PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND POTATO BOARD

March 8, 2010

A

Y

™

POTATOES

90 Hillstrom Avenue

West Royalty Business Park
Charlottetown PE!
CANADA C1E 2C6

Ph: 902-892-6551
Fax: 902-566-4914

www.peipotato.org

Mr. Maurice {Moe) Rodgerson fLoTEn T :
Chair and Chief Executive Officer , B
PEI Regulatory and Appeals Commission Y

P.0. Box 577 EONMAR TR 200
Charlottetown, PE  C1A7L1

Dear Mr. Rodgerson:

On behalf of the PEl Potato Board | would like to communicate our support of the two letters that were sent to
you by Ernie Mutch of the Federation of Agriculture on March 4™ in opposition to the electricity rate change
request from Maritime Electric.

Prince Edward istand potato producers are facing ever increasing challenges to remain competitive in a global
potato market. Declining consumer demand for fresh and processed potatoes, increased competition for potato
supply, and increased production costs are significant challenges.

Production costs reached an all time high in 2010. Electricity is a significant cost of production, in particular for
the operation of environmentally controlled potato storages and grading and packing lines. The current rates are
the highest in North America. Current table market prices that are determined by the North America market are
well below PEI grower’s cost of production. Growers cannot remain competitive and cannot afford increased
electricity rates.

The current rate application before the PEl Regulatory and Appeals Commission (IRAC) from Maritime Electric —
order UE20940 has potential significant negative implications for the potato industry on PEIl. Given that a
previous order by IRAC on January 24, 2008 - UE08-01 aiready approved and partially implemented also has the
potential for significant increased cost for PEl’s potato growers and the current order aiso affects rates in various
ways. The Potato Board is requesting that IRAC open public hearings on this current rate application at its earliest
convenience.

The Potato Board further supports the request of the Federation of Agriculture to appear before IRAC at these
hearings to present the concerns of its members and the agriculture community as a whole.

We appreciate your attention to our request and | look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

) fone_

Boyd Rose
Chairman

Cc. Hon. Premier Robert Ghiz
Hon. Doug Currie
Hon. Richard Brown
Hon. George Webster
Mr. Ernie Mutch / Mr. Mike Nabuurs, Federation of Agriculture


http:www.peipotato.org

nattonal farmers union

Cavendish
Hunter River RR 1
P.E. 1. COA 12NO
March 8, 2010
Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
134 Kent Street
P. O. Box 577

Charlottetown, P, E. 1. C1A 7L1

AT 1ION;

The National Farmers Union requests the Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission to rescind
the Order passed several years ago which would eliminate block pricing for high users of
electricity from Maritime Electric.

The National Farmers Union was quite surprised to learn of this Order, apparently passed about
two years ago. It would appear that those most severely affected should have been made aware
of what was planned long before the implementation date was imminent.

As you are aware, this Order if carried out will have a negative impact on many farmers as well as
other small business operators. With regard to farmers, I am sure you know that our farmers are
already caught in a severe cost-price squeeze and they just cannot afford to pay the resulting huge
increases for electricity which will occur if block pricing is eliminated.

We look forward to a favourable response from you, and the National Farmers Union would be
pleased to meet with IRAC when convenient to discuss this situation.

Yours sincerely,

Elwm Wyand, Dlstrlct Director
NFU District 1, Region 1



Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission !
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application

P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 711

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

The schedule for refurbishment of the nuclear generating plant in NB — Pointe Lepreau
— remains a high risk price issue for customers. All future cost estimates assume that
Pointe Lepreau will be delivering lowest cost power starting March 2011. This
assumption is a high risk still and so the forecast for 2011 electricity cost must be
questioned.

| am requesting a public hearing.

FE
Sincerely,
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 711

Dear Sir or Madam:
RE: Request for Public Hearing

The schedule for the delivery of power from the nuclear generating plant in NB — Pointe
Lepreau — is March 2011.

Why has Maritime Electric Co Ltd. not made any financial provision for collecting the
refurbishment debt, other than the intention to amortise the debt payment (by
customers) over a 25 year period?

We need a public hearing.

Sincerely,

Bedood
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 7L1

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

If electricity supply costs from NB Power have been declining since the peak of
December 2008 and Maritime Electric provide a forecast that future prices will
decrease, how does Maritime Electric continue to report an increase in revenue for
2010 and 20117

Is “Revenue Requirement” a special term used to support increases in profit expected
by Maritime Electric for 2010 and 2011?

| am writing to request a public hearing.

