the previous ten years.

17. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 133 (lines 5-9)


(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 134-138, Tables 2E-1 and 2E-2

Request:
17.1
Please confirm that the Tables identified in reference (i) (ie, Tables 2.3.1-Annual and Table 2.3.2-January) are the Tables found in reference (ii), thus, Table 2.3.1 is Table 2E-1 and Table 2.3.2 is Table 2E-2.

Supply Requirements
18. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 31, lines 20-22



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 32, lines 7-13



(iii)
Decree 1319-2003

Preamble:

In reference (i) HQD states that it does not include, for planning purposes, any contribution from the Règlement sur l’énergie produite par cogénération.

Reference (ii) indicates that 8 MW of cogeneration were contracted with Tembec under A/O 2004-02 and reference (iii) calls for 800 MW to be contracted by 2013.

Request:

18.1
Please explain why HQD does not plan any further contribution from cogeneration when only 10% has been contracted thus far.

19. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 34

Request:

19.1
Please provide a schedule setting out the derivation of the values for the 250 MW Voltage Reduction. In doing so, please indicate:

· Load subject to Voltage Reduction;

· Reductions achieved (in %);

· Number of customers (and segment).

20. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 29, lines 4-12


(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 31, lines 3-7 and lines 11-17


(iii)
R-3550-2005, HQD-3, Doc 2, p. 10, lines 5-9
Preamble:

Reference (i) indicates that the Wind Power Agreement sets the Load Factor at 35% for the 990 MW of Wind Power (A/O 2003-02). In reference (ii), HQD indicates that the anticipated Load Factor for planned 2 000 MW of Wind Power is set at 30%. And reference (iii) suggests that the average Load Factor for the 990 MW is 36.5%.

Requests:
20.1
Please explain why HQD adopted a Load Factor of 30% for the planned 2 000 MW of Wind Power.

20.2
Did HQD perform any assessment that would suggests that the planned  2 000 MW of Wind Power would have a Load Factor of 30%? If not, why not.

20.3
Please confirm that HQD has also set the Load Factor of the planned 500 MW of Wind Power (Municipal & Natives) at 30%.
21. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 36, Table 5.1



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 38, Table 5.2


(iii)
Decree 926-2005

Preamble: 

Decree 926-2005 calls for 2 000 MW of Wind Power to be contracted by HQD and also sets Capacity threshold and time limits for that supply to be installed.

Request:

21.1
It seems that Table 5.1 and 5.2 do not reflect Capacity and timeline set forth in the Decree, please explain.
22. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 36, Table 5.2



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 216 (Energy) and 217 (Capacity)



(iii)
D-2007-134 (R-3649-2007)

Requests:
22.1
Please describe the changes HQD made to its Supply strategy (e.g, amount of Interruptible Power, short term Capacity purchases, etc.) for 2008 following the approval of the suspension of the TCE contract for 2008 in order to meet its Reliability Criteria.

22.2
Please confirm that for 2009, if the TCE suspension were to be extended, Tables 5.1 and 5.2 can be adjusted by reducing TCE’s contributions by the values set in reference (ii).
23. References: 
(i)
R-3644-2007, HQD-2, doc. 2, p. 20, Table 7



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 216

Preamble:

In reference (i) TCE Energy Delivery for 2008 is set at 4.1 TWh (4,075 GWh) while in reference (ii) TCE Load for 2008 is set at 4.3 TWh and at 4.1 TWh after 2009 (except for 2011 and 2012).

Requests:

23.1
Please explain TCE’s 4.4 TWh Delivery for 2007.

23.2
Please indicate why there is a 200 GWh Delivery discrepancy for TCE between the 2008 Rate Application (ie, R-3644-2007) and the Supply Plan.

23.3
Please explain why TCE Deliveries beyond 2009 never reach the Delivery levels for 2007 and 2008.

24. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, Appendices 3A (Inter-ties) and 3D (NPCC/NERC)
Requests:

24.1
Please indicate whether NPCC and/or NERC set import limits (capacity limitation) for the Quebec Control Area (ie, from and to other Control Areas).
24.2
If yes, please indicate the limit associated with the Quebec Control Area and that solely applicable to HQD.

25. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 215, 216 and 217



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 30, lines 4-8



(iii)
R-3661-2007, Requête (18 January 2008)

Preamble:

Table on page 216 indicates no Energy Deliveries for St-Ulric in 2009. The Table on p. 217 indicates a Capacity Contribution of 53 MW for Winter 2009-2010 and the Table on p. 215 indicates that deliveries for St-Ulric are to begin on December 2009.
Requests:
25.1
Please confirm that St-Ulric will provide Energy Deliveries in 2009 but that due to rounding the Table (on p. 216) indicates zero.
25.2
With regards to references (ii) and (iii), please confirm that Energy and Capacity Deliveries for St-Ulric take into account the situation described in R-3661-2007 currently before the Régie.

Additional Supply Requirements
26. References:
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 39-40



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 45 and 46, lines 1-5
Requests:
26.1
Please confirm that, according to reference (i), HQD’s short-term Supply ‘reduction’ options are limited to:

· Suspension of TCE deliveries for no less than another year (507 +40 MW);

· Reducing or not dispatching HQP Cyclable Supply (250 MW);

· Reselling Surpluses on Neighbouring Markets.

26.2
Does HQD consider relying on short-term Supply options such as Interruptible Power & Curtailment Programs as well as short-term purchases until 2013 to be satisfactory (ie, sufficient, suitable and cost-effective) in meeting its Additional Supply Requirements? If not, why not.
27. References: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 41-43 and 44, lines 1-3



(ii)
HQD-1, doc. 2, p. 230-239 (Appendix 5A)



(iii)
R-3550-2005, HQD-3, doc. 3, p. 24



(iv)
R-3550-2005, HQD-5, doc. 6, p. 41, IR no. 52.1



(v)
R-3573-2005, HQD-1, doc. 1.

Preamble:

References (i) and (ii), pertain to longer-term Strategies and Additional Supply Requirements. References (iii) and (iv) address Cyclable Resources. Reference (v) is the Wind Energy Integration Agreement.
Requests:

27.1
When does HQD anticipate it will have better assessed the necessity and type of supply resources required to meet Additional Supply?  

27.2
What impact will results of A/O 2005-03 have on Additional Supply options? 
27.3
With regards to reference (iv), what amount of additional cyclable capacity did HQD evaluate in 2005?

27.4
Did HQD perform a newer assessment of additional cyclable resources? If so, indicate options and capacity.

27.5
Based on current Sales Forecast, how would cyclable resources compare to modulable and baseload  resources?

27.6
Base on clauses 3.1 and 3.2 of the Wind Integration Agreement, has HQD discussed with HQP the possibility of terminating the Agreement earlier? 
28. Reference: 
(i)
HQD-1, doc. 1, p. 56
Preamble:

Uncertainty and Supply shortfalls discussed in Section 7.1.1 do not appear to address delays and/or unavailability with regards to Current and Planned Requirements.
Request:
28.1
How does HQD mitigates delays/uncertainty with current and planned Wind Power resources?
