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I. IFRS – Methodology and Changes1

Interrogatory 12

Reference3

Ref: (a) Exh.1/Tab 2/Sch.3/p.5;4
Ref: (b) IAS 16 of CICA Handbook;5
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity6

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.5.2.3; Appendix 2-D;7
Ref: (d) Q&A #C3, July 19, 2012 Webinar on Review of MIFRS Filing Requirements for8

2013 COS Applications, pp. 36-399

Preamble10

IAS 16 disallows the capitalization of training costs but allows the capitalization of overhead11
when they are directly attributable to bringing assets to their location and working conditions12
related to their intended use.13

Historically GLPT capitalized its training costs under CGAAP. GLPT stated that its14
capitalization of training costs has been historically very low and is not forecasting significant15
training activities in the test year that would have been historically capitalized under CGAAP. In16
addition, GLPT has not made an adjustment to its 2013 or 2014 test OMA to reflect the IFRS17
changed related to training costs.18

The 2013 COS filing requirements prescribe the completion and submission of Appendix 2-D for19
self-constructed assets.20

In addition the July 19, 2012, #C3 Q&A, the Webinar on Review of MIFRS Filing Requirements21
for 2013 COS Applications provided guidance on the use of Appendix 2-D on capitalization of22
overhead on self constructed assets in MIFRS and CGAAP.23

Question24

a) Please confirm that GLPT will follow IAS 16 of the CICA Handbook and not25
capitalize training costs moving forward.26

Response27

Confirmed.28

b) As per Q & A # C3 in the above webinar and 2013 COS filing requirements, please29
complete and submit Appendix 2-D if GLPT has any overhead costs in self-30
constructed assets.31
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Response1

GLPT does not have any overhead costs in self-constructed assets.2

c) Please identify the burden rates related to the capitalization of costs of self-3
constructed assets. Furthermore, if the burden rates were changed since the last4
rebasing application, the applicant must identify the burden rates:5

 Prior to the change6

 After the change7

Response8

GLPT’s burden rates related to its unionized staff are provided in the table below. The9
rates prior to change reflect the rates that were in place prior to adoption of IFRS. The10
rates after change are rates that are forecast to be in place after the January 1, 201311
adoption of IFRS. While there are other factors involved in the calculation of the rates12
(i.e., electrical and civil rates actually increase due to an increase in supervisory and13
vehicle costs), the overriding theme is a decrease in the rates driven primarily by the14
removal of training costs from the burden calculation (as training will no longer be15
capitalized).16

17

As it relates to labour allocations related to salary employees, the hourly billable rates18
(for salaried employees charging time to OM&A and/or capital) prior to change ranged19
between $51 and $123 per hour, depending on the position of the employee. The rates20
after change range between $46 and $115 per hour. As noted above, while there are other21
factors involved in the calculation of the rates, the overriding theme is a decrease in the22
rates driven primarily by the removal of training costs from the burden calculation (as23
training will no longer be capitalized).24

25

Trades Group

Rates Prior to

Change

Rates After

Change Variance

Lines 130.0% 120.5% -9.5%

Electrical 105.0% 106.7% 1.7%

Protection & Control 110.0% 75.5% -34.5%

Communications 110.0% 75.5% -34.5%

Forestry 105.0% 91.0% -14.0%

Civil 85.0% 92.7% 7.7%

Planning 70.0% 46.1% -23.9%

System Control 69.0% 53.8% -15.2%
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Interrogatory 2 – IFRS – GLPT’s Amortization and Depreciation Policy1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh.4/Tab 2/Sch.6/pp.1-8;3
Ref: (b) June 28, 2012 OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity4

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.7.75

Preamble6

The 2013 Board COS filing requirement expects applicants to provide a copy of their7
amortization/depreciation policy. GLPT’s IFRS changeover is January 1, 2013. GLPT did not8
provide the written amortization/depreciation policy in its application.9

Board staff notes that GLPT has developed some changes to its depreciation practices.10

Questions/Request11

a) Please provide GLPT’s formal capitalization policy under IFRS if GLPT has12
developed such a policy13

Response14

Please find GLPT’s Capital Asset Management Procedure attached at Appendix Board15
Staff 2(a). GLPT has done all of the preparatory work to update the Capitalization16
Procedure to reflect IFRS, and it has applied the updated methodology to the 2013-13 test17
year information. However, GLPT is still in the process of finalizing the formal, written18
update to the procedure. See Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 3.19

b) Please provide GLPT’s written amortization/depreciation policy under IFRS if20
GLPT has developed such a policy.21

Response22

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 2(a). GLPT’s depreciation23
procedure is found within its Capital Asset Management Procedure.24

25
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II. COST OF SERVICE1

Interrogatory 3 – IFRS – GLPT’s Amortization and Depreciation Policy2

Reference3

Ref:(a) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity4
Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.3.45

Preamble6

In the 2013 COS filing requirements, MIFRS applicants must provide a summary of the dollar7
impacts of MIFRS to each component of the revenue requirement (e.g. rate base, operating8
costs.. etc), including the overall impact on the proposed revenue requirement. Accordingly, the9
applicants must identify financial differences and resulting revenue requirement impacts arising10
from the adoption of MIFRS accounting.11

Questions/Requests12

a) Please confirm if GLPT followed S.2.3.4 of the 2013 COS filing requirements.13

Response14

The dollar impacts of MIFRS on rate base and depreciation are described in detail at15
Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 6. This is the only financial impact arising from the adoption16
of MIFRS.17

b) If the answer to part a is “no” please provide a summary of the financial differences18
between CGAAP and MIFRS and impact on the proposed revenue requirement (i.e.19
Rate base, OM&A depreciation, rate of return, etc...)20

Response21

As calculated in the following table, GLPT estimates the annual impact to be22
approximately $269,000. This is driven primarily by a change in depreciation expense,23
combined with the impact on 2013 rate base related to the IFRS-CGAAP Transitional24
PP&E Amount described in Exhibit 9, Tab 1, Schedule 5 of the pre-filed evidence.25
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1

Cost Component 2013 if CGAAP 2013 with IFRS Cost of Capital

Revenue

Requirement

Impact

Depreciation 8,894,100$ 9,185,200$ 291,100$

Rate Base 228,546,100 228,255,000 7.59% (22,094)