Yours Truly,




Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 7L1

RE: Request for Public Hearing

Dear Sir or Madam:

| am writing to request a public hearing be scheduled to review the 2010 Rate Change
Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

| believe the complexity and number of pages in the application requires a public
hearing to ensure Islanders understand the reasons and impacts.

Sincerely,
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PEI Federation of Agriculture
Farm Centre, 420 University Ave Suite 110

FEDETIO Charlottetown PE, CIA 725
. . 7.
R T ION JLTURE Ph: (902) 368-7289 Fax (9%‘2 jﬁiﬁfz

{ Working to improve the sustainability of Island farms and farm families }

March 4, 2010

Charlottetown, PE i
CilA 711 :

Mr. Maurice (Moe) Rodgerson R

Chair and Chief Executive Officer : \

PEI Regulatory and Appeals Commission MAR U 4 203

P.0. Box 577 ; o §
i

Dear Mr. Rodgerson,

The PEI Federation of Agriculture is very concerned over the impact that the changes
to residential electricity rates for PEI as a result of PEI Regulatory and Appeals
Commission’s (IRAC) order UE08-01 dated January 24, 2008 in response to a rate
application change request from Maritime Electric.

In this order, as we understand it, Maritime Electric has been granted approval from
IRAC to eliminate the two tiered energy charge rate for residential users. As you
know, farmers fall under the residential classification for electric usage. The
elimination of this two tiered approach will have a significant impact on electricity
costs for the agricultural community. PEI farmers already pay the highest electricity
rates of any jurisdiction in Canada.

As the Federation of Agriculture was not aware at the time of this rate appiication
which requested this change, and since the agriculture community did not make
submissions on the potential implications of this change, it is our opinion that IRAC
did not have all the relevant information required to make a decision on this
application.

Therefore, pursuant to section 12 of the Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Act, the Board of Directors of the PEI Federation of Agriculture is requesting the
Commission to review, rescind, or rehear its decision on order UE08-01 dated
January 24, 2008 concerning the changing of electrical energy blocks for customers
of Maritime Electric. We are requesting that any further changes to energy charges
for electricity as a result of order EU08-01 be halted immediately and the Federation
of Agriculture be given an opportunity to present its concerns to IRAC.

Thank you in advance for your attention to our request and I look forward to your
response.

Sincerely,

e
& //MW

Ernie Mutch
President

cc
Hon. Premier Robert Ghiz
Hon. Doug Currie

Hon. Richard Brown

Hon, George Webster


http:www.peifa.ca

y * PEI Federation of Agriculture
Farm Centre, 420 University f{ve Suite 110
7 ~ Charlottetown PE, CIA 725

Ph: (902) 368-7289 Fax (902) 368-7204
www.peifa.ca

FEDERATION
OF AGRICULTURE

{ Working to improve the sustainability of Island farms and farm families J

March 4, 2010

Mr. Maurice (Moe) Rodgerson o
Chair and Chief Executive Officer . MAR U 4z
PEI Regulatory and Appeals Commission

P.O. Box 577 Do Tsimat e
Charlottetown, PE A N
ClA7L1

Dear Mr. Rodgerson,

The current rate application before the PEI Regulatory and Appeals Commission
{(IRAC) from Maritime Electric — order UE20940 has potential implications for the
agriculture sector on PEIL.

Given that a previous order by IRAC on January 24, 2008 - UE08-01 already
approved and partially implemented also has the potential for significant increased
cost for PEI’s agriculture community and the current order also affects rates in
various ways, the Federation of Agriculture is requesting that IRAC open public
hearings on this current rate application at its earliest convenience.

The Federation of Agriculture further requests to appear before IRAC at these
hearings to present the concerns of our members and the agriculture community as
a whole.

