
CA-165 
2001 General Rate Application 

Page 1 of 5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q. (a) Why did Newfoundland Hydro release the water rights on the Rose 

Blanche Brook to Newfoundland Power in 1991? 

 

(b) Why did Newfoundland Hydro oppose Newfoundland Power’s 

Development of the Rose Blanche Brook in a hearing before the 

Public Utilities Board? 

 

(c) Did Newfoundland Hydro give consideration to developing the Rose 

Blanche Brook itself? 

 

(d) What, in the opinion of Hydro, have been the benefits to consumers in 

the Province of the development by Newfoundland Power at Rose 

Blanche Brook? 

 

 

A. (a) In April 1990 the Minister of Mines and Energy announced a process 

whereby Hydro was prepared to issue waivers to undeveloped small 

hydro sites (less than 10 MW) to prospective developers as a means 

of providing opportunity for the private sector to invest in hydroelectric 

production. This was in advance of a request for proposals for the 

purchase of up to 50 MW firm small scale hydro projects.  In 1991, 

Hydro waived its franchise right to power development on Rose 

Blanche Brook to Newfoundland Power. Subsequently, Newfoundland 

Power applied to the Department of Environment and Lands for a 

Water Use Authorization which permitted development of the site. 
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(b) Hydro intervened at Newfoundland Power’s 1998 capital budget 

hearing to ensure that the Board, in advance of its decision, was fully 

aware of all the issues surrounding the Rose Blanche Development.  

Hydro’s position on this matter is outlined in the attached letter. 

 

 (c) Hydro did give consideration to the development of Rose Blanche 

Brook in 1991, when Newfoundland Power requested that Hydro 

waive its franchise right to the hydroelectric potential of the site.  

Hydro, after a review of information available on the site, decided not 

to pursue the development. 

 

 (d) Hydro’s view on the project and its benefits to customers are 

expressed in the attachment to 165(b). 








