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costs upon full commissioning.
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Requests for Information

Reference: Newfoundland and Labrador Hydro Cost of Service
Methodology Review Application, Pre-Filed Testimony of Andrew
McLaren, August 5, 2019, Page 19, Lines 2-3.

“It is reasonable to evaluate the appropriate classification for the Muskrat
Falls Generation, LIL and LTA separately, given the different
characteristics of each group of assets.”

Does InterGroup agree that all of the Muskrat Falls Project assets
(Muskrat Falls Generation, LIL, LTA) are required to operate together to
achieve the intended purpose of the Muskrat Falls Project? If not, please
explain how the Muskrat Falls Project can achieve its intended purpose
without the operation of all 3 of the listed assets.

Reference: Newfoundland and Labrador Hydro Cost of Service
Methodology Review Application, Pre-Filed Testimony of Andrew
McLaren, August 5, 2019, Page 19, Lines 10-12.

“In InterGroup’s view, the equivalent peaker method can only be justified
if it more accurately reflects cost causation than other methods and can be
calculated in a reliable and consistent way.”

Does InterGroup agree that the cost of the Muskrat Falls Project will be
known upon its completion, and that the cost of an equivalent peaker can
be reasonably estimated based on a range of estimates that can be
considered by the Board? If not, why not?

Reference: Newfoundland and Labrador Hydro Cost of Service
Methodology Review Application, Pre-Filed Testimony of Andrew
McLaren, August 5, 2019, Page 19, Lines 10-12.

“In InterGroup’s view, the equivalent peaker method can only be justified
if it more accurately reflects cost causation than other methods and can be
calculated in a reliable and consistent way.”

Is it InterGroup’s opinion that the system load factor method of
classification more accurately reflects cost causation than the equivalent
peaker method? If so, what is the basis for this opinion?

Reference: Newfoundland and Labrador Hydro Cost of Service
Methodology Review Application, Pre-Filed Testimony of Andrew
McLaren, August 5, 2019, Page 19, Lines 17-19.

“It seems likely the Board’s previously expressed concerns will be an
issue in subsequent COS studies if the equivalent peaker method is
adopted.”








