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IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998,
S.0. 1998, c¢.15 (Schedule B);

AND IN THE MATTER OF cost award eligibility for
interested stakeholders in relation to consultation processes on
the development of a Renewed Regulatory Framework for
Electricity.

NOTICE OF MOTION
(Review of the Board's Cost Eligibility Decision
issued February 1, 2011)

Introduction

The Canadian Energy Efficiency Alliance ("CEEA") is applying to the Ontario Energy
Board (the "Board") to review that part of its Cost Eligibility Decision on February 1,
2011 (the "decision™), in which the Board decided that CEEA was not eligible for costs in
these three proceedings, and to vary that part of its decision in order to make CEEA

eligible for such costs.
The Board stated, at page 4 of that decision:

"CEEA's request for cost eligibility noted that CEEA's mission is to be "the leading
independent voice in Canada to promote and advance energy efficiency and its related
benefits to the economy and the environment”. The Board notes that CEEA's
membership "consists mainly of investor owned companies, utilities owned by local or
provincial governments, and Associations focused on energy efficiency”. Among
CEEA's members are Enbridge, Union Gas, Ontario Power Generation, Hydro One and
other entities regulated by the Board, which either as a group or individually are usually
ineligible for a cost award under section 3.05 of the Practice Direction. The other
members of CEEA are commercial entities which, as noted above, are also not usually
eligible for an award of costs. Most of the members identified by CEEA already pursue
energy efficiency programs through regulated rates. The Board therefore finds that
CEEA's focus on and dedication to energy efficiency does not, in the context of these
consultations, represent special circumstances which would render the CEEA eligible for
an award of costs. The Board therefore finds that CEEA is not eligible for an award of
costs in these consultations."



Legislative and Requlatory Background for the Motion

CEEA's motion to review is made pursuant to Section 8.02, 42.01 and 44.01 of the
Board's Rules of Practice and Procedures (the "Rules™). In the interests of time and
efficiency, CEEA is dealing with both the threshold for review and the substantive

grounds for review in this motion.
Section 42.01 states that:

"Subject to Rule 42.02, any person may bring a motion requesting the Board to review all
or part of a final order or decision, and to vary, suspend or cancel the order or decision."

Section 44.01 states that:

"Every notice of a motion made under Rule 42.01, in addition to the requirements under
Rule 8.02, shall:

@) set out the grounds for the motion that raise a question as to the correctness of the
order or decision, which grounds may include:

Q) error in fact;
(i) change in circumstances;
(iii)  new facts that have arisen;

(iv)  facts that were not previously placed in evidence in the proceeding and
could not have been discovered by reasonable diligence at the time; and

(b) if required, and subject to Rule 42, request a stay of the implementation of the
order or decision or any part pending the determination of the motion."

The Board's most detailed treatment of the appropriate grounds for a motion to
review is found in EB-2006-0322 et al. In that decision, the Board held that:

"in demonstrating that there is an error, the applicant must be able to show that
the findings are contrary to the evidence that was before the panel, that the panel
failed to address a material issue, that the panel made inconsistent findings, or
something of a similar nature” (our emphasis) (p 18), and that:

"The Board finds that it should interpret the words "may include"” in Rule 44.01 as
giving a list of examples of grounds for review for the following reasons:

e Itis the usual interpretation of the phrase;



It is consistent with section 2 of the Statutory Powers Procedure Act
("SPPA") which requires a liberal interpretation of the Rules;

It is consistent with Rule 1.03 of the Board's rules which allows the Board
to amend, vary or supplement the rules in an appropriate case; and

If the SPPA had intended to require that the power to review be restricted
to specific grounds it would have required the rules to include those
grounds and would have required the use of the word "shall"." (p 14)

Section 3 of the Board's Practice Direction on Cost Awards (the "Practice

Direction™) provides the basis for the Board's decisions on intervenors' eligibility

for costs. Section 3 reads as follows:

"3.01 The Board may determine whether a party is eligible or ineligible for a

3.02

3.03

3.04

3.05

cost award.

