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May 14, 2010
FILED VIA RESS

Ontario Energy Board

PO Box 2319

2300 Yonge St.

Toronto, ON M4P 1E4

Attn: Ms. Kirsten Walli, Board Secretary

Dear Madam Secretary:

RE: EB-2010-0023 - Application by Hydro One Networks Inc. (the
“Applicant”) for Authority to Expropriate Interest in Certain Lands
Ms. Catherine Gale Walford — Issues List Submissions

We are solicitors for Ms. Catherine Gale Walford who is the property owner of Part
Lot 8, Concession 5 Erin designated as Part 1 Plan 61R11059; Erin being Part of PIN
71163-0064 (LT). Ms. Walford’s property will be directly affected by the
Applicant’s proposed Bruce to Milton Transmission Reinforcement Project (the
“Project’’). Further to the Board’s Procedural Order No. 1 dated May 4, 2010, we
are writing to provide submissions with respect to the list of issues for this
proceeding.

Ms. Walford requests that the following issues be considered by the Board in this
proceeding:

1. Is the expropriation of an interest in lands proposed by the Applicant in the
public interest?

2. What should be the nature, scope and duration of the property interest, if any, to
be acquired by the Applicant?

3. What should be the specific location and dimensions of the lands in, over and
through which the Applicant would acquire a property interest if granted by the
Board?
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

What construction methodology and timing and impact mitigation measures
should be employed by the Applicant during the pre-construction and
construction phases of the Project?

What are likely to be the impacts of construction of the Project facilities on the
landowner and her use of her lands (including but not limited to residential,
agricultural and development uses)?

What, if any, temporary land rights are required by the Applicant for the Project?

What should be the nature and configuration of the project facilities to be
installed on the lands in which the Applicant proposes to acquire an interest?

What are the reclamation and impact mitigation measures to be carried out by the
Application following construction of the Project facilities?

What are the operational activities proposed by the Applicant to take place on
area(s) over and in which the Applicant seeks to acquire a property interest?

What are likely to be the impacts of the operation of the Project facilities on the
landowner and her use of her lands (including but not limited to residential,
agricultural and development uses)?

What impact mitigation measures should be employed by the Applicant during
the operational phase of the Project?

What monitoring and reporting obligations should be imposed on the Applicant
during the pre-construction, construction and operational phases of the Project?

What is the required method and timing of abandonment of the Project facilities?

What terms and conditions should the Board include in any order granted to the
Applicant in this proceeding?

Each of the issues proposed by Ms. Walford falls within the Board’s jurisdiction
under Section 99 of the Ontario Energy Board Act and its authority to impose such
conditions as it considers proper under Section 23 of the Act. While the proposed
issues have been stated in general terms, they have been designed so as to encompass
the property-specific concerns of Ms. Walford regarding the land rights sought to be
acquired by the Applicant and the precise nature and impact of the Project as it is to



be carried out on her property. It is not the intention of Ms. Walford to revisit in this
proceeding issues that have been addressed generally in the Environmental
Assessment process or before the Board in the EB-2007-0050 proceeding.

We trust this is satisfactory and look forward to participating in the Board’s Issues
Day Hearing on June 10.

Yours very truly,
COHEN HIGHLEY LLP

John D. Goudy
email: goudy @cohenhighley.com

cc:  Parties to EB-2010-0023 by email notification



