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Nov. 24, 2017 

Alberta Utilities Commission 
Fifth Avenue Place 
Fourth Floor, 425 First Street SW  VIA ELECTRONIC DDS and FAX: 403-592-4406 
Calgary, AB 
T2P3L8 
Attention: Shanelle Sinclair, Legal Counsel 

Dear Ms. Sinclair: 

RE: Jenner Wind GP Inc (“Jenner”) 
Jenner Wind Power Plan Expansion (“Project”) 
Proceeding 22866 
Applications 22866-A001 to 22866-A003 
Response to Comments on Standing of Statements of Intent to Participate by Osler, Hoskin & 
Harcourt LLP 

 

We are writing in response to the correspondence of Nov. 16, 2017 from Terri-Lee Oleniuk of Osler, 

Hoskin & Harcourt LLP, counsel for Jenner Wind Farm (legal name and project description/application 

numbers noted above – additional details in the footnote1). 

With all due respect, we reject Ms. Oleniuk’s position that we do not have standing. Further, we have 

new material evidence that we believe to be crucial to this review. 

We also wish to confirm that we are acting as citizens for the public interest. We do not represent any 

industry, and our non-profit operates on a nominal budget of some $150K/year.  We do not have any 

vested interests other than as ratepayers wanting sensible, well-engineered, affordable and reliable 

electrical power. 

1. Public Interest – Social and Economic Effects 

According to the Alberta Utilities Commission Act (“AUC Act”), Section 17(1) the legal mandate of the 

AUC is to act in the public interest and this includes “the social and economic effects of the 

development.” 

                                                           
1 Potentia Renewables Inc. (PRI) purchased the Jenner Wind Power Projects from Joss Wind Power Inc. 

through a subsidiary called Power Renewable Energy Corporation (PRE)* effective November 30 2015. 

The JWPP and JWPPE were assigned to a special purpose vehicle called the Jenner Wind Limited 

Partnership (JWLP) in June 2017. http://jennerwind.com/    [Previously referred to as “PREC” in related 

correspondence on these applications.] 
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Public interest 17(1)  

Where the Commission conducts a hearing or other proceeding on an application to construct 

or operate a hydro development, power plant or transmission line under the Hydro and Electric 

Energy Act or a gas utility pipeline under the Gas Utilities 2007 Section 18 Chapter A-37.2 

ALBERTA UTILITIES COMMISSION ACT 12 Act, it shall, in addition to any other matters it may or 

must consider in conducting the hearing or other proceeding, give consideration to whether 

construction or operation of the proposed hydro development, power plant, transmission line 

or gas utility pipeline is in the public interest, having regard to the social and economic effects 

of the development, plant, line or pipeline and the effects of the development, plant, line or 

pipeline on the environment. 2  (bold emphasis added) 

We are members of the public and the social and economic impacts of the Jenner Wind Farm will be 

significant.  About half of Friends of Science Society’s members are Albertans (~250 people). We are 

members of ‘the public’ and we are asking the AUC to fulfill its mandate of acting in the public interest. 

According to the August 1, 2017 National Bank forecast for the Alberta power market, power prices are 

set to triple in Alberta. How will this be in the public interest? 

 

 

According to the Alberta Electric System Operator “Overview of the AESO Factsheet” 3  

                                                           
2 http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/A37P2.pdf  

3 https://www.aeso.ca/aeso/about-the-aeso/ (pdf found at bottom of home page) 

http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/A37P2.pdf
https://www.aeso.ca/aeso/about-the-aeso/
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Clearly a tripling in the cost of power to industrial and the commercial sector will be damaging to 

Alberta’s economy.  According to industry experts, subsidies to wind and solar operations will be in the 

order of $900 million/year. 4 Where will this money come from, if not ratepayers?  The Alberta 

government’s coffers are empty, having gone from billions in resource revenues to a few hundred 

million. 