The burden of establishing eligibility for a cost award is on the party
applying for a cost award.

A party in a Board process is eligible to apply for a cost award where the
party:

@) primarily represents the direct interests of consumers (e.g.
ratepayers) in relation to regulated services;

(b) primarily represents a public interest relevant to the Board's
mandate (our emphasis); or

(c) is a person with an interest in land that is affected by the process.

In making a determination whether a party is eligible or ineligible, the
Board may also consider any other factor the Board considers to be
relevant to the public interest.

Despite section 3.03, the following parties are not eligible for a cost
award:

(@ applicants before the Board;

(b) transmitters, wholesalers, generators, distributors, and retailers of
electricity, either individually or in a group;

(© transmitters, distributors, and marketers of natural gas, and gas
storage companies, either individually or in a group;

(d) the IESO; and



(e) the Ontario Power Authority.

3.06 Notwithstanding section 3.05, a party which falls into one of the
categories listed in section 3.05 may be eligible for a cost award if it is a
customer of the applicant.

3.07 Also notwithstanding section 3.05, the Board may, in special
circumstances, find that a party which falls into one of the categories listed
in section 3.05 is eligible for a cost award in a particular process."

Grounds for Review

CEEA believes the Board made errors in fact, or failed to follow its own cost guidelines,

or failed to consider a material issue, in its decision, cited above, when:

e the Board concluded that the membership of CEEA consisted entirely of regulated

utilities and commercial interests,

e the Board did not recognize that CEEA primarily represents a public interest, energy
efficiency, which is relevant to the Board's mandate,

e the Board did not recognize or acknowledge that the energy efficiency was a public
interest relevant not only to the Board's mandate, but also to the three proceedings in
which CEEA has intervened. The explanation for why this is the case is set out in

section 4 below,

e the Board conflated the identity and interests of CEEA with that of some of its
members, and, in so doing, contravened its own guidelines and disregarded the
definition of "party” contained in the guidelines, and improperly tainted CEEA's
eligibility status with the fact that some of its members were regulated utilities and

some other members were commercial interests,

e the Board mistakenly concluded that CEEA was a group of distributors, and

therefore, not eligible for costs, and finally,

e the Board concluded that the fact that some of CEEA's members were investor owned
companies, or "commercial interests”, disqualified CEEA from being considered a

party that primarily represents a public interest relevant to the Board's mandate.



CEEA will now deal with each of these grounds more fully. But before addressing the
reasons why CEEA believes the Board should review and vary its decision, CEEA will
summarize the relevance of the public interest that the intervenor represents (energy

efficiency) to the Board's mandate and especially to these proceedings.

Relevancy of the Public Interest that CEEA Represents

The Green Energy and Green Economy Act amended, among other statutes, the Ontario

Energy Board Act, in several respects, including the addition of the following sections:
Section 27.1(1), entitled Conservation Directives, which provides that:

"The Minister may issue, and the Board shall implement, directives that have been
approved by the Lieutenant Governor in Council that require the Board to take steps
specified in the directives to promote energy conservation, energy efficiency, load
management or the use of cleaner energy sources, including alternative and renewable
energy sources. 2002, c. 23, s. 4(4)."

Section 27.2(1), which provides that:

"The Minister may issue, and the Board shall implement, directives that have been
approved by the Lieutenant Governor in Council that require the Board to take steps
specified in the directive to establish conservation and demand management targets to be
met by distributors and other licensees. 2009, c. 12, Sched. D, s. 7."

Section 27.2(2), which provides that:

"To promote conservation and demand management, a directive may require the Board to
specify, as a condition of a licence, the conservation targets associated with those
specified in the directive, and the targets shall be apportioned by the Board between
distributors and other licensees in accordance with the directive. 2009, c. 12, Sched. D, s.
7

Section 27.2(3), which provides that:

"A directive made under subsection (2) may require the OPA to provide information to
the Board or to the Ministry about the conservation targets referred to in subsection (2) or
the contracts referred to in subsection (5). 2009, c. 12, Sched. D, s. 7."