Estimated Total Revenue Requirement Impact 269,006$
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Interrogatory 4 – IFRS – GLPT’s Amortization and Depreciation Policy1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh.4/Tab 2/Sch.6/pp. 6-8, Tables 4-2-6, E- G3
Ref: (b) June 28, 2012, Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity Transmission &4

Distribution Applications, S2.7.7,and Appendices 2-CE to 2-CH5
Ref: (c) Exh.1/Tab 2/Sch. 3/P26

Preamble7

Under the 2013 Board filing requirements, the applicant must perform a recalculation to8
determine the average remaining life of the opening balance of assets on the transition date to9
IFRS (i.e. excluding the transition year capital additions).10

In addition, the 2013 COS filing requirements also require an applicant to provide the details for11
depreciation/amortization by asset group for the historical, bridge and test years including the12
asset amount and rate of depreciation and should tie back to the depreciation additions in the13
Fixed Assets continuity schedules. The filing requirements also provided that if the applicant14
chooses to adopt IFRS for financial reporting in 2013, the applicant must complete Appendices15
2-CE to 2-CH with respect to depreciation. Note that GLPT stated in Exh.1/Tab 2/Sch. 3/p.2 that16
its IFRS changeover date is January 1, 2013.17

GLPT provided the depreciation expenses for 2010 to 2014 at a summary level in Exh.4/Tab18
2/Sch.6/pp. 6-8, tables 4-2-6 E-G, without the supporting calculations how the amounts were19
derived.20

Questions/Requests21

a) Please confirm if GLPT followed the Board’s 2013 filing requirement concerning22
the required recalculations to determine the average remaining life of the opening23
balance of assets on the transition date to IFRS. Please provide reference to the24
evidence.25

Response26

GLPT did not specifically recalculate the average remaining useful life of the opening27
balance of assets on the transition date to IFRS. The filing guideline and the filing of28
GLPT’s application coincided, and as a result the recalculation was not provided as part29
of GLPT’s application.30

b) If the answer is no in part (i), please provide the required recalculations in part a31
and please complete and submit Appendices 2-CE to 2-CH under MIFRS.32
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Response1

Please see required calculations "2-CE to 2-CH" attached at Appendix Board Staff 4(b)2
for 2011 and 2012 depreciation calculated under CGAAP and 2013 and 2014 under3
MIFRS.4

GLPT notes the calculations per the templates are not materially different than the5
depreciation figures calculated by GLPT. However, GLPT believes that there are certain6
assumptions made within the templates that limit the ability to reconcile depreciation7
expense per the template to actual depreciation expense forecasted, particularly for the8
two test years. In particular, the following assumptions create variances as it relates to9
GLPT:10

1 The templates assume that all assets put into service (both historical and forecasted)11
are depreciated using the half-year rule. While GLPT forecasts all assets to go into12
service at the mid-point in the year, this isn’t always the case on a historical basis, and13
because GLPT calculates depreciation based on the month an asset goes into service,14
a variance is created for historical years.15

2 There does not appear to be a provision within the templates to account for assets that16
are in the final year of their useful life. For these assets, a half-year rule should once17
again be applied to tie with the half-year of depreciation taken in year one, thus18
closing out the total asset value to $0.19

3 As a result of GLPT’s componentization efforts, and as demonstrated in Table 4-2-620
D, GLPT has assigned varying useful lives to multiple components under single21
USofA accounts. As an example, within USofA account 1715, there are different22
asset components that depreciate over a period of anywhere between 5 and 50 years.23
Therefore, it is impossible to assign a single rate to the account that would be correct24
in all years.25

4 For 2013 and 2014, calculated under MIFRS, the templates assume that the test year26
expense will be equal to the 2012 expense, plus the incremental expense associated27
with capital additions. However, as noted in Point 2, there are certain assets that28
become fully depreciated in 2012, 2013 or 2014, and as a result do not have equal29
depreciation for those years.30

c) Please tie the depreciation expenses per year to the “Additions” column of the31
Accumulated Depreciation under the Fixed Asset Continuity Schedule under32
CGAAP and MIFRS.33

Response34

As noted under part (b) above and within each table, the variances between the35
depreciation expenses per year calculated in the templates are not materially different36
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from the “Additions” column of the Accumulated Depreciation under the Fixed Asset1
Continuity Schedule under CGAAP and MIFRS. GLPT believes that its method of2
calculating depreciation expense under both CGAAP and MIFRS is accurate because it is3
a component by component analysis as required by IFRS.4



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 10 of 111

Interrogatory 5 – Summary of Operating Costs and OM&A Overview1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 1/Sch. 1/ p. 1/ Table 4-1-1 A4
Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 1/ p. 3/ Table 4-2-1 B5

Preamble6

At Ref (a), Table 4-1-1 A is recast below as table titled “GLPT’s OM&A – 2013/2014 COS/Tx.7
Rates” to show the % [OM&A] over (Dep. & Amortization);8

At Ref (b), Table 4-2-1 B is recast below as a table titled “Percentage Increases (Year over Year)9
for Operations, Maintenance and Administration”10

GLPT'S OM&A - 2013/2014 COS/Tx. Rates11

2010
Actual

2011
Approved

2011
Actual

2012
Approved

2012
Forecast

2013
Test Year

2014
Test Year

OM&A $9,491.00 $9,225.00 $9,325.60 $9,455.60 $9,455.60 $10,715.70 $11,173.40

Depreciation & Amortization 7,356.00 7,720.50 7,538.90 8,408.50
8,439.40 9,185.20 9,229.80

% [OM&A] over (Dep&Amort'n) 29.00% 19.50% 23.70% 12.50%
12.00% 16.70% 21.10%

12

Percentage Increases (Year over Year) for Operations, Maintenance and13
Administration14

2010
Actual

2011
Approved

2011
Actual

2012
Approved

2012
Forecast

2013
Test Year

2014
Test Year

Operations $3,446.90 $3,919.70$3,821.70$4,017.70$3,856.10 $4,351.10 $4,457.70
% Increase (Year over Year) 13.72% -2.50% 5.13% -4.02% 12.84% 2.45%