We appreciate you attention to our request and I look forward to hearing from you at
your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

Ernie Mutch
President

cc
Hon, Doug Currie
Hon. Richard Brown
Hon. George Webster


http:www.peifa.ca

From: Mike Nabuurs [mailto:miken@peifa.ca)

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2010 1:37 PM

To: geldert@maritimeelectric.com

Cc: Info@irac.pe.ca

Subject: Question re Application for Proposed Rate Amendments

Hello Mr. Geldert,

On the IRAC website your name is listed as the person to whom inquiries regarding Maritime Electric’s
application ta IRAC for rate armendments should be directed.

in the application, it appears that the ‘Energy Charge’ for residential users (both urban and rural) is being
requested at 13.55 cents / kWh regardiess of the amount of energy used. It does not appear that a
second, reduced rate based on kWh used is being requested.

My question is:

Is Maritime Electric proposing that the two-tiered rate currently in place for both urban and rural residential
users be eliminated in favour of one rate (13.55 cents / KWh) regardiess of amount of kWh used?

| look forward to your response.
Best Regards,
Mike

Mike Nabuurs

Executive Director

PEI Federation of Agriculture
ph: (902) 368-7289

cell: (902) 626-6397
miken@peifa.ca

03/04/2010
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February 8, 2010

Island Regulatory & Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
Commission Docket # UE20940

PO Box 577

Charlottetown PE

C1A 7L1

J W Geldert

Vice-President Finance &

Chief Financial Officer

Maritime Electric Company Limited
PO Box 1328

Chatlottetown PE

CIA N2

Dear Sir

I refer to the notice in the February 6 issue of the Journal advising that Maritime Electric
had applied to IRAC for approval of the proposed amendments to the rates, tolls and
charges.

My concern relates to the proposal for “a continuation of the Port Lepreau replacement
energy deferral until the refurbishment project is completed,”

- T'am not only opposed to the continuation of this practice but see no justification for it in
the first place. Purchasing power, no matter what the reason is a current operating

- expense and be so recorded on the books of Maritime Electric and immediately passed on

to electricity consumers, Why should future consumers of electricity pay for today’s

consumption of electricity? This is a cost incurred by today’s consumers not our children

and grand children,

['am also concerned about the reference to twenty-five year period. I hope this does not
also refer to the yefurbishment cost of the Lepreau nuclear power plant, These costs
should be expensed over 10 to 15 years.

Yours truly,
Ao LK

Ira Smith

Tel 902 831-2565



Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 7L1

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

Why doesn’t the application explain clearly that the second block tariff will be eliminated
resulting in a 2010 11% increased cost for customers using 2000KWh per month

(average) and a further 4% increase in 2011.

Why is Maritime Electric Co Ltd. penalizing residential customers that use higher than
average electricity?

| am writing to request a public hearing!

Sincerely,
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Name

Community

Signature

Kew fluins | fared | %zl
D /méw . Daowel ey
Dihows Do bl  Pnescoc Sy e Do
Do b Rl | Jfenad TRTL - D leg Bl
2 4 /4(/%&/0.«. //36,(% ‘) /Mf
Y laney 7 < [?%/7%4/( % //a//)&’ /I/ﬁwj , ,/ .
\\UC\ w* J\LV\\L{’DL Tl \Ui;)t“ S x am L5 , %7/7 ® \@// | /
‘K a/o/clécu ¢ %Lc/c et Mgmw((uu o //{,ou ﬁ)/éwzﬁ/
[Sotecy [Canad D td FQR ] DALY 7 sCovgd
g)ﬁn/l QAJ l& WY & D/ﬂ C?nz)d /\)71 fﬁm /HZA/‘L/://J
22 ///QUVV( )7 )4 U/Z( fl/\ OL ~/‘u—vJ //KBW“/\-(
G {00 fob, Wb 1B ) 2SN
(__on LW Oadi — i Y Jvl@”m% L/ V/W@
wudin] e Nl
%&\Lm% ﬂM e 09 e
j((u/ﬁ Iy KLJ/@/) YN LAt / \
/j%w{ /46/ gy 777 YTV 4 / ‘
U/@« %402_850164 Qﬂmf J T
A a2 /DU ¢f i |
B b oDl den | g e (L .
TN Jreh K’%&%Jt
VS VERIVES T

/74)/70 /




We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Name

Community

Signature
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 7L1

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

In support of the claim for a high rate of return (9.75%), Maritime Electric provides much
material in comparison with other Ultilities relating to risks in operating a Utility. However, this
company seems reluctant to recognise it is not exposed to the normal power-generation risks.
Maritime Electric is an electric power distribution company (unique across Canada) and as such
is not exposed to the challenges in maintaining and operating power generation plants.