Section 27.2(4), which provides that:

"Subject to subsection (7), a directive may require the Board to specify, as a condition of
a licence, that a distributor may meet, at its discretion, any portion of its conservation



target by seeking the approval of the Board for the conservation and demand
management programs to be offered in its service area. 2009, c. 12, Sched. D, s. 7."

Section 27.2(5), which provides that:

"A directive may require the Board to specify, as a condition of a licence, that a
distributor meet, at its discretion, any portion of its conservation target by contracting
with the OPA to meet the target through province-wide programs offered by the OPA.
2009, c. 12, Sched. D, s. 7."

Section 27.2(6), which provides that:

"To promote a culture of conservation and demand management, a directive may require
the Board to specify, as a condition of a licence, that the licensee make public, by such
means and at such time as specified in the directive, the steps that the licensee has taken
to meet its targets and the results that have been achieved in meeting those targets. 2009,
c. 12, Sched. D, s. 7."

The government, in a Ministerial Directive dated March 10, 2010, established CDM
targets for all distributors equal to "1330 MW of provincial peak demand persisting at the
end of the four year period, and 6000 gigawatt hours of reduced electrical consumption
accumulated over the four year period. After receiving the Directive, the Board has set
CDM targets for each of the distributors, and established a Conservation and Demand
Management Code to guide the distributors on the implementation of CDM programs, be
they developed by the OPA for province wide distribution or by the individual
distributors for implementation within their service territories or more broadly.
Following the CDM Directive, the Board made achievement of the targets a condition of

the distributors' licences to operate.

In addition, the Green Energy Act amended s. 1(7) of the Ontario Energy Board Act to

add the following objective:

"To promote electricity conservation and demand management in a manner consistent
with the policies of the Government of Ontario, including having regard to the
consumer's economic circumstances.”

Given the passage of the Green Energy Act and the Minister's Conservation Directives to
the OPA and the Board, electric utilities are now responsible for the implementation of
hundreds of millions of dollars of energy efficiency programs, for example, a forecasted

at least $1.356 billion in OPA and contracted province-wide programs over the 2011-



2014 period (EB-2010-0332, Ex. I-1-1 Attachment 2, p 2 of 14), in addition to Utility
Board-approved programs worth another several hundred millions. The Board must
ensure that the utilities both meet their targets and deploy money wisely. Thus, energy
efficiency initiatives will be a growing and important part of utilities' activities over the
next several decades if the government's and OPA's overall conservation targets are to be
met. Moreover, it is generally recognized that participation in energy efficiency
initiatives lower participating customers energy bills (our emphasis) and that
implementing energy efficiency measures is the most cost effective way of meeting

energy demand.

It follows from the above that utility administered energy efficiency measures are a
powerful tool for customer bill mitigation to help offset the impacts of increasing utility
infrastructure and operating costs. They should, therefore, be considered in the rate
mitigation proceeding, EB-2010-0378.

In addition, widespread systematic implementation of energy efficiency measures by
utilities throughout Ontario will, over time, materially affect load growth in all sectors,
relative to what it would otherwise have been. Distribution network investment planning
must take account of these impacts. The integration of energy efficiency forecasts,
programs, and performances into network planning must be a part of the distribution
investment planning proceeding (EB-2010-0377).

Third, given the present magnitude and future scope of utility conservation spending in
the province, plans for such activity must become part of effective distribution planning.
It follows that electric utilities' performance assessments must be linked in part to their
success in successfully, jointly with the OPA, conceiving and designing conservation
programs, and, on their own, implementing those programs. So progress in adopting best
practices in energy efficiency implementation must be a factor in performance evaluation
of utilities, which is the subject of the EB-2010-0379 proceeding.

Finally, the ability of an electric utility to reduce its system losses and the use of best
practices in doing so needs to be assessed as part of these proceedings in keeping with the
Board's mandate to enhance the efficiency of the sale and distribution of electricity.

