
AESO 2007 Rates Consultation 

Discussion Paper — Stakeholder Comment Form
Comments From:


Date:

Contact:


Phone:


E-mail:


	2006 Transmission Cost Causation Update

	1.
	The 17.1% local system and 41.9% point of delivery functionalization developed in the original Transmission Cost Causation Study should be retained.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	2.
	Based on lack of correlation between transmission bulk line loading and total system load, it is more appropriate to recover demand-related bulk system costs through a $/MW charge based on billing capacity.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	3.
	The 80.7% adjustment to demand-related bulk system costs to reflect non-coincidence of POD load with bulk system maximum stress is appropriate, based on calculation at the time of maximum loading on each bulk line averaged for all bulk lines and weighted by line length.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	4.
	It is appropriate to use the average cost function analysis to determine point of delivery cost classification of 40% demand-related and 60.0% customer-related.
	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	5.
	The proposed costs classification for 2007 rates presented in Figure 2 is appropriate, based on the analysis conducted and conclusions reached.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	PODs Serving Smaller Loads

	6.
	Rate GTS in the proposed rate schedules will be provided for services with DTS contract capacities of 5 MW or less as of January 1, 2006 and which are the sole service at a substation.
 (g)
Consider separating export and import facilities from domestic facilities.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Backup Transmission Service Rate

	7.
	A rate with a $/MWh System Charge equivalent to the DTS System Charge at 10% load factor and no POD Charge is an appropriate backup service for short-duration, infrequent use of the transmission system.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Export and Import Rates

	8.
	Rate XTS in the proposed rate schedules will be provided for non-recallable export transmission service.

	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 

	9.
	Rates XOS 1 Hour and XOS 1 Month in the proposed rate schedules will be provided for export opportunity service.


	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Merchant Export and Import Rates

	10.
	Rates XTS, XOS 1 Hour, and XOS 1 Month be reduced by the share of costs attributable to the existing inter-ties when applied to service over merchant inter-ties.


	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Primary Service Credit

	11.
	The Primary Service Credit level should be increased to $599.00/MW + (11,373.00/month × Substation Fraction) based on project costs analysis in the customer contribution policy study:


	( Support

( Oppose

( Indifferent

	Reasons for Stakeholder Position: 


	Additional Comments

	


Please return this form with your comments by July 11, 2006, to:
John Martin
Manager, Regulatory
E-mail: john.martin@aeso.ca
Phone: (403) 539-2465

Fax: (403) 539-2524
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