Please call a public hearing to review Maritime Electric claims.

Yours Truly, y
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Name Community Signature
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Name

Community

Signature
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Name

Community
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Signature

Community
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

Community Signature

Lot [ o

g
~o

jl

Persiter
nz// A / - g;/
T e 2 nre

Loqdsn L1

3
C:ﬁ{ Krie 05 //71; MJ//

L) 2 d

[AF_ N

Dotin 7% K o 2t |

}{ %/ﬁalz(,( Ltz

#ﬁ/éﬁﬂ/

gl

/;//d' 1-z¢f

/ ﬂﬂm OUKZWW

ety N ester

W

/ﬁm

//ZZN’%/) an,//m L




PEI Senior CiTizeENS FEDERATION INC.

40 Enman Crescent, Suite 117, Charlottetown, PE C1E 1E6
Tel: (902) 368-9008 Toll Free: 1-877-368-9008  Fax: (902) 368-9006 Email: peiscf@pei.aibn.com

SRy el Comrission |

e e

Dear Seniors’ Club:

Winter and spring are very busy for clubs across Prince Edward Island and so we want to make
certain you and your members know to reserve May 20™ on your calendar for the PEI Senior
Citizens’ Federation Annual Genera! Meeting. We will be forwarding details and publishing a
tormal announcement in the next few weeks.

Our Maritime Electric/IRAC subcommittee has been working diligently on behalf of all Island
seniors to reduce the price of electricity. Enclosed you will find a petition created by the
subcommittee. The petition requests that IRAC hold a public hearing to review the 2010 Rate
Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric. It is the view of the Federation Board of
Directors that a request for an increase in electricity rates should be open for public questions
and inquiries. A public hearing would allow for this. If your members agree that a public
hearing should occur, please ask them to sign the enclosed petition. This petition must be mailed
to IRAC on or before March 3, 2010. We have included a stamped addressed envelope for this
purpose. Any questions may be directed to Federation Treasurer and subcommittee member
Roger King at (902) 621-0511.

We have been asked to forward copies of brochures to our clubs by Gordons Tours. This is not
an endorsement of the company, simply a courtesy we have extended to them.

The 55 Alive driving course has been very popular this winter. We would like to encourage our
clubs to hold this course, as it is beneficial to anyone over the age of 55. Please contact Barbara
Young at the Federation office for additional information.

We hope you and your families have an enjoyabie winter.

Sincerely.

Linda Jean Nicholson
Executive Director



We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 711

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

The schedule for refurbishment of the nuclear generating plant in NB — Pointe Lepreau
— remains a high risk price issue for customers. All future cost estimates assume that
Pointe Lepreau will be delivering lowest cost power starting March 2011. This

assumption is a high risk still and so the forecast for 2011 electricity cost must be
questioned.

| am requesting a public hearing.

incerely,



We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.

S

i%mfg}
G AASY A

Name Community Signature
T hepes2 /ﬂ’ﬂaDaA//L//( RV el ) O/jé)?m Wﬁﬁw
C-’?/@},La.ﬁyﬁ??m,/ SOURSS /ﬂﬂmﬂf&/@em
Tand / Lt g s L Cf@ﬁm YV anss /i
b EM@JM X ptetey

\)ﬂ")é%ﬁ’ % \:QY’H’)QR ‘ M_______
KQ‘YU&&& Cgrbr é\our:&

ez e MAc  Dnwpri SouRLs Mede) Teitoonpar

ONi i 2 d/ﬂ))z‘\&fj goc}/‘/\‘g WW

Susan Smith (S S :

FSTHER _(3A0THIER S grnca il S Tiv
/77(9/”}0 Mo € Dror#e D Lo wuh'< TLhilpras Irreeflyread

£ ¢ (opme

y//

M
3
o4
- N

e R

o ]
i |

e i WL SN




We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review

the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric

Signature
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Island Reguiatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 7L1

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

One of the appendixes in the Maritime Electric application seems to suggest that the
monthly service rate we pay Maritime Electric will not be increasing. This is good news
(and a first for many years) but the other changes and assumptions made in generating
the forecasts for 2010 and 2011 electricity prices need a lot more explanation.

| suggest that we follow the same procedure as for last year — namely call a public
hearing so that all interested parties can participate and understand more.