Measures to minimize loss in an electricity distribution system are no different



conceptually from repairing leaking steam traps in a hot water distribution system, or

removing parasitic load from end-use structures, both of which are well established

energy conservation practices. Reducing losses on their system is a way electricity

distributors can make their own operations more energy efficient. In conclusion, energy

efficiency is a relevant consideration for the Board in all three proceedings.

In conclusion, the strategic nature of these consultations and the long term effects that

they will have a distributors activity make consideration of the role of CDM in utility

planning, bill mitigation, and performance assessment important.

Further Consideration of the Stated Grounds for Review

(@)

(b)

"CEEA membership consists entirely of regulated utilities and commercial

interests."

CEEA is a not-for-profit corporation with a diverse membership. CEEA
membership represents a wide cross section of stakeholders dedicated to
promoting energy efficiency in Canada. It includes publicly owned companies,
investor owned companies, institutions, foundations, associations, and utilities. A
current membership list and a list of directors is attached as Appendix A. CEEA
was founded in 1995 by a diverse group of founders, most of whom are still
members. CEEA has over the last fifteen years been heavily involved in
promoting energy efficiency best practices, sponsoring R&D&D projects on
various aspects of energy efficiency (eg. fleet management), and related

initiatives. (Two recent CEEA newsletters are attached as Appendix B).
Section 3.03 of the Practice Direction states that:

"The Board did not properly address the issue of the public interest represented by
CEEA."

While the Board mentioned CEEA's mandate in its decision, it did not focus on
the implications of that fact for its eligibility for costs under Section 3.03(b) of the
Practice Direction. Recall that Section 3.03(b) states that:



()

"A Party in a Board process is eligible to apply for a cost award where the
party...primarily represents a public interest relevant to the Board's mandate™.

Had the Board focused on this aspect of its eligibility rules, it would have
concluded that CEEA was eligible for costs. Instead, the Board moved
immediately to a (partial) analysis of CEEA's membership, stating that such
members were not normally eligible for costs, then proceeded to find no special
circumstances under Section 3.05 existed, and concluded that CEEA was
ineligible. Had the Board dealt properly with the public interest of CEEA's
mandate, it would have had to find that CEEA was eligible for costs, provided the
public interest it represented was germane to these proceedings. CEEA suggests
that the analysis presented above strongly suggests that energy efficiency is a
public interest that is relevant to these proceedings.

As noted above, Section 3.03 provides that a party in a Board process is eligible
to apply for a cost award where that party represents either the direct interests of

consumers, has an interest in land affected by the process, or primarily represents

a public interest relevant to the Board's mandate (our emphasis). While the

section speaks of "eligibility to apply for costs"”, the Board's practice has been to
make such parties eligible for costs (our emphasis), assuming the relevancy to the
proceedings in question in the case of an organization representing a public
interest. Section 3.03 is structured in such a way that for the Board to act in any
other way would make the section meaningless. This conclusion does not
undermine in any way the notion that the Board always may exercise its
discretion to award costs, nor the fact that the Board may consider any other fact

that it considers to be in the public interest in making its decision.

"The Board conflated the identity and interests of CEEA with that of some of its
members.” CEEA's main interest and raison d'étre are distinct from those of its
utility members, whose primary mandate is only in small part to do with
encouraging energy efficiency. The fact that some of CEEA's members pursue
energy efficiency initiatives pursuant to government directives or otherwise
should not disqualify CEEA from being eligible. In fact, CEEA views part of its

job to persuade regulated utilities including its member utilities and their
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regulators to commit to more resources to energy efficiency activity than they
would do otherwise and always be at the forefront of best practices.

(d) "CEEA is a group of utilities or generators”. CEEA is a separate legal entity,
established with a broad mandate to advance energy efficiency. That is quite
different from ad hoc groups formed mostly, if not exclusively, the purpose of
meeting the Board's eligibility criteria (either distributors or generators).

