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1)  Counting only legally permitted generation facilities, YEC has failed meet N-1 requirements and 
has a shortfall of 2.95MW. 

From the GRA Page 2-14, highlighting added:
“Installed YEC and AEY dependable grid capacity for the winter peak in 2021, based on existing 
capacity today and any planned additions/retirements and excluding Fish Lake hydro, is 139.1 MW in 
2021 (70.5 MW of YEC hydro, 12.6 MW YEC LNG, 23.5 MW of YEC diesel, 5.6 MW of AEY diesel 
and plus 27 MW20 diesel from rented diesel units in order to meet the N-1 criterion assessment).21”
and
“20 15 units at 1.8 MW for each unit to total 27 MW for 2021.”

Of the 23.5MW of YEC diesel, Faro FD1&FD7 provide 5.8MW, according to the 10-Year Renewable 
Plan, which YEC has cited in IR responses.  Of the 15 rental units providing 27MW, 5 are in Faro, 
providing 9MW.

So for N-1 puropses, YEC attributes a total of 14.8MW to Faro diesel.
 (FD1+FD7=5.8MW + 5 Rentals @ 1.8MW Ea=9MW).

However, YEC has indicated that the output of Faro facility is limited to a total 10.6MW.  (NY-YEC-1-
10(b) and many others)

The 14.8 MW cited in N-1 calculations clearly exceeds the maximum 10.6MW claimed to be permitted
by YEC.

Using 10.6MW as the maximum output of the Faro facility, instead of the 14.8MW in the GRA reduces
dependable grid capacity by 4.2MW.

And from GRA Page 2-15 “In summary, under N-1, there is surplus of dependable capacity of 
approximately 1.25 MW in 2021. Without rented diesel units, the N-1 capacity shortfall would be 25.75
MW in 2021.”

So if the Faro facility is operated up to what YEC claims as the maximum permitted output, there is an 
N-1 capacity shortfall of 2.95 MW.  (1.25MW – 4.2MW)   



2) YEC has violated YESAA in the 2020 installation of seven rental generators in the Faro facility.

Any modification to a fossil fuel-fired electrical generating station is an “assessable activity” as listed 
on the excerpt  of YESAA Schedule 1 Part 4 Item 2(b) as shown below.

 

YEC did eventually agree that the addition of seven rental diesel generators and associated 
infrastructure was a modification to the Faro generating station, (NY-YEC-1-7 – REVISED) thereby 
necessitating an assessment.

Further, YESAA requires that an assessment occur before such projects are undertaken according to 
YESAA Purposes of Act (2)(b) as shown below.

3)  The Faro rental diesel project accounted for $4.025 million of the $10.971 million revenue shortfall 
cited in the GRA.  This is 37% of the revenue shortfall.

Cost of 17 rentals is $3.834 million, so the 7 rentals in Faro would be $1.579 million.  
Infrastructure costs (actual) attributable to Faro rental diesel infrastructure is $2.446 million.



4) All following pages are YEC or YESAB documents that are entered here because I may use parts of 
some of them in my final written argument. 

a) Meeting Summary_Faro Rental Diesels_Dec 2 2020.
b) Comments page from yesabregistry.ca for Faro Generating Station Capacity Expansion 

Project (2021-0115)
c) Faro Generating Station Capacity Expansion Project – YESAA Project Proposal 

Document.
d) Announcement of rentals installation provided to Faro residents Sep 2020, 1-2 weeks 

before installation began.
e) Announcement of 2021 rentals and upcoming YESAB, provided to Faro residents June 

2021.  This was the only notice of YESAB to Faro residents, with no clues as to when 
one could actually “get involved.”  Going to yesabregistry.ca as YEC suggested, there 
was nothing.  Residents were not notified when the project was finally open to public 
comment.
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Meeting Summary: Faro Rental Diesels 
December 2, 2020, 5:30 p.m. – 7 p.m. 
Virtual Community Meeting (conducted virtual due to COVID-19 concerns and directives in Yukon) 

Number of participants:  

• 10 with some leaving the virtual meeting at varying points in the discussion. 

Attendees: 

• Yukon Energy representatives: Stephanie Cunha, Travis Ritchie, Ed Peake 
• Public Members: Six plus Stanley Noel, CEO of Dena Nezzidi Corporation 

Meeting purpose:  

• To share information about Yukon Energy’s project to add seven temporary rental diesel units at 
its existing diesel power plant in Faro. 

• To provide answers to questions previously asked of the Corporation by local residents. 
• To answer questions and listen to concerns of participants on the call. 

Meeting format: 

• Presentation (45 minutes): Delivered by Stephanie and Travis on behalf of Yukon Energy (see pdf 
attached). 

• Open Q&A period (45 minutes): All 
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Key themes of questions and comments raised by public members: 

Key theme Discussion 
Noise levels from rentals • Multiple participants noted that the sound levels from the rental generators were much louder than 

the permanent diesel units in Faro. Individuals compared the sound to a jet engine. 
• A participant noted their view that the nearest resident to the Faro diesel plant was closer than 300 

metres (the barracks as noted by Yukon Energy). The participant suggested the closest resident was 
more like 200 metres away. The participant asked about Yukon Energy plans for sound monitoring 
and future noise barriers. 

• Travis noted that the findings of Yukon Energy’s sound modelling study showed that if all rentals were 
to be running that predicted sound levels from the site at the nearest point of reception (occupied 
building) would be less than 1 dB more than what is emitted by the permanent generators. 

