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	Article 5 – System Access Application

	1.
	The proposed revisions to Article 5 effectively provide additional clarity and are appropriate requirements for customers applying for new or expanded System Access Service.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 



	Article 9 – Customer Contribution Policy

	2.
	The method for determining a raw data cost function as identified in the final analysis component of the study is a reasonable cost function on which to build an investment policy.


	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	3.
	For application of the “80/20” criterion, the resulting investment formula of $4.918M + $0.914M/MW is the appropriate formula.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	4.
	The AESO has sufficiently complied with Direction 13A of EUB Decision 2005-096, and was able to effectively address the following through the course of the Customer Contribution Study:

1. Incorporate a sufficient number and diversity of data points

2. Determine the Raw Interconnection Project Cost Function

3. Determine an appropriate multiplier such that 80% of projects do not pay a contribution.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	5.
	For staged loads where material changes in loads cross approved tariff vintages the AESO is proposing to apply the customer contribution policy approved at the time of the request.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 



	

	6.
	To accompany this approach, the AESO suggests that the following guidelines be established to guide the determination process. 

Guidelines:

1) The AESO contribution policy in effect at the time will apply to all customers with DTS contract changes; 

2) Any balance of unused investment from original customer contribution determinations may not be carried forward after the in-service date.  Balances of unused investment do not actually reflect balances held by the AESO.  Load increases or decreases will be invested in based on the investment policy in effect at the time of the load change request, and additional investment will not be available. 

3) A “Grace Period” of one year from in-service date for new projects will allow customers time for operational analysis of future load changes.  Customers that would like to change their DTS contracts within one year of their in-service date may revert to the customer contribution investment policy in effect at the time of the first customer contribution determination.         

4) Customers can extend the original DTS commitment term to be eligible for further AESO investment.
5) To be eligible for the fixed component of the investment function the customer must contract for at least 1.0 MW for each year of the contracted term (assuming the project is eligible for this component of the local investment function).

6) In the event that the maximum AESO Investment exceeds the Interconnection costs of the customer, the excess amount is not available in the future to the same or another Customer to apply at any other Point of Service.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	7.
	The proposed to Article 9.14 reasonably accommodates the Board’s annual generic return on equity orders.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	8.
	The Dual-Use Ratio, while originally designed to apportion POC installation costs between supply and demand customers, should apply to other multiple use POC situations.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Article 14 – Reductions or Termination of Contract Capacity

	9.
	The proposed additions to Article 14 up to including the following are reasonable.
· the proposed lump sum payment for a reduction or termination of service
· regarding some operational aspects of the five year notice period
· The discount rate used in the calculation will the same one as outlined in Article 9.14

· The opportunity for the AESO to revisit the calculation if there are material differences between the requested contract capacity and actual contract capacity. 
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	10.
	The proposed additions to Article 14.5 addressing several RGUCC considerations as outlined in the discussion paper are reasonable.


	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 



	Article 15 – Financial Security, Billing and Payment Terms

	11.
	The proposed financial measure prior to with holding service when in non-compliance of providing incremental financial security is reasonable. 

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	12.
	The proposed amendment to Article 15.8 providing clarity around the 1.4% late payment charge is reasonable. 

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Additional Comments

	


Please return this form with your comments by July 11, 2006, to:
Ed Hucman
Manager, Regulatory
E-mail: ed.hucman@aeso.ca
Phone: (403) 539-2469
Fax: (403) 539-2524
Lee Ann Leduc

Senior Regulatory Analyst

E-mail: leeann.leduc@aeso.ca
Phone: (403) 539-2741
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