(e) "Some of CEEA's members are commercial interests, not usually eligible for cost
awards". The fact that some of CEEA's members are commercial interests should
not disqualify CEEA from eligibility. CEEA has many other members that are
not commercial interests, as can be seen by examining the membership in
Appendix A. Many entities, such as AMPCO and IGUA, which are eligible for
costs, are composed entirely of commercial interests, that is, investor-owned
corporations. The Practice Direction does not establish eligibility on the grounds
of the ownership of the member organizations of the party, or of the ownership of

the party, applying, whether "commercial” or otherwise.

Finally, it is perhaps worth pointing out that the utilities did not object to CEEA's cost
application. The only objection was from Mr. Parker Gallant, and the Board has dealt

with his objections elsewhere.

In summary, CEEA is of the view that it has satisfied both the threshold test and the
substantive test for review and urges the Board to vary its decision of February 1, 2011,

and make CEEA eligible for costs in these proceedings.

K:\TBrett\wpdata\CLIENTS\Fraser & Company\CEEA\Notice of Motion EB-2010-0377, EB-2010-0378, EB-2010-0379.doc



APPENDIX A



Board Members Page 1 of 1

Reviewed &
Recemmended

Wy,

2 CANADIAN

Energy Efficiency 4

0 Share/Save )} ¥ = =

o

oA

Staphen Koch, Micheel Lio Corey McBurmey
NAIMA Canada. Lio & Associates EnerQuality
Board Chair Board Vice-Chair Board Treasuror

Mike Brophy
Giuliana Rossin| Keith Boultan Enbndge Cas Distribution
Hydro One Union Gas
Board Secretary

About Us Reviewed & Recommanded News  Events Resources
Home Privacy | Se Site Map | Contact Us




CANADIAN

Energy Efficiency Alliance

S
7 .{/f‘fi | “\‘\\}-'

G Share/Save £} #

Corporate Leaders

ENBRIDGE A Manitoba O wiongas
& ONTARIOPOWER
hyd rg GENERATION

Corporate Members

! \Izg Climate Change Central gli m ﬁgwxuu

Lio and Associates

Milton Hydro

it ANV,

PeG




Non-Profit Memboers

G:uwu.ns COUMCIL OF CANADA

BOMA PALATIN RN

vy Centre for Energy ™ : PEMHB;IN(AL ;“
~1 n s L] e



APPENDIX B




CEEA e-News

CTEEA e-Newslefter provides membars and intesested partias with updates on energy efficency news on @ monthiy basis. To subscribe (0 sur a-Newsiatiar, cick hare,

DECEMBER NEWS

Happy Holidays

Ower the tast fiftesn years, CEEA has been advecating to faderal, provincial, and local govemmants and businessas for the need 10 conserve energy

With buildings, heuseholds, and products accounting for over 30% of the energy use in Canada, some of the most cost-sffactive ways 16 3ave ansrgy ars to make changes (o product standards and |
Thats why CEEA has been actively working with the Canadian Standards Asaociation (CSA), to put forward recommandations Lo improve the anergy sfficiency of product standards in Canada. CEE/

The National Report Card on Energy Efficiency, released earier this year, evalusled federal, provincial, and teritorial govermments on their energy sfiiciency perfarmance in 2009, Tha Report saw &

With an increasing population, and increased demand on our electricity supply, it is essanal that all levals of 3 3 practice anergy conservation We are hopeful §

Qn behalf of the Canadian Energy Efficiency Alliance we would ke 1o wish you and your famity a safs, snergy afficiant, and happy holiday season!

Ken Elsey
President and CEQ
Canadian Enargy Efficiency Allianca

Harizon Ulilities--CEEA's Newest Member

Horizon Utilities Corparation has joined CEEA as & new Corporate Member.

Horizon Willies is ane of the largest i elactricity di i 0 Ontario, providing electricity and related ulifity servicas 10 more Man 237, 000 residential and commercial ¢

Horizon will be represented by Eilesn Campbell, Vice President, Customer Service

For more information about Herizen Ultiilies, dlick here.