• Travis noted that the engines can be louder during start up. 
• Travis noted that Yukon Energy would be doing spot sound monitoring and follow-up at the site this 

winter to assess sound levels and confirm potential effect predictions. 
Consultation with Ross River 
Dena Council (RRDC) 

• Stanley expressed his deep concern and disappointment that Yukon Energy did not consult with Ross 
River Dena Council (RRDC) before adding the temporary diesel generators to the Faro site. Stanley 
noted that RRDC was not informed of the project or of the procurement opportunities. 

• Stanley stressed that it was incumbent on Yukon Energy to know whose Traditional Territories their 
facilities and projects are on and to ensure that those First Nations are consulted with on those 
projects in advance. 

• Stanley questioned why Yukon Energy undertook extensive consultation with Whitehorse area First 
Nations, municipalities and area residents about the new 20 MW thermal power plant or LNG facility 
and did not undertake the same actions with RRDC, the Town of Faro and Faro residents. 

• Stanley expressed that in his view, Yukon Energy was just choosing the path of least resistance by 
installing the additional rental diesel in Faro because it was easy and there were allowable air 
allowances rather than what was in the public interest of RRDC, the Town of Faro and local residents. 

• Stanley noted that as a First Nation that is not self-governing, RRDC is not notified or consulted with 
by YESAA of proposals submitted to them for review. 

• Stanley expressed that as a public utility, Yukon Energy should ensure they are spending the time to 
do what is in the best interest of Yukoners and to go beyond the thresholds of what is required for 
public consultation by YESAA. 
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• Stephanie shared that Yukon Energy had contacted the Ross River Dena Council and Stanley about the 
Faro project on more than one occasion, and agreed with Stanley that it would be good for both 
parties to identify better ways to communicate in the future. Details noted in Appendix A. 

• Stephanie noted that Yukon Energy did meet with members of the Town of Faro Council in July 2020 
as part of other discussions to inform them of this project, and that their feedback at the time was 
used to update the information piece that was mailed to all Faro residents in September. 

• Stephanie noted Stanley’s concerns and that they had been previously raised with Yukon Energy’s 
President and CEO and other senior leaders. 

• Stanley informed Stephanie that previous discussions between him and Andrew had been about a 
possible fuel supply contract to the Faro site and not these specific concerns about consultation. 

• Travis noted that Yukon Energy’s engagement and consultation processes are different based on the 
scope of the project, not based on location. When projects are undertaken within existing Yukon 
Energy property lines and within existing permits that consultation is not a requirement of YESAA and 
the external engagement may be more limited. For example, Yukon Energy’s 10 temporary rental 
units were added to the Whitehorse parking lot without formal consultation with local First Nations 
or governments because the project was within Yukon Energy’s fence line and within the allowable 
permits of the facility. However, for the LNG project, which required the acquisition of more property 
(land) and was a new technology at the time, fulsome consultation was conducted with both First 
Nations, local governments, stakeholders and the public. 

Faro Air Permit (allowances, 
changes and subsequent 
consultation) 

• Questions were raised by a participant on the call about Yukon Energy’s existing Air Permit for the 
Faro diesel plant. Questions centered around: 

o What permits and authorities does Yukon Energy have in place to run up to 10.6 MW of diesel 
at the site; 

o Whether the addition of the temporary diesel units constitutes a modification to the power 
plant, and if so, what consultation and regulatory approvals are required; and 

o Whether a new assessment of the Faro facility was required before the addition of the seven 
rental units. 

• Travis responded that the existing air emissions permit for the facility allows for an operational 
capacity of 10.6 MW. More specifically, a YESAA decision document1 exists for a past assessment of 
the facility at that capacity. As such, the regulatory authority (YG-Environment) can permit air 
emission activities related to diesel generation on site up to that capacity without additional 
assessment if there are otherwise no substantive changes to the previously assessed activities.  

                                                           
1 Pursuant to YESAA Project Assessment 2011.0246. 
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• Yukon Energy has moved some of that capacity to other locations as the need has revealed itself over 
the last dozen or so years and simply seeking now to re-install the previously assessed and permitted 
capacity.  

• Travis confirmed that, yes, the additional capacity beyond the 10.6 MW is a modification to the 
facility and is therefore required to be assessed under YESAA in the near future before the air 
emissions permit can be amended and the additional capacity can be operated at the site. For clarity 
he emphasized that the installed site capacity beyond 10.6 MW cannot and will not be operated until 
the YESAA and permitting processes are concluded successfully.   

• Stephanie shared her email address with participants on the call inviting additional feedback or 
questions. 

 
Follow-up • Stephanie noted that a copy of the presentation would be made available on Yukon Energy’s website.  

• Stanley requested that notes from the meeting be shared with him.  
• Stanley and another participant on the call asked that a copy of the presentation be emailed to them. 

 

 

Appendix A: 

Yukon Energy contact attempts to the Ross River Dena Council about the Faro rental diesel project and procurement opportunities 
(Emails included invitation to meet/discuss) 
 

Date YEC Contact RRDC Contact Topic Method Response 
April 9, 2020 Michael Brandt Stanley Noel Faro project and 

procurement 
Email 
 

No 

April 17, 2020 Michael Brandt Stanley Noel Faro project and 
procurement 

Email 
 

No 

Sept 1, 2020 Stephanie Cunha Councillor Nukon 
and Stanley Noel 

Project specific; 
no procurement 

Email to both 
 

No 
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