Sincerely,

Coiina W



We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 701

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

As an alternative to abandoning residential customers using higher than average
electricity, why is Maritime Electric not encouraged to “think outside of the box™?
Electrical heating is the most efficient and will become the only environmental choice as
more hydro, nuclear and wind energy becomes available.

The combination of in-floor and domestic hot water heating with a “time-of-day” tariff
would be one obvious alternative to a second block tariff.

I am writing to request a public hearing!

Sincerely,




We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 Rate Change Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
Attention: Maritime Electric Rate Application
P.O. Box 577

Charlottetown, PE C1A 711

Dear Sir or Madam:

RE: Request for Public Hearing

Why doesn’t the application explain clearly that the basic rate per KWh will increase by
15% in 2010 and a further 3% in 2011, (i.e. from $0.1178 to $0.1355 in 2010 and
$0.1393 in 2011)?

We need a public hearing!

Sincerely,
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We the undersigned request that IRAC hold a public hearing to review
the 2010 RateChange Application submitted by Maritime Electric.
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From: J. te Raa [mailto:johnteraa@gmail.com)
Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 2010 7:54 PM

To: Info@irac.pe.ca

Cc: rwjghiz@gov.pe.ca

Subject: Matters relating to Maritime Electric

Please forward attached letter to the Commissioners,
John Broderick

Anne Petley

Ernest Arsenault and

Maurice Rodgerson

Thank you
John te Raa

03/04/2010


mailto:rwjghiz@gov.pe.ca
mailto:Info@irac.pe.ca
mailto:mailto:johnteraa@gmail.com

VIA E-Mail

The Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
PO Box 577

Charlottetown, PE

CIA7LI

Dear Commissioners,

I wish to express my concerns regarding the Commission’s handling of electricity
rates set by Maritime Electric under the Electric Power Act.

I recognize that the Government of Prince Edward Island has given the
Commission powers to do “as it sees fit” under the Act.

Not withstanding the above I wish to raise a number of matters to which I would
appreciate a response.

Order UE09-02 Docket UE20938 dated March 5, 2009

Section | — The Commission ordered Maritime Electric to file a report by
December 15, 2009 to the Commission outlining all options for the recovery of this
(Lepreau) replacement energy.

Did Maritime Electric file a report outlining ALL options? Is the report available to
the public?

Section 4 - The Commission ordered Maritime Electric to re-file an ECAM
rebasing report by December 15, 2009.

Maritime Electric chose to re-file early February, 2010. Why didn’t the
Commission order Maritime Electric to comply with the order?

Instead the Commission is rushing the application thru to meet Maritime Electric’s
April 1, 2010 deadline. Why?

Section 8 — The Commission ordered Maritime Electric to file with the
Commission a communications plan.

Did Maritime Electric file a communications plan? Are there any indications in the
plan to actually communicate with the public? The public including the press is still
confused regarding Maritime Electric’s rates including ECAM.



Current rate application UE20940

[ wish to make some general observations. This is not a comment on the rate
application. The Commission can do as it sees fit with the observations. I do not
expect a response from the Commission.

Below is a snapshot of percentage changes since 2007.

2007 2008 2009actual 2010forecast 2011forecast
Load growth over 2007 0% 1% 0% 0% 1%
Dividend Payout 0% 17% 67% 100% 100%
G&A 0% 2% 12% 9% 10%
Transmission 0% 14% -3% 33% 44%
distribution 0% 16% 27% 30% 34%
Energy 0% 29% 29% 24% 23%

Load grows is virtually zero. The only growth is in the installation of electric heat
in new house construction and heat pumps in commercial buildings and hotels. As [
clearly pointed out at the 2009 rate hearings electric heat is subsidized thru the current
rate structure and ECAM.

Given the lack of growth it is amazing that Maritime Electric is allowed to double
dividend payout.

It would be interesting to learn why there is a substantial increase in Transmission
and Distribution costs given the fact of zero load growth.

Following is a graphic presentation of ECAM charges for the years 2008 -
2011.

Monthly ECAM Deferred Charges 2008 - 2011
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Ofthe $ 55 million total back charges, 68 % occurs in the winter heating season.

An additional 25% occur in the summer cooling season. It is totally unfair to seniors,

who may have lived in their homes all their lives, to have to subsidize electric heat
and cooling in modern homes and office buildings.