                                                           
4 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2016/05/03/alberta-government-subsidies-to-wind-and-solar-will-cost-you-
billion/  

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2016/05/03/alberta-government-subsidies-to-wind-and-solar-will-cost-you-billion/
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2016/05/03/alberta-government-subsidies-to-wind-and-solar-will-cost-you-billion/
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Source: Alberta government economic dashboard 

 

2. Friends of Science Society (FSS) has Genuine Interest 

Thus, As per PEMBINA INSTITUTE FOR APPROPRIATE DEVELOPMENT 

V. ALBERTA (UTILITIES COMMISSION) ET AL., (2011) 513 A.R. 387 5 

Finlay . In Reese v. Alberta (Minister of Forestry, Lands & Wildlife) (1992), 123 AR 241, 

87 DLR (4th) 1 (QB), the court, relying on Finlay , stated the test for public interest 

standing as follows: 
If the issue were (a) justiciable and (b) serious in that there was a serious issue as to 
whether the administrative act was illegal (i.e., not authorized by the statute pursuant to 

                                                           
5 As per PEMBINA INSTITUTE FOR APPROPRIATE DEVELOPMENT V. ALBERTA (UTILITIES 

COMMISSION) ET AL., (2011) 513 A.R. 387 

[14] Pembina submits that the test for standing before the Commission is different than the test for 

standing to appeal the Commission's decision to this court. It contends that if only those parties found 

to be directly and adversely affected by the Commission's decision have standing on appeal, then once a 

determination has been made that no such party exists, the Commission would be immune from any 

oversight in its decision-making; the Commission would essentially be able to act with impunity in such 

circumstances. The applicant submits this cannot have been the intention behind the AUCA . 

 

https://app.vlex.com/vid/680874185
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which it purported to be made), and (d) if there were no other reasonable and effective 
means of bringing the issue before the court, in my view it would be open to the court to 
recognize (c) that the applicant has a "genuine interest" in the issue even if the applicant 
cannot show that he has a direct, personal interest in the sense that the administrative 
act operates to his personal disadvantage. Obviously that "genuine interest" will be 
more readily inferred if the statute clearly contemplates that the applicant has a role in 
the process leading up to the administrative act. However, in a fit case, "genuine 
interest" may be found to exist even when such a role is not contemplated by the 
statute, so long as to recognize such a "genuine interest" would not be inconsistent with 
the inherent nature of the statutory process: para 26. (bold emphasis added) 

 

3. Addition of Wind to the Alberta Power Grid Adds Costs with Few Benefits  

The alleged benefit of wind farms is a reduction in emissions, specifically carbon dioxide.  According to 

Alberta power generation industry experts: 

"The problem with wind is its randomness, wind is completely uncorrelated with demand. If they 

add another 5,000 MW then the total would be 6,500 MW. Typically, this amount of wind would 

randomly experience 80% or higher ramps one or more times per week. This would be the 

equivalent of ramping 6.5 Shepard plants from off to full to off again. These plants are unable to do 

this over the long term. They may end up having to put in simple cycle units instead which, from a 

CO2 perspective, would pretty much defeat the purpose of adding wind. But it’s never really been 

about reducing CO2, it’s all about building wind. This is a simplified explanation but it’s reasonable. 

In the short term, plants like Shepard can’t come on line as fast as the wind can come off and may 

lead to reliability concerns. Over the long run the on off on off cycling will lead to excessive wear 

and tear requiring expensive maintenance. The simple cycle units are designed for on off cycling 

but they are relatively inefficient, they produce around 40% more CO2 as a Shepard type plant for 

the same amount of power." 

Consequently, there will not be a significant reduction in carbon dioxide emissions which is the stated 

purpose of adding wind farms to the grid, but there will be a substantial increase in costs of power. 

 

4. New Evidence from Ireland 

Wind Aware Ireland have just issued a report outlining the critical nature of large scale investment in 

wind without proper cost-benefit or carbon dioxide reduction assessment, prior to installation. 

The aim of this report is to identify the major economic costs associated with the 
deployment of on-shore wind energy to the Irish State and consumer. To date, wind energy 
has been judged without accounting for the complex and supporting infrastructure, hidden 
subsidies and services required to actually put the electricity generated onto the grid. This 
is misleading. 
 