CEEA and CanREA Bring Stake

The draft National Strategy on Energy Efficency rcommendations and medal programs that were put together eariar this year in sooperalion wilh the Canadien Renewsbie Enemy Aliance (CanRE

holvers Togetnor to Bevelop a National Strateqy on Enargy EHiciency

Ta view & copy of the letter sant ta the Prime Minister, recommendations snd mode! programs, please chick hers

Energy Prioe to Roje

i--CEE A Meets sith

Sntario Clean Energy Bes
Frior 1o the Ontaric Governments announgement to cut Ontanans” hydro Dils by 10% Mrough the release of tha Clean Enargy Henefil, CEEA mat with Minisiry of Enargy s1aff 1o discuss the snsigy o

Tar vimw & Copy of tha letter 15 the Premiar of Ontario click hare

Mate Frior fo the announcement of the 10% reduchion the concsm was focused o the shminabion of the MST on afecinicity bifls—-thus the refarence in tha fotlowing eiier

angpTermy Energy Plan--Positive Ene

Cintar

CEEA was a garticigant in the review of Ontana’s new Leng Temm Erergy Slan snd there are sevecal pasitive initiatives coming out of the plan hat CEEA has besn advocating lor over the [ast coupie
- Sironges buikding codes
* $12 billior to ba spent on conservation ovar the next 20 years
+ $32 biihor: 1o ba speni on renewable snamy projects

CEEA'S Repast Carg wus also mertionsd i the Ensrgy Plan under Ontano's Conservaton Accomplishmen:s.

Click here 1o view the il Energy Plan



Enerlransport--CEEA's Newest Caompany!
The new company set up by GEEA to manage the commercialization of the Hybnd Idie Redudtion System (HIRS), a new idle reduction technology that will reduce tha ameunt of Qreen houte gaies ¢

EnerTranspon's board, eomprisad of Ken Elsey, Michael Lio, Gary Johnsan, and Staphen Koch, along with Rogar Smith, will hold #ts first maeting in the next lew weeks to dovelop a siratagic direcho:

INTERESTING ARTICLES

Makinglt Magazine -On Track to Prosperiy?

This issus deals with the challenges facing Least Developsd Couniries and the of strangthening ive capacity

Click hers to view the publication online

GZ0: The Seoul Summit

G20 Seoul Summit - Shared Growth Beyond Crisis provides in-depth analysis of the key issues tackled at the November 11-12, G20 Seoul Sumemit. Contributors include: Lee Myung-bak, Stephen H:
Articles of Interest:

Tha glahal grasn growih opportunity {pg. 82)

The clean enargy cantribution (pg. B7)

The green race is on. "Whao will win and why? (pg. 92}

Fossil fuel subsidies: The GZ0's path to reform (pg. 95)

Clean energy for climala change control (pg. 98}

Carben capiure and sequestration and cimate change conirol {pg. 102)
China's approach to clmate changs control {pg. 108}

Controdling cimata ehange (pg. 108)

Click here 10 view the full publication

Cost of Efficient Construction Falis Under 31 900 USD Per Home
Maeting the current snargy sfficency building cade adds u more $818.72 USD on average 1o the construction costs of a new home, reports a recant study by e Busding Codes Assistance Projact {|
Homeowners will be abls 10 recoup thoss exira dollars in legs than three and a half years, thanks o the annual energy savings of $243 37 USD per homa. if the additional $818 72 USD is spread ove

Read on

Thne to Change Habits

As wWell As Light Bulbs
By Elisa Wood

'We are bombarded daily by advenisements seliing us soft dnnks, pharmacewicals, Gars, insurance. junk food. lesth whitener, diet peograms, and on and on. Bul whan was the lasi lime someone trig
Feanaot think of a single commercial that encourages us {o plug-in. even though electnaty is the chisf product of 3000 tilities in the United States.