Furthermore according to the application Maritime Electric will favor large industrial

customer by providing them a further 10% discount. At the 2009 hearings I made it clear

that there was a huge imbalance in rates. This situation will be further aggravated.
Following is a projection of cost of electricity from Lepreau and Dalhousie.
Maritime Electric refused to supply data to allow me to plot actual forecasted costs.

Energy costs Lepreau & Dalhousie
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Since the cost of Lepreau is going up to approx. 8 cents, why is Maritime Electric
kidding us that it is 4 cents and wants to defer the extra 4 cents for payment over the

next twenty five years. What fee and interest will Maritime Electric collect for the
deferred charges.

Dalhousie cost will go up to 15 cents. On Island biomass fired firm Power can be
generated for less than 15 cents. Yet Maritime Electric in its current RFP for 30 MW
on Island generation has refused to give proper Capacity Credit to provide lower cost
electricity compared to Dalhousie. Yet I am sure that the Fairness Consultant will
back-up Maritime Electric in what ever it wants to be the result of the RFP.

I shall refrain from further observations.

John te Raa

1848 Hardy Mill Road
Covehead Road, PE
COA 1PO



From: ). te Raa [mailto:johnteraa@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 04, 2010 9:23 AM

To: Info@irac.pe.ca

Cc: rwjghiz@gov.pe.ca; tmatheson@mathesonandmurray.com
Subject: Second Block Energy cost & IRAC- MECL matters

Please forward attached letter to the Commissioners,
John Broderick

Anne Petley

Ernest Arsenault and

Maurice Rodgerson

Thank you
John te Raa

cc: Premier Robert Ghiz
Thomas A Matheson, Q.C.

03/04/2010


mailto:tmatheson@mathesonandmurray.com
mailto:rwjghiz@gov.pe.cai
mailto:Info@irac.pe.ca
mailto:mailto:johnteraa@gmail.com

VIA E-Mail

The Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
PO Box 577

Charlottetown, PE

CIA 7L1

Dear Commissioners,
The Provincial Governments has requested IRAC to retain the discounted second block
energy charge.

Allow me to quote from the Government’s final submission dated Feb. 4, 2009.

Quote:

24.  During the hearing, the Commission heard evidence to suggest that MECL

is not doing nearly enough to help customers control their energy costs. When

asked by the Province if MECL could do more with respect to implementing

DSM and energy efficiency programs, the MECL witness panel responded that

MECL “could do more” with respect to promoting energy efficiency and demand-

side management.
End of Quote

Eliminating the second block energy charge is one of the few effective ways that
Maritime Electric has implemented to help customers to control energy consumption and
thereby costs.

IRAC must decline to consider the Governments request.

Allow me to make one more observation regarding IRAC’s handling of the Maritime
Electric Rate Application.

IRAC states:

Quote: The application states that, with the ongoing operation of the ECAM, 2010 customer
electricity costs based on the current energy supply forecast will decrease as follows:

s (0.50%) - Residential customer using 650 kWh/month
*» (0.30%) - Commercial customer using 10,000 kWh/month and 50 KW/month
e (9,40%) - Large industrial customer using 9,750,000 kWh/month and 15,500 KW /month

End of Quote



This statement is factual.

However it is very misleading in that the statement implies a reduction in energy costs
over the previous years.

What is not identified is the fact that 4.22% of the true energy cost for 2010 is deferred
for collection in future years.

I respectfully request that IRAC disclose all material facts related to the application. Not
the select, feel good, promotional items from Maritime Electric.

Here is the source information.

From the Balance Sheet(Appendix 2)

Cost recoverable from

Customers(ECAM)
2009 $44,258,385
2010 $49,416,300
Increase $5,157,915
Energy Cost 2010 $122,177,700
Percentage of energy costs deferred 4.22%

In all due respect,

John te Raa



From: J. te Raa [mailto:johnteraa@gmail.com]

Sent: March 06, 2010 9:06 AM

To: Info@irac.pe.ca

Cc: rwjghiz@gov.pe.ca; tmatheson@mathesonandmurray.com
Subject: Further matters relating to Maritime Electric Rate Hearing

Please forward attached letter to the Commissioners,
John Broderick

Anne Petley

Ermest Arsenault and

Maurice Rodgerson

Thank you
John te Raa

cc: Premier Robert Ghiz
Thomas A Matheson, Q.C.