We estimate that Ireland is spending approximately €1.2 billion on wind energy per annum. 
As we save between 2.6 to 4% of our overall CO2 emissions from this deployment of 
wind, the cost per percentage point of CO2 saved is between €300 million and €461 million 
per year. This is clearly unsustainable as Ireland moves to achieve more ambitious emissions 
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targets. To date, no alternative methods of reducing our CO2 emissions have been 
adequately considered or analysed. For example, the conversion of Moneypoint power 
station from coal to gas would save more CO2 than all wind turbines currently constructed.4 
 
Our energy policy must be urgently reviewed and all current actions paused until full 
analysis has taken place of the most cost-effective and sustainable way to decarbonise. 
No analysis by the Irish State or by the EU have been undertaken to justify these enormous 
costs. Indeed, no legally mandated Cost Benefit Analysis, required by the Public Spending 
Code, has been completed. Nor has a Strategic Environmental Assessment, mandated 
by the EU been undertaken. This huge infrastructural project, which impacts upon our 
economy, our environment and our people, has been allowed to proceed based on 
opinion, assumptions and we believe, groupthink. All the ingredients of the property crash 
are present and it is possible that, as predicted by economist Colm McCarthy, we will end 
up with a “NAMA6 for wind turbines”. 7 

 

5. Infrastructure Costs, Market Uncertainty, Capacity Market Challenges 

Though wind and solar advocates claim that the price of wind and solar devices have become cost 

competitive with coal and natural gas,8 these claims ignore the fact that wind and solar are not 

dispatchable forms of power – nor do they address the tremendous burden of hidden costs for additional 

infrastructure to integrate wind and solar to the grid. A comment from an Alberta power generation expert. 

What makes renewables expensive is integrating these technologies into the grid. Grids can 

handle small amounts of renewables, but the levels proposed by governments with environmental 

ambitions are overwhelming. These require massive expenditures in transmission, peaking 

power, and possibly storage. Even if wind and solar were free, the integration expenses could 

cost more than all other forms of generation once you pass a certain tipping point. Another cost 

that isn’t mentioned is market reform, but this would only apply in areas where there are 

competitive markets. In Alberta for example, the AESO has decided that renewable subsidies will 

make our once thriving energy market unsustainable. This has led them to introduce a 

capacity market which will lead to $10’s or maybe $100’s of millions in transition expenses 

along with years of uncertainty. Lastly, what gets lost in all this is the actual carbon reductions 

or lack thereof. The current state of storage technology is insufficient to back large quantities of 

renewables. This is leading to investments in relatively inefficient natural gas peaking facilities 

that negate the carbon benefits of renewables. Arguably, we may be better off from both a carbon 

and economic perspective by just investing in efficient base load natural gas and completely 

forgetting about renewables. Existing infrastructure could be used, and market changes wouldn’t 

be required. Regardless of the chosen path, we are a long, long way from a 100% renewable 

energy grid. 

How is any of this in the public interest? 

 

 

 

                                                           
6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Asset_Management_Agency  
7 https://www.yumpu.com/en/document/view/59534715/costs-of-wind-energy-report  
8 https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-2017/  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Asset_Management_Agency
https://www.yumpu.com/en/document/view/59534715/costs-of-wind-energy-report
https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-2017/
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6. Undue Influence 

According to Power Corporation’s 2014 (see screenshot) and 20159 documentation to the CDP 

Worldwide (formerly Carbon Disclosure Project), Power Corporation “is providing funding to the (David 

Suzuki) Foundation covering a nine-year period from 2007 to 2015.”   

 

Source: Power Corporation’s 2014 report to the Carbon Disclosure Project 

 

The David Suzuki Foundation is also a taxpayer subsidized, federally registered charity with some $19 

Million in assets (Source: CRA).  David Suzuki Foundation has been actively demanding a phase-out of 

coal, institution of carbon pricing and addition of wind and solar to the grid.  In August of 2015, they 

submitted a detailed report to the Alberta Climate Change Panel (Submission #389) promoting wind 

farms.   

They did not identify themselves as proxies for Power Corporation. 

In their report, the David Suzuki Foundation claim renewables will create jobs – but Alberta will be losing 

7,000 coal jobs and some 30 communities will be destroyed or damaged, with many ancillary jobs lost.   

How is this in the public interest? 

Suzuki Foundation pushed for the institution of carbon pricing. The institution of carbon pricing makes it 

virtually impossible for coal-fired power plants to continue operation as the costs quickly destroy any 

potential margins.  This will force an almost immediate phase-out of coal, wherein reserve margin would 

plummet from 27% to 6% in the space of a year, putting Alberta at risk of extremely low reserve margin, 

as reported by National Bank.  How is this in the public interest? 