Thes speaks fo how easy i s (0 access and use elecine enargy: its relativa cheapnass, mwsibilty, and integral ol in daily ife. No need eaists for utiifies to market elecificlty. wa devaur sléctrans ohir
Ba how de you convince paople to conserva sOMeINIng ihat thay use 50 much, yet hardly sven cotios they buy?

Head on

Energy CHiciency: Reat Ssiate’s Next Grange Counter Tg

By Efisa Wood
Alat of good ecanomic raasens sxist 1o pursue energy efficiency. Stll the average persan fands not 1o, THis 15 1o SUMDNSA 1f | cannot see. touch, buy, sefl. trade or save sfficiency, if 's muisihle, how

Crien on the vanguard, Boston-based Corservaton Services Group (CSG) is working on 8n ides 1o make home sfficiancy mara tangible | i &

rprisingly simple ides One that is ikely 1o leave o o
You rmight a3y CSG is making enangy efficiency the naxt granne kitchen counter top of the real eststs business

Through & §348.000 grant from (he Qoris Duke Chantable Foundation, CSG is working on & melric 1o describa a home's eriergy aificiency value VWhen a homeownar ksis & houss for sals, the mastnc
Sudden'y, efficiency 1S langinie, 3ometning that £an be quantfied and can add or defrast fe home value

Read on

MEMBER NEWS

Wia would ke to Rughtignt anergy efficoncy news from our member oiganizations  Mamber eneey BMciancy efforts will be posted i our CEEA s-news and on our wabsie—unaar cur Ressureas sae



Union Gas and Enbridge Gas Launch Winter Warmth Programs m Partnarship with the United Way

Union Gas and Enbridge Gas have recently lsunched their annual Wintar Warmth programs, which offer srmergancy relief 1o [ow-income familiss wha fece fnancal difficullies paying thesr nalural gas
Through the Winter Warmih programs, which oparate in pannership with Uniled Way agencies across Ine province, cuslomers can receive ane-tms financial assistarce of up to $500 per household-
“By werking together with local Bgencies through tha United Way, we ars abis 1o ragch out to paopia in the community and help hose in nead " said Janal Holder, Prasdant, Enbrigge Gas Cismbutic
For mors information on Winter Wanmth and Union Ges, click here.

For mare information on Winter Wamnth and Enbridge Gas, dick hare,
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| CEEA e-News

The CEEA e-Newsletter provides mambars and intarested parves with updates on energy sficancy news on @ monthly basis. To subscriba 1o our n-Newsiatter, ciick here

FEBRUARY NEWS

Buiiding Code in Alberta Needs fo Update #s Energy Efficancy Standards

HDP Supports Need for Ecobnergy Funding—Cails on NRCan to Build i inte the Budge:

Canadian Embassy i Sentiago Chula Looking for tnternational Colaboration on Erergy Effciency

Dwmand-Sude Energy Managament Programs are a Growing Segment of the Energy Indusiry and tha Mational Economy
|EA Policy Palhway Energy Performance Cerification of Buildings

How to Make Enargy Efficiency Aflordable

Building Science and Tachnology Conference

Look Wheo's on the Mave

Buitding Code in Alherta Needs to Update its Energy Efficiency Standards

The Canadian Energy Efficiancy Afliance, Albarta Enargy Efficiency Alliance, Northamerican Insulation Manufaclurers Association of Canada, the Pambina Institute, and the Consumers Coundil af C
i The campaigns, which urge consumers 1o centact thair lecal Membars of Legislative Assambily and insist on better building codss in Alberta, surfaced after he Gavernment of Alberia’s slopped ils sf

T Built 1o code, new homes sold in Alberta could cost consumers over 30% more 1o heat and cool, than thoss baing built n Ontario, B.C., Manitoba, and Nova Scolis. in most cases, energy afficianc:

Read on

NDP Supports Need fos EcoEnergy Funding—Cails on NRCan to Build T into the Busige