Maintenance 2,153.30 2,084.80 2,014.90 2,136.90 2,265.30 2,489.60 2,553.00
% Increase (Year over Year) -3.18% -3.35% 6.05% 6.01% 9.90% 2.55%

Administration 3,890.80 3,220.50 3,488.90 3,301.00 3,334.30 3,875.00 4,162.70
% Increase (Year over Year) -17.23% 8.33% -5.39% 1.01% 16.22% 7.42%

15

Questions16

a) With reference to the first recast table above, please comment on the view that the17
percentage ratio of [OM&A] over (Depreciation and Amortization] of 16.7% for18
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Test Year 2013 and 21.1% for Test Year 2014 are considered very high compared to1
the corresponding approved level for 2012 of 12.5%.2

Response3

It is unclear to GLPT why the ratio is relevant to the evaluation of OM&A or4
depreciation and amortization. That said, the ratio of (OM&A) over (Depreciation and5
Amortization) as calculated in the first recast table noted above for the 2013 and 20146
test years (16.7% and 21.1%, respectively) is higher than the same ratio calculated for the7
approved 2012 year (12.5%). However, given the ratio for actual 2011is 23.7%, and the8
average of the 2010-2012 periods noted above is 19.3%, GLPT believes the ratio of9
(OM&A) over (Depreciation and Amortization) for the 2013 and 2014 test years is in line10
with the historical trend.11

In addition, as described on page 7 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, First Quartile12
Consulting concluded that GLPT falls significantly below average on a cost per gross13
asset basis in comparison with its peers.14

b) With reference to the second recast table above, please comment on the view that15
the percentage increase for the Test Year 2013 over 2012 Forecast for all three16
components is very high being:17

 12.84% (2013 over 2012 Forecast) for Operations18

 9.9% (2013 over 2012 Forecast) for Maintenance19

 16.22% (2013 over 2012 Forecast) for Administration20

Response21

GLPT believes the forecasted OM&A expenditure for 2013 and 2014 are reasonable.22
GLPT has filed information describing all OM&A cost drivers for the 2013 and 2014 test23
years in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2. In addition, as described on page 7 of Exhibit 4,24
Tab 2, Schedule 1, First Quartile Consulting concluded that GLPT falls significantly25
below average on a cost per gross asset basis in comparison with its peers.26

c) With reference to the second recast table above, please comment on the view that27
the percentage increase for the Test Year 2014 over Test Year 2013 Forecast for all28
three components is considered very high given that these increases follow a large29
increases in Test Year 2013 over 2012 Forecast. The percentage increase for the Test30
Year 2014 over Test Year 2013 Forecast being:31

 2.45% (Test Year 2014 over Test Year 2013) for Operations32

 2.55% (Test Year 2014 over Test Year 2013) for Maintenance33
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 7.42% (Test Year 2014 over Test Year 2013) for Administration1

Response2

GLPT believes the forecasted OM&A expenditure for 2013 and 2014 are reasonable.3
GLPT has filed information describing all OM&A cost drivers for the 2013 and 2014 test4
years in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2.5

As it relates to Operations and Maintenance costs, the percentage increases forecast for6
2013-2014 are lower than the forecasted inflation rate of 3.1%.7

In addition, as described on page 7 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, First Quartile8
Consulting concluded that GLPT falls significantly below average on a cost per gross9
asset basis in comparison with its peers.10
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Interrogatory 6 – OM&A Overview1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 1/ p. 3/ Table 4-2-1 B3
Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 1/ p. 4/ lines 5-104
Ref: (c) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 3/Appendix B/p. 315

Preamble6

At Ref (a), Table 4-2-1 B shows the OM&A by the three functional areas, and is reproduced7
below for convenience:8

Table 4-2-1 B – OM&A Expenses by Functional Areas9

($000's) 2010 2011 2011 2012 2012 2013 2014

Actual Approved Actual Approved Forecast Test Year Test Year

Operations $3,446.9 $3,919.7 $3,821.7 $4,017.7 $3,856.1 $4,351.1 $4,457.7

Maintenance 2,153.3 2,084.8 2,014.9 2,136.9 2,265.3 2,489.6 2,553.0

Administration 3,890.8 3,220.5 3,488.9 3,301.0 3,334.3 3,875.0 4,162.7

Total OM&A $9,491.0 $9,225.0 $9,325.6 $9,455.6 $9,455.6 $10,715.7 $11,173.4

10

At Ref (b), it is indicated that the inflation factor of 3.1 % is justified being based on GLPT’s11
collective agreement, and GLPT stated that:12

Consistent with the “top down” approach, GLPT then used the 2012 OM&A reallocation as the13
baseline for its 2013 and 2014 budgets. GLPT applied to this baseline an inflation factor of 3.1%,14
which is based on the rate used in GLPT’s collective agreement (attached at Exhibit 4, Tab 2,15
Schedule 3, Appendix B) and equal to the percentage change in all-items CPI for Ontario1 for the16
twelve months ending December 31, 2011. This accounts for increases in OM&A of $322,20017
and $335,960 for 2013 and 2014, respectively.18

At Ref (c), it is indicated under section 21.4 (reproduced below for convenience) that adjustment19
to the “payment as a per cent of gross earnings” would be 0.50 % if the “percentage change in20
CPI” is “>=3.00<3.5”, which is applicable in this case for a CPI of 3.1%.21
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1

Questions2

a) Using Table 4-2-1 B at Ref (a), please provide for 2012 forecast the following3
information:4

1) the split of the forecast of $3,856,100 under “Operations” between third party5
contracts; and GLPT labour. For the amounts provided under third party6
contracts please also provide a summary of these contracts and evidence7
showing the percentage increase in “2012 Forecast” over the 2011 actual.8

Response9

The breakdown for Labour, Contracts and Materials/Other for the 2012 Operations10
forecast is:11

12

GLPT has a number of contracts with third parties that will be in effect for 2012.13
Although it would be administratively burdensome to summarize each and every contract14
or service/material provider, GLPT has provided further details in response to Energy15
Probe interrogatory 1(a).16

As stated at Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as clarified in the response to Energy Probe17
interrogatory 1(a), GLPT’s approach to budgeting its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to18
establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an inflation factor to the entire OM&A19
budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to inflationary increases.20