                                                           
9 http://www.powercorporationcsr.com/static/pcc/pdf/Power_Corporation_CDP_2015.pdf (retrieved Nov. 26, 
2017) 

http://www.powercorporationcsr.com/static/pcc/pdf/Power_Corporation_CDP_2015.pdf
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Source: National Bank August 1, 2017 Alberta Power Market forecast 

In submission 389, the Suzuki Foundation made claims about carbon (dioxide) and GHG reductions that 

are not supported by evidence. Such targets would be detrimental to Canada’s economy, as discussed 

by Ottawa energy policy consultant Robert Lyman. 10  Indeed, Canada’s economy would be turned to 

ashes, with a GDP of Bolivia, Iraq or Sudan. 

The Suzuki Foundation report states: “The benefits of using natural gas as a bridge fuel are still uncertain 

but clean renewable energy systems create no greenhouse has emissions or air pollution.”  “Renewable” 

wind and solar energy systems cannot operate on the grid without conventional back-up; in the 

absence of abundant hydro power (of which Alberta has very little) then natural gas is the choice to 

match the intermittent nature of wind.  As noted above, due to the erratic ramping, the carbon dioxide 

output will be about the same as that of coal-fired power plants. 

In Appendix A and B there are examples of David Suzuki Fund demonization of coal-fired power and a 

point and click email campaign from April 2017 to various ministers in Ottawa making spurious claims 

about renewable energy and fossil fuels.  We have disputed those in this report “Due Diligence on 

Renewable Demands by David Suzuki Foundation.” 11 

Few of the David Suzuki Foundation’s proxy claims on behalf of Power Corporation are supported by 

evidence, but they have been highly influential in changing Alberta government and federal policy. 

In Germany, a country that added 90 Gigawatts of combined wind and solar power to the grid, there has 

been virtually no beneficial impact to their peak power demands; in fact, Germany is still largely 

powered by coal, but citizens are now grappling with the costs of some 1,000 billion euros12 for this 

energy transition. 

                                                           
10 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/05/10/can-canada-survive-climate-change-policy/  
11 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/due-diligence-suzuki-foundation-final-ap-26-
2017-r.pdf  
12 http://catskillcitizens.org/learnmore/germany_lessonslearned_final_071014.pdf  

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/05/10/can-canada-survive-climate-change-policy/
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/due-diligence-suzuki-foundation-final-ap-26-2017-r.pdf
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/due-diligence-suzuki-foundation-final-ap-26-2017-r.pdf
http://catskillcitizens.org/learnmore/germany_lessonslearned_final_071014.pdf
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Source: Fraunhofer – showing source of German power generation for same period as above graph 

showing the coal is the predominant power source in Germany. 
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7. Competitive Advantage in International Markets 

Our last appeal on this matter was filed in November of last year. Since that time, the US Trump 

administration has pulled out of the Paris Agreement and has repealed much of the Clean Energy Act.  

They have declared that the ‘war on coal’ is over. 

Indeed, a review of the Paris Agreement by Robert Lyman, Ottawa energy policy consultant and former 

public servant of 27 years, a diplomat for 10 years prior to that, shows that the agreement is empty and 

extortionary, with no benefit to the environment or climate. 13  

What then is the purpose?  In our research we have found that institutional investors, of which Power 
Corporation is an investor 14 have become deeply committed to wind/solar investments as a means of 
ensuring long-term, stable 20 to 40-year subsidies. 15  
 
Subsidies to wind and solar in Canada are in the billions of dollars 16 but as the evidence shows from 
Europe, Ireland and Ontario, such subsidies are not sustainable, industry is destroyed, consumers are 
pushed into heat-or-eat poverty and a cycle of subsidies develops, ultimately leading to the destruction 
of the economy and many people’s lives. 
 
How would that be in the public interest for Albertans? 
 
Alberta is a large trading partner with the United States.  Adding heavily subsidized wind to the power 
grid, along with the hidden infrastructure costs, will not benefit the environment or climate change but 
tripling the power costs will damage Alberta’s competitiveness in continental and global markets. 
Further, the tripling (at least) of power costs will likely spark an exodus of industry and jobs. 
 
How is that in the public interest for Albertans? 
 