The Leader of the New Democratic Party of Canada, the Hon. Jack Layton, i3 supporting the nesd 1o bring back the ecoEnergy retrofit program and build 1 back inta the Ministry of Natural Rasourca:
In a recent letter sant fram Laylon 1o the Minister of Natural Resources Canada, Christian Paradis, Layton suggests that the Minister cansidar extending the deadlne for the "second assessments™ pe

Click here to raad the full letier

Canadian Embassy n S

00 Chile Losking for Infernation slishoration on Energy Efficiency

The Crilsan Government has launched an Agancy for Enargy Efficiancy faww paee o) in an effon 1o imprave enargy afficiency in Chiln
The Canadian Embassy in Chile wil be meeting with the Agency shorily to highlight Canadian axpertse in he shergy aFiciency area, and has reached cut te CEEA n an effort to reach nsttutons n

Becausa of the unique Situation i Chile [hgh snargy prices, low domestic supply, govemmani commitied afficiency] the Embassy baiimves thal Chile could prasant a graal opporiunity for Canadia

The Embassy would aiso like o encourages mors Canadian parbcipation in this murket al sctviies such as Expo Eficiency. a trads fair wilh @ focus on energy efficiancy (wwaw expcefcenciaanergal

For mors information, please contact

o York

Trade Commitsianer | Daldgus commercial

Embassy of Canada | Ambassaae du Cunnda

nchang yorkintemational ge <

Telsphona | Talaphons (56-2) 652.3856

Facsimie | Télecogieur (56-7) 652.3915

Nuave Taamar 481, Pigs 12, Tarre Norte

Las Condms. Santiago. Chiie

Uy TAJECOMISSONAT OO CAIT! | wiw deleguescotmmencaux g caicl
Formgn A and Intsrnatonal Trede Canada | Affaires stranghres ¢l Commers inlémational Canada
Governman of Canada | Gouvernemant du Canada
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Demand-Side Energy Management Programs are a Growing Segmant of ths Enargy industry and the National Sconomy
gy : ] g =eg ay

Energy-saving programs that are administered by utilties are a rapidty growing secior of the demand-side management indusiry and comprss a growing ssciar of the aconomy that measurmbly redu:

Read on

IEA Policy Pathway: Encrgy Perfarmance Gertification of Sulldings

Buddings currenitly account for 40% of anargy use in Most countries, putiing them amounyg the lrgest end-use sectors. The Infemational Energy Agency (IEA} has dentifind the building sector 85 ane
The {EA Policy Pathway saries aims 1o guida policy makars and relevant stakeholders on the essantisl steps in mplsmanting building enargy carfication pragrammes.

Read on

How 1o Make Energy Efficiency Affordable

By Elisa Wood

Energy efficioncy is a tortoise in the green anergy race. Not glamorous like solar, wind or smart grid, it tends to plod along in the back of the pack, tracting little media attention. But being fast can be
Such is the case when il comas (o fimancing. EE is begirning 1o borrow from strategies that have spured tramandous growth for solar and olher anergy resaurces Thess include custsmar aggragatic
Consider the lransaclion that Metrus Energy hitp.imetrusenargy com, an EE devalopar and financer, announced in December with defense manufacturar BAE Systams, Siemens Industry and Bank

Read on

The 13th Canadian Conforence on Building Science & Technaolagy
Winnipeg, Manitobs | May 10 te 13, 2011
The Canadian Conferance on Euilding Science and Technaiogy provides & forum for the presantation, discussion and sharing of practical building scisnce research, khowledge and fisld experience.

Head on

MEMBER NEWS

Wa would Fke 1o highlight energy

mncy news from our membar organizations. Mamber energy efficiency efforts will be posted in our CEEA a-news and on our websita—undar aur Resources sec

Oni the Kove
Prasident of the Canadian Home Bulders’ Assaciation (CHBA), and a long tima frisnd of CEEA, Victor Fiuma, is ieaving his position as Ganeral Manager of Durham Custarm Homaes.
His belial and commitment to anergy officisncy has beern demonstrated in the homes he was respensibla for building

On behall of CEEA, wa wish Victer bast of huck in his future endeavours!