2) the split of the forecast of $3,334,300 under “Administration” between third21
party contracts; and GLPT labour. For the amounts provided under third party22
contracts please also provide a summary of these contracts and evidence23
showing the percentage increase in “2012 Forecast” over the 2011 actual.24

GLPT Labour 2,316.6$

Contracts 887.3

Materials/Other 652.2

3,856.1$
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Response1

The breakdown for Labour, Contracts and Materials/Other for the 2012 Administrative2
forecast is:3

4

GLPT has a number of contracts with third parties that will be in effect for 2012.5
Although it would be administratively burdensome to summarize each and every contract6
or service/material provider, GLPT has provided further details in response to Energy7
Probe interrogatory 1(a).8

As stated at Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as clarified in the response to Energy Probe9
interrogatory 1(a), GLPT’s approach to budgeting its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to10
establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an inflation factor to the entire OM&A11
budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to inflationary increases.12

b) For the 2012 Forecast under “Maintenance” of $2,265,300, please provide the break13
down split between labour and Material, and further for labour provide a further14
breakdown between GLPT labour and third party contracts. Please also provide a15
summary of these third party contracts and evidence showing the percentage16
increase in “2012 Forecast” over the 2011 actual.17

Response18

The breakdown for Labour, Contracts and Materials/Other for the 2012 Maintenance19
forecast is:20

21

GLPT has a number of contracts with third parties that will be in effect for 2012.22
Although it would be administratively burdensome to summarize each and every contract23
or service/material provider, GLPT has provided further details in response to Energy24
Probe interrogatory 1(a).25

As stated at Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as clarified in response to Energy Probe26
interrogatory 1(a), GLPT’s approach to budgeting its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to27
establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an inflation factor to the entire OM&A28
budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to inflationary increases.29

GLPT Labour 1,754.99$

Contracts 581.64

Materials/Other 997.63

3,334.25$

GLPT Labour 1,056.5$

Contracts 886.0

Materials/Other 322.8

2,265.3$
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c) Please comment on the view that portions of “Operations”, “Maintenance”, and1
“Administration” for 2013 and 2014 that were carried out by GLPT’s labour or2
staff should in general reflect increases, as prescribed in Ref: (c), and outlined in the3
Preamble above, not exceeding 0.5% for each of the two Test Years 2013 and 2014.4

Response5

GLPT would like to clarify that its staff are not subject to an increase “not exceeding6
0.5%.” The 0.5% quoted by Board staff is the one-time payout required in relation to a7
cost of living adjustment in excess of the negotiated wage increase. This requirement is8
incremental to negotiated wage increases, and was triggered as a result of the CPI rate in9
Ontario falling between 3.00% and 3.50%, per clause 21.4 of the Collective Agreement.10

d) Please provide evidence in regard to use of appropriate escalation for “Material”11
that is provided by Statistics Canada that would be appropriate to apply to the12
portion of Maintenance in Table 4-2-1 B in order to reflect a general increase from13
2011 Actual to corresponding amounts for the two Test Years 2013 and 2014.14

Response15

As noted on page 2 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as clarified in response to16
Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a), over 95% of GLPT’s OM&A expenditures occur17
because of third party contracts, materials and supplies or internal labour, all of which are18
subject to either inflation or wage and benefit changes.19

Therefore, GLPT’s approach to budgeting its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to establish a20
baseline cost and subsequently apply an inflation factor to the entire OM&A budget.21

GLPT elected to use the Ontario CPI for all-items as the inflation factor as it is the rate22
that is used in the collective agreement. GLPT believes the collective agreement rate is23
an appropriate proxy for the inflation rate, as a significant portion of its costs are driven24
by labour and benefits.25
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Interrogatory 7 – First Quartile Report1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 1/Appendix B – First Quartile Consulting Benchmarking4
Report/p. 8 – Panel of 11 companies listed5

Ref: (b) Proceeding EB-2010-0291/ Exh 10/Tab 2/Sch. 2/Appendix B/ Listing of6
Companies (part of Response to Board staff IR 15)7

Preamble8

Ref (a) displays a list of companies used by the 1QC study as “The Comparison Panel” filed9
in this proceeding10

Ref (b) shows a list of companies that were used by 1QC study as the “Comparison Panel”11
filed in proceeding EB-2010-0291. In that list there are two columns, each showing a list of12
Comparison Panel, and narratives explaining the reasons for changing the mix of companies13
constituting the Comparison Panel for the second report.14

Questions115

a) What was the cost of the 1QC study dated June 21, 2012, identified at Ref (a).16

Response17

The total cost of the 1QC study identified at Ref (a) is $16,087.50.18

b) Did GLPT record the cost of the noted 1QC study in its “2012 Forecast”, and if so,19
did it post that amount in USofA account 5630 as it did in the previous study?20

Response21

Yes.22

c) Please provide the reasons for requesting a new 1QC study for this application?23

Response24

GLPT’s objective was to ensure the most up to date and relevant information was25
presented to the Board in this rate application.26

d) Please provide a description of the companies which were removed from the 201027
study and description for the companies added to the 2012 study filed in this28
proceeding, and the reasons why the 2010 Comparison Panel was not maintained.29

1 In preparing these responses to Board Staff Interrogatory 7, GLPT consult with First Quartile Consulting.
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Response1

The 2010 study included 14 companies, 9 of which are in the 2012 panel. The 20122
panel included 11 companies, 9 of which were in the 2010 panel. The companies from3
2010 that were not in the 2012 panel are highlighted in the table below:4

Southeast U.S. 69kv: 4435 km, 100kV class: 3242 km,
300kV class: 838 km, 400kV class &
above: 92km

Flat, dense trees 935,000
customers

Southeast U.S. <69kV: 166km, 69kv: 2656 km, 100kV
class: 15395 km, 200kV class: 3640 km,
300 kV class: 156 km, 400kV class &
above: 3282 km

Flat, dense trees 2,660,000
customers

Midwest U.S. <69kV: 2257 km, 69kv: 2541 km, 100kV
class: 5701 km, 200kV class: 1562 km,
300 kV class: 79 km, 400kV class &
above: 796 km

Flat, few trees 385,000
customers

Northeast U.S. 69kV: 5472km, 100kV class: 7426 km,
200kV class: 594 km, 300kV class: 619
km