We believe that the matters we have laid out here before you clearly demonstrate that the rights of 
Albertans have been directly and adversely affected by climate change and energy policy 
recommendations and undue influence from the David Suzuki Foundation a proxy organization making 
unsubstantiated claims to the Alberta Climate Panel on behalf of its unstated beneficiary organization 
– Power Corporation of Canada. 
 
We ask you to act in the public interest and accept our participation in a public hearing on the Jenner 
Wind Farm project and expansion. 
 
 
 

                                                           
13 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/06/09/the-cop21-agreement-just-the-facts-please/  
14 From 2014 CDP report of Power Corporation: [“Power Corporation’s principal asset, Power Financial Corporation, holds 

substantial interests in the financial services industry through its controlling interest in each of Great-West Lifeco Inc. and IGM 
Financial Inc.”] 
15 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/02/01/new-reports-challenge-share-on-climate-change-risk-and-denial-
for-pension-fund-trustees-and-corporate-boards/  
16 http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/11/05/subsidies-to-solar-and-wind-energy-in-canada-an-inventory/  

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/06/09/the-cop21-agreement-just-the-facts-please/
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/02/01/new-reports-challenge-share-on-climate-change-risk-and-denial-for-pension-fund-trustees-and-corporate-boards/
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/02/01/new-reports-challenge-share-on-climate-change-risk-and-denial-for-pension-fund-trustees-and-corporate-boards/
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2017/11/05/subsidies-to-solar-and-wind-energy-in-canada-an-inventory/
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We ask that you assume appropriate duty of care. Act in the public interest. 
 

From the Alberta Utilities Commission Act: 

Duty of care 

Duty of care 6(1) Every member, in exercising powers and in discharging functions and duties, 

(a) shall act honestly, in good faith and in the public interest, 

 

Decisions and orders 9(1) Unless expressly provided by this Act or any other enactment to the 

contrary, and subject to this section, any order or decision that the Commission is authorized to 

make may be made without giving notice and without holding a hearing. (2) If it appears to the 

Commission that its decision or order on an application may directly and adversely affect the 

rights of a person, the Commission shall (a) give notice of the application in accordance with the 

Commission rules, (b) give the person a reasonable opportunity of learning the facts bearing on 

the application as presented to the Commission by the applicant and other parties to the 

application, and (c) hold a hearing.17 

 
We do not want to end up like Ontario. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Ken Gregory, B.AppSc., 
President 
FRIENDS OF SCIENCE SOCIETY 
 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
17 http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/A37P2.pdf  

http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/A37P2.pdf
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Appendix B 

 

To:  

"The Right Honourable Justin Trudeau" <pm@pm.gc.ca> 

"The Honourable Catherine McKenna" <catherine.mckenna@canada.ca> 

"The Honourable Bill Morneau" <bill.morneau@canada.ca> 

"The Honourable Jim Carr" <Minister.Ministre@NRCan-RNCan.gc.ca> 

"The Honourable Marc Garneau" <mintc@tc.gc.ca> 

"The Honourable Amarjeet Sohi" <infc.minister-ministre.infc@canada.ca> 

Subject  

Propel us to a renewable energy economy 

 I believe renewable energy can power our country, boost our economy, generate well-paid jobs and 
fight climate change.  Although your government has developed a plan to shift to renewables, I have yet 
to see sufficient action behind the commitment.  To help advance renewable energy in Canada, I’m 
asking that you: 
 
• Invest $1 billion annually in renewable energy demonstration projects. 
• Eliminate fossil fuel subsidies by 2020. 
• Strengthen and build connections between Canada’s provincial electricity grids to expand access to 
renewable energy, as per existing commitments. 
• Stop approving new fossil fuel infrastructure, including pipelines, that commits us to decades of 
increased fossil fuel dependency. 
• Strengthen Canada’s international emissions reductions targets to achieve net-zero emissions by 2050. 
• Commit to increasing the price on carbon pollution beyond 2022 as incentive to build a strong, 
sustainable economy and help industry make reliable long-term plans to reduce emissions. 
• Adopt a national zero-emission vehicle standard in line with Quebec, California and nine other U.S. 
states. 
• Provide $2.3 billion per year for public transit, in line with your commitment to invest $25.3 billion 
over 11 years.  
• Create training programs for oil and gas sector workers to help them put their skills to work in the 
renewable energy sector. 
 
I look forward to seeing Canada’s focus switch to renewable energy. 
 