03/08/2010
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VIA E-Mail

The Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
PO Box 577

Charlottetown, PE

Cl1A7LI

Dear Commissioners,

I am compelled to make one more observation regarding IRAC’s handling of the
Maritime Electric Rate Application.

I have received an e-mail from your Mr. Lanigan, dated March 4, 2010.

Mr. Lanigan clearly states that he “cannot speak for the Commissioners directly”.
Allow me to quote from Mr. Lanigan’s e-mail;

« Quote:

s 4 Maritime Electric did file a communications plan and the Commission received it on
time. Unfortunately, the Commission did not put it on our website immediately, however it
is there now. The difficulty for the public to understand ECAM is noted and both the
Company and the Commission understand your frustration. As part of the
communications plan a section on the Maritime Electric website tries to explain the
ECAM to the public.

End of Quote
Specifically

“ both the Company(Maritime Electric Ltd.) and the Commission understand your
Sfrustration”

The issue is not my frustration. The issue is the handling, by IRAC, of the Maritime
Electric file.

When staff of IRAC speak on behalf of Maritime Electric as per above than the
Commission’s position is severely compromised under its mandate in the Island
Regulatory and Appeals Commission Act.

In all due respect,

John te Raa



From: Roger and Jan [mailto:randjking@pei.sympatico.ca]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 11:16 AM

To: Info@irac.pe.ca

Subject: Maritime Electric 2010 Rate Application

Reference Commission Docket #UE20940, we wish o register our dissatisfaction with the contents and
intent of this Rate Application.

it has a totally non-consumer friendly style seemingly intent to confuse rather than clarify. With a single
focus upon ECAM rebasing, the main text fails to identify clearly the attendant rate changes that affect
consumers’ bills. Why is it necessary to “stumble upon” data in an Appendix that notifies what the basic
rate increases are to be, that the second block tariff is to disappear and the monthly service rate is to stay
untouched?

Specifically, we suggest that as an alternative to abandoning residential customers using higher than
average electricity, why is Maritime Electric not encouraged to "think outside of the box”? Electric heating
is the most efficient and will become the only environmental choice as more hydro, nuclear and wind
energy becomes available. The combination of in-floor and domestic hot water heating with a “time-of-
day” tariff would be one obvious alternative to a second block tariff.

Finally we request that IRAC call a public hearing on the 2010 Maritime Electric Co Ltd. application for
electricity rate changes and delay any changes to electricity rates until that public hearing has allowed full
public input and due process to be completed.

Regards,

Jan and Roger King

Hunter River

02/19/2010


mailto:Info@irac.pe.ca
mailto:mailto:randjking@pei.sympatico.ca

From: Roger and Jan [mailto:randjking@pei.sympatico.ca]

Sent: Wednesday, March 03, 2010 8:57 AM

To: Info@irac.pe.ca

Subject: For the Attention of Mr. M. Rodgerson - Chair IRAC re:Maritime Electric Co. Litd. 2010
Application

Sir,

With the recent media attention given to one aspect of the Maritime Electric Co. Ltd. 2010 rate change
application and where one past IRAC order is being quoied, | would appreciate your comments on the
actual intent of Order UE08-01

Order UE08-01, item #4 states” the Company shall modify the current multi-block energy pricing structure
for residential customers by increasing the second block threshold in accordance with the following
schedule”. This schedule simply comments for 2010 as a “dash”, Further, the order does NOT specifically
state that the current muiti-block energy pricing structure is to be phased out (in 2010) as is claimed by
Maritime Electric. Maritime Electric’s application of October 29 2007, to which IRAC Order UE(8-01refers,
did request that the current multi-block energy pricing structure be phased out BUT IRAC did not, |
believe, approve this request!

While the Maritime Electric 2010 rate change application now before IRAC does eliminate the muiti-block
pricing, it is incorrect, in my view, for Maritime Electric to claim that this was approved in a previous IRAC
order. Do you concur?

This issue is just one of many “requests-for-change” in the 2010 application that affect customers in both
the short-term and the long-term; it must not be assumed that the second block question is the only issue
with this application. To get ali public issues resolved IRAC has the mandate to convene a public hearing
where facts are sorted from fiction and Islanders are told one common and correct story.

| hope you agree,

Regards,

Roger King

03/04/2010
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