Flat, dense trees 1,615,000
customers

Southwest U.S. <69kV: 15 km, 69kv: 4258 km, 100kV
class: 265 km, 200kV class: 1161 km, 300
kV class: 963 km, 400kV class & above:
2126 km

Flat, few trees 1,215,000
customers

The companies in the 2012 panel that were not in the 2010 panel are shown in the table5
below:6

Midwest U.S. 100kV class: 265 km, 200kV class:
900 km, 300 kV class: 963 km, 400kV
class & above: 2126 km

Flat, dense trees 3,820,000
customers

Northwest U.S. 100kV class: 808 km, 200kV class:
1161 km, 300 kV class: 612 km,
400kV class & above: 353 km

Flat, dense trees 820,000
Customers

7
The reason for the change in comparison panels is that the available comparators are8
drawn from the participants in the annual 1QC Transmission & Distribution9
benchmarking studies. Not every participant participates every year, which means the10
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make-up of a comparison panel changes slightly from year to year. Because each year’s1
study gathers 3 years of data from the participants, the annual study can support a multi-2
year analysis such as the one for GLPT, and a representative panel of companies can be3
developed.4

e) Please highlight the results of the 2012 study, and how it contrasts and compares to5
the 2010 study.6

Response7

With respect to the purpose of both the 2010 and 2012 studies, (i.e., determining the8
relative cost position of GLPT within a panel of comparator transmission providers), the9
results are very similar. GLPT’s OM&A costs, on a per-asset basis, fall within the lowest10
quartile of costs for the panel of comparators.11

The table below provides some additional details about the results of the two studies.12

For the O&M costs:13

2010 Study 2012 Study

Administrative
Costs

GLPT within first quartile through
2009, and predicted in the 2nd

quartile from 2010 through 2012

GLPT actually within the 2nd

quartile for 2010 and 2011,
predicted Q1 for 2012, and
predicted Q2 for 2013-2014

O&M Costs GLPT costs within Q1 for all years GLPT actually or predicted in Q1
for all years except predicted in
Q2 in 2014.

14

f) Assuming that the information is available, please use the same “Comparison15
Panel” used in the 2010 1QC, to recalculate the results of the 2012 study.16

Response17

The information is not available. Please refer to the response to Board staff interrogatory18
7(d).19
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Interrogatory 8 – First Quartile Report1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 1/Appendix B – First Quartile Consulting Benchmarking3
Report4

Questions25

a) Please comment on the view that GLPT’s proposed O&M increases in 2013 and6
2014 are fairly high and that shows by examining Figure 1, page 2, and Figure 2,7
page 3 at Ref (a):8

 In that Figure 1, GLPT’s Percentage of (O&M+AG) per Gross Assets9
(Transmission Lines & Substations) show a marked increase over the Q1 group10
for the years 2013 and 2014.11

Response12

The purpose of Figure 1, page 2 at Ref (a) is to compare GLPT to the industry as a whole.13
While GLPT’s OM&A does show an increase over the Q1 group GLPT still remains well14
below the median for the industry as a whole. As reflected in the benchmarking report’s15
conclusion, “GLPT compares favorably against the panel, ranking very close to the first16
quartile of the panel, well below the median”.17

 In that Figure 2, GLPT’s Percentage of (O&M) per Gross Assets show a marked18
increase over the Q1 group for the years 2013 and 2014.19

Response20

The purpose of Figure 2, page 3 at Ref (a) is to compare GLPT to the industry as a whole.21
While GLPT’s A&G does show an increase over the Q1 group GLPT still remains well22
below the median for the industry as a whole. As reflected in the benchmarking report’s23
conclusion “GLPT is among the lowest cost providers in the group, within the first24
quartile for all years but one in the comparison.”25

2 In preparing these responses to Board Staff Interrogatory 8, GLPT consult with First Quartile Consulting.
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Interrogatory 9 – OM&A Variance Analysis (General)1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p1-2/Test Year Approach4
Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1C OM&A Costs by Uniform System of Accounts5

Preamble6

At Ref (a) GLPT describes its approach to create the 2013 and 2014 test years OM&A budgets,7
highlighting a two-step process, where step one consists of applying a 3.1% inflation factor to8
the 2012 approved OM&A envelope (“top-down” approach).9

At the same Ref (a), GLPT further highlights that “the inflation factor was applied given that10
over 95% of GLPT’s OM&A expenditures occur because of third party contracts, materials and11
supplies or internal labour, all of which are subject to either inflation or wage and benefit12
changes.” See GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a) for further detail.13

At Ref (a), GLPT states in part that it “has revised its 2012 OM&A forecast (on an account by14
account basis) by re-allocating its Board Approved 2012 OM&A envelope to address GLPT’s15
needs and requirements without sacrificing safety, reliability or the environment.”16

At Ref (b), GLPT provides a year over year comparative table of OM&A costs by USoA from17
2010 to 2014. Board staff has tabulated below the variance related to these costs for 201218
relative to approved and forecast expenditures.19

20

USofA Description 2012
Approved

2012
Forecast

Variance

Transmission Expenses - Operation

4805 Operation Supervision and Engineering 390.6 521.1 130.5
4810 Load Dispatching 1,569.0 1,341.0 (228.0)
4815 Station Buildings and Fixtures Expense 852.8 871.8 19.0
4820 Transformer Station Equipment - Labour 384.7 261.3 (123.4)
4825 Transformer Station Equipment - Supplies and Expense 86.3 99.7 13.4
4830 Overhead Line Expense 164.9 216.2 51.3
4845 Miscellaneous Transmission Expense 484.4 475.2 (9.2)
4850 Rents 85.0 69.8 (15.2)

Transmission Expenses - Maintenance
4910 Maintenance of transformer station buildings and fixtures 96.5 71.8 (24.7)
4916 Maintenance of transformer station equipment 452.6 642.0 189.4
4930 Maintenance of poles towers and fixtures 19.4 11.7 (7.7)
4935 Maintenance of overhead conductors and devices 192.1 163.5 (28.6)
4940 Maintenance of overhead lines - ROW 1,260.8 1,262.4 1.6
4945 Maintenance of overhead lines - roads and trails repairs 115.6 113.9 (1.7)

Administrative & General Expenses
5605 Executive Salaries and Expenses 957.3 771.0 (186.3)
5615 General Administrative Salaries and Expenses 972.6 1,188.8 216.2
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5620 Office Supplies and Expenses 179.4 230.1 50.7
5630 Outside Services Employed 742.1 670.0 (72.1)
5635 Property Insurance 222.2 250.0 27.8
5655 Regulatory Expense 164.9 164.9 0.0
5665 Miscellaneous General Expenses 38.3 38.3 0.0
5680 Electrical Safety Authority Fees 24.2 21.0 (3.2)

Total OM&A 9,455.6 9,455.6 0.0

1

Questions2

a) Please indicate whether the application of a single inflation index across the3
board is a methodology used in prior GLPT transmission rate filings.4

Response5

GLPT used the methodology of applying a single inflation index across the board in EB-6
2010-2091 for the test years 2011 and 2012.7

b) Please indicate whether the re-allocation of a historical or bridge year approved8
OM&A envelope to future test years is a methodology that has been used in prior9
GLPT transmission rate filings.10

Response11

As in past rate filings, GLPT, in preparation of its bridge year forecast, first considered12
the needs and requirements of the organization trhough a complete review of workplans13
and staffing requirements. For 2012, it was GLPT’s objective to work with the OM&A14
approved envelope. To adhere to that objective, and based on the assessment described15
above, GLPT re-allocated the 2012 approved OM&A envelope among its USofA OM&A16
accounts.17

c) Please provide an explanation for the negative variances at Board staff table above.18

Response19

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 20, where all material20
variances are addressed.21

d) Please provide an explanation for the positive variances at Board staff table above22
and describe whether or not these costs were unanticipated at the time of the 201223
rate application.24

Response25
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Please refer to GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 20, where all material1
variances are addressed. The costs driving positive variances were unanticipated at the2
time of filing the 2012 rate application.3

e) Please clarify whether any of the additional costs forecast for 2012 are4
discretionary?5

Response6

None of the additional costs forecast for 2012 are discretionary.7

f) Given the statement at Ref (a) regarding the impact of inflation, please comment on8
the relative exposure to inflation for each of the accounts at Ref (b).9

Response10

As noted on page 2 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as elaborated on in Energy Probe11
interrogatory 1(a), over 95% of GLPT’s OM&A expenditures occur because of third12
party contracts, materials and supplies or internal labour, all of which are subject to either13
inflation or wage and benefit changes.14

Therefore, as described in Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, GLPT’s approach to budgeting15
its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an16
inflation factor to the entire OM&A budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to17
inflationary increases.18

GLPT elected to use the Ontario CPI for all-items as the inflation factor as it is the rate19
that is used in the collective agreement. GLPT believes the collective agreement rate is20
an appropriate rate, as a significant portion of its costs are driven by labour and benefits.21
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Interrogatory 10 – OM&A Variance Analysis (General)1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p4-354
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5
Ref: (d) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Appendix C/p28 /Table 16

Preamble7

With respect to cost drivers, Ref (a) states in part that “GLPT has included a cost driver labeled8
“Inflation & Other”, which is representative of the 3.1% CPI increase for each year.”9

With respect to Ref (b), though “cost driver” figures might differ greatly for test years 2013 and10
2014, the inflation rate applied to both these years is identical.11

In addition, inflation is usually accounted for in a “bottom-up” fashion, normally it should be12
part of the building blocks of the major components of each separate cost driver.13

Ref (c) tabulates OM&A costs by USofA for the 2010 to 2014 period.14

At Ref (d) GLPT provides a breakdown of regulatory costs for 2013 and 2014.15

Questions/Requests:16

a) Please confirm that “Inflation & Other” as per Ref (a) strictly accounts for inflation.17

Response18

Confirmed.19

b) Please confirm that entries left blank at Ref (b) equal to zero.20

Response21

Confirmed.22

c) Please file cost driver figures for the 2010-2012 period for all the accounts at Ref (b).23

Please see Appendix Board Staff 10(c) attached.24

d) To ensure that there is no duplication, please review all the accounts at Ref (b), and25
where inflation is already likely accounted for, as in third party long term service26
agreements, leaseholds, agencies fees, other contractual agreements such insurance,27
or where all or a majority of “cost drivers” show a reduction from 2013 to 2014,28
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adjust the entries where reasonable. Where inflation is specifically included in price1
formulae with third parties, please file these documents. In particular please revise2
and adjust where applicable entries to accounts: 4805; 4815; 4820,4825 and 4916;3
4830, 4930, and 4935; 4845; 4850; 4910; 4940; 4945; 5605; 5615; 5630; 5635; 5655;4
5680.5

Response6

GLPT’s 2013/2014 forecasts do not have inflation built in. Rather, an inflationary7
increase of 3.1% is applied to the 2012 forecast which is measured in 2012 dollars.8

GLPT’s long term services and materials arrangements (long-term contracts may not9
exist in all circumstances) have a variety of inflation rates. GLPT has used the inflation10
rate of 3.1% as a proxy for the inflation rates in all of its other long term service and11
material, leasehold, agency fee and other arrangements. GLPT is not applying the 3.1%12
inflationary increase in addition to the specific inflationary increases in those agreements.13

Furthermore, for cost drivers where GLPT has forecast a reduction, GLPT has only14
applied the inflationary increase to the net amount after the reduction had been applied.15

Finally, regarding the applicable inflation rates in the price formulae of third parties, see16
GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a).17

Therefore, because there is no duplication, GLPT has not revised or adjusted the18
applicable entries to the accounts listed above.19
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Interrogatory 11 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 48051

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 4-54
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), Account 4805 shows that in spite of a decrease in two of the cost drivers, there is an7
overall increase of 39.6% in 2013 over 2012, and another 11.6% increase in 2014 over 2013.8
This account also indicates that in 2013 internal labour will increase by $110,401. $60,000 are9
also incurred in relation to various standards bodies and professional groups.10

Question11

a) With respect to Account 4805, please provide further detail on the Internal Labour12
Allocations, particularly the nature of the heightened maintenance and planning.13
Also please:14

- indicate how many equivalent FTEs are involved in the shift in work programs.15
- list the various standards bodies and professional groups, their value, and their16

respective costs.17
- comment on the upward trend for this account as displayed at Ref(c).18

Response19

Part 1:20

The total number of FTEs involved is 6. The estimated net increase in FTEs being21
allocated to account 4805 (combined with changes in staff mix) is approximately 0.622
FTEs. As described on page 4 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, GLPT’s internal staff will23
be dedicating more time in 2013 and 2014 to activities related to asset management,24
maintenance planning, risk management and protection and control.25

The nature of the heightened maintenance and planning is a result of GLPT’s evolving26
Asset Management program and a continuous improvement culture. GLPT continues to27
identify areas of improvement which will benefit the rate payer in the long term as asset28
lifecycles are maximized, equipment failures are minimized and reliability is improved.29

Part 2:30

Attached is a list of the various standards bodies and professional groups, their value and31
their respective costs:32
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1 CEATI (Center for Energy Advancement through Technological Innovation) –1
CEATI International Inc. brings electrical utility industry professionals together,2
through focused interest groups and collaborative projects, to identify and address3
technical issues that are critical to their organizations. Participants can undertake4
projects that respond to their strategic goals at a fraction of the cost of doing so5
independently which ultimately benefits the ratepayer. The need for international6
breadth and inter-industry applicability in technology development is addressed7
through a practical, dynamic and cost effective program8

GLPT currently belongs to both the Transmission Line Asset Management Group9
(TLAM) and the Life Cycle Management of Station Equipment & Apparatus Group10
(LCMSEA). The Annual membership cost for the TLAM and LCMSEA Groups is11
$20,000.12

2 IEEE Power and Energy Society (PES) - The PES provides the world's largest forum13
for sharing the latest in technological developments in the electric power industry, for14
developing standards that guide the development and construction of equipment and15
systems, and for educating members of the industry and the general public. Members16
of the PES are leaders in this field, and they, and their employers, derive substantial17
benefits from involvement with this unique and outstanding association.18

PES's field of interest is:19

The scope of the PES embraces research, development, planning, design,20
construction, maintenance, installation and operation of equipment, structures,21
materials and power systems for the safe, sustainable, economic and reliable22
conversion, generation, transmission, distribution, storage and usage of electric23
energy, including its measurement and control.24

GLPT also subscribes to IEEE standards annually to ensure that applicable industry25
standards (as per good utility practice) are available to support the Capital and26
Maintenance programs. The cost of the annual subscription is $25,000.27

3 GLPT is a member of the IESO’s Reliability Standards Standing Committee (RSSC).28
The purpose of this standing committee is to assist market participants in developing29
a more comprehensive understanding of their reliability obligations by:30

i. notifying participants of reliability related information on new and developing31
reliability standards32

ii. providing a forum to discuss and develop consensus comments on new and33
developing reliability standards34

iii. engaging participants in the standard development process of NERC and35
NPCC36
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Although there are no membership fees, travel, and time involvement continue to put1
upward pressure on the OM&A budget.2

4 IESO Emergency Preparedness Task Force (EPTF) - All market participants must3
prepare emergency plans that describe how they will respond to emergencies4
affecting the supply or delivery of electricity. While the IESO and all market5
participants strive to assure the reliability of the IESO-controlled grid at all times,6
there is also a need to be prepared for emergency situations and to be able to respond7
to all threats and hazards whether natural or man-made.8

The IESO helps coordinate market participants’ Emergency Preparedness Plans. The9
stakeholder-represented Emergency Preparedness Task Force (EPTF), chaired by the10
IESO's Chief Operating Officer, has been active since 1998 to facilitate and oversee11
these efforts.12

The Emergency Preparedness Task Force (EPTF) provides overall direction and13
oversight in co-ordinating Ontario's electricity emergency planning efforts. All14
market participants are welcome to participate in the EPTF, which includes15
representatives from government agencies. The Ontario Electricity Emergency Plan16
describes the framework for this collaboration across Ontario's electricity industry.17

Although there are no membership fees, travel, and time involvement continue to put18
upward pressure on the OM&A budget.19

5 Regional Standards Committee The NPCC Regional Standards Committee (RSC), a20
committee of the NPCC Board, is charged with management and maintenance of21
the NPCC Standards Development Procedure under a sector based voting structure as22
described in the NPCC Bylaws. The NPCC RSC will consider requests for new or23
revised standards and be available for advisement to the NPCC Board on the24
standards.25

GLPT’s involvement in the Regional standards committee is limited, however, with26
the recent Bulk Electricity System definition change, GLPT will play more of an27
active role in the Regional Standards Committee due to the fact that changes to28
standards may result in impacts to both capital and maintenance programs. Although29
there are no membership fees, travel, and time involvement continue to put upward30
pressure on the OM&A budget.31

Part 3:32

While there is an upward trend within this account, the increases are related to the cost33
drivers that are described in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and expanded upon in the34
response to this interrogatory question.35

36
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Interrogatory 12 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 48101

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 6-84
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), Account 4810 reflect various initiatives in electricity industry and indicates that one7
of the cost drivers is the Compliance Program. GLPT further notes that in 2013 it “will engage a8
third party consultant to complete a review of all existing and upcoming standards [...] and9
further develop a comprehensive compliance program. [...] costs in 2014 will only be related to10
maintenance of the new program and fees related to compliance audits.11

Question12

a) With respect to Account 4810, please indicate what the current compliance program13
consists of and elaborate on the “comprehensive compliance program” and the14
subsequent type of maintenance associated with the program, commenting in15
particular on the respective dollars amount for the two test years.16

Response17

GLPT has regulatory compliance requirements from regulatory bodies including NERC,18
NPCC and the IESO. Although GLPT maintains compliance, standards are continuously19
changing and the demand to not only identify what standards are changing but to20
understand what the impacts are and when the changes are required to be implemented is21
becoming increasingly difficult.22

As part of GLPT’s continuous improvement methodology, GLPT has identified23
improvement opportunities with the existing compliance program.24

Once improvement opportunities have been addressed, the comprehensive compliance25
program will become a managed system with a plan. The program will allow for26
knowledge transfer, regulatory change, and personnel change while remaining27
sustainable. Moreover, GLPT will develop a more comprehensive program that would28
consist of procedures, processes and roles and responsibilities that would aid in the better29
management of the compliance program and reduce the workload currently spread over30
various departments. The comprehensive program will help not only define roles and31
responsibilities but the how, why and when of what is required to be accomplished. As32
things continue to evolve and change, utilities need a method to begin and continue to33
identify gaps and continuously improve core programs. The regulatory requirements are34
constantly changing, responsibilities are increasing and a complete review of all existing35
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and upcoming standards will enable us to maintain the required compliance and reduce1
the long-term workload required in overseeing the program once it has been defined.2
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Interrogatory 13 – OM&A Variance Analysis Account 48151

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.54
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), in Account 4815, the forecast related to maintenance of the road reveals a decrease in7
cost for 2013 and 2014, yet there is an increase over $27,000 in each of the test years reflecting8
general inflation of 3.1%.9

Question10

a) What are the cost items that justify an increase of 3.1% for maintenance of Station11
Buildings and Fixtures?12

Response13

As noted on page 2 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, and as clarified in the response to14
Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a), over 95% of GLPT’s OM&A expenditures occur15
because of third party contracts, materials and supplies or internal labour, all of which are16
subject to either inflation or wage and benefit changes.17

Therefore, as described in Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, GLPT’s approach to budgeting18
its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an19
inflation factor to the entire OM&A budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to20
inflationary increases.21
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Interrogatory 14 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Accounts 4820, 4825, 49161

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 10-124
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), Accounts 4820, 4825 and 4916, show that the forecast related to these accounts7
indicate a decrease in two of the cost drivers, yet the overall increase is identical at 6.6% for both8
test years.9

Question10

a) In regard to maintenance cycle please provide more details, and contrast your11
answer with the maintenance cost of the replaced equipment.12

Response13

The maintenance cycle for the following added equipment is annual:14

1. Fire suppression systems at Third Line TS, Mackay TS, GLPT Back up SCADA;15
control building and New SCADA room.16

2. HVAC units for the new SCADA server room;17

3. Air Conditioning unit for the business system server room;18

4. Magpie Lighting arrester counter readings data collection;19

5. SERVERON Dissolved Gas Analysis (DGA) monitors; and20

6. Station Service Voltage Regulators at Mackay and Anjigami TS.21

These assets requiring maintenance are new additions to the GLPT system and as such22
there can be no maintenance cost comparison made between that of the replaced23
equipment and the newly installed equipment due to the fact that there is no equipment24
being replaced.25



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 33 of 111

Interrogatory 15 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 48451

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 15-174
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), Account 4845 indicates that contract costs “are expected to increase by7
approximately $67,000 related to preventative maintenance provided by third parties for the new8
SCADA system in 2013 and remain consistent for 2014. Also, entries show that there is an9
overall increase at 32.4% in 2014 even though the only cost driver, a leasehold, remains10
constant.11

Question12

a) With respect to Account 4845 please provide more details on the maintenance cycle13
of the new SCADA system. In particular please elaborate on whether or not14
maintenance costs are expected to decrease once commissioning is completed and15
the teething period of new SCADA system ends.16

Response17

Maintenance of the SCADA system is for routine annual preventative maintenance which18
is a common industry practice and imperative for maintaining compliance with security19
and reliability standards. Costs are not expected to decrease once commissioning is20
complete as all incremental costs are for annual preventative maintenance.21

22



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 34 of 111

Interrogatory 16 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 48501

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p. 184
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Question6

a) Please comment on the view that the inflation in this account is not justified even7
though shelter is a major component of the consumer price index, it is believed8
leases do not necessarily follow CPI.9

Response10

The costs reflected in this account primarily relate to land leases with the Ministry of11
Natural Resources. These land leases are subject to a CPI adjustment.12
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Interrogatory 17 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 49101

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p. 194
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), Account 4910 presents an overall increase of 10.3% year over year whilst the major7
cost driver over that period, maintenance, has died out. However GLPT notes that annual8
preventative maintenance amounts to $5,000 on an annual basis.9

Question10

a) Please comment on the maintenance cycle and confirm whether $5,000 in11
preventative maintenance is on an annual basis or on another schedule e.g., on12
biennial basis.13

Response14

As stated on page 19 of Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p. 19. The incremental annual preventative15
maintenance costs related to the new generator are forecast to be approximately $5,00016
on an annual basis.17
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Interrogatory 18 – OM&A Variance Analysis –Account 49451

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p34
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p. 215
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.3/Appendix B/p.316

Preamble7

At Ref (b), Account 4945 indicates for roads and trails maintenance that inflation at 3.1% is a8
driver.9

Question10

a) Please provide further detail regarding this account indicating whether roads and11
trails maintenance is carried out by GLPT’s staff or outsourced to a third party.12

Response13

The roads and trail maintenance costs are made up of a combination of internal staff costs14
and outsourced labour and equipment costs.15

b) If the answer to (i) is that the road and trail maintenance is carried out by GLPT’s16
staff, please explain why an inflation rate of 3.1% is justified in light of the fact that17
GLPT’s collective agreement at Ref. (c) allows only an increase of 0.5% for 2012 if18
the CPI is between 3 and 3.5%.19

Response20

As described in response to Board staff interrogatory 6 (c), the 0.5% quoted by Board21
staff is incremental to the negotiated wage increases.22

c) If the answer to (i) above is that the road and trail maintenance is outsourced to a23
third party, please provide a summary of the contract terms.24

Response25

The third party costs primarily relate to the rental of equipment. The execution of the26
roads and trails maintenance program is managed throughout the year based on varying27
factors such as weather, capital work programs, maintenance requirements, etc. Given28
the uncertainty around timing, GLPT sources the equipment on an as need basis and has29
no specific contract terms. Therefore, the costs are subject to the pricing at the time the30
equipment is needed, which would be inclusive of inflationary factors.31
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Interrogatory 19 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Accounts 5615 & 56301

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p33
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 27-28 for (Account 5615) & pp. 30-31 for (Account 5630)4
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C5

Preamble6

At Ref (b), pages 27-28 under “Cost Driver 1 – IT Admin” for Account 5615 , it indicates that7
additional $19,000 will be spent in 2013 for technical support related to a new GIS. Also, in8
2014 though there are no other cost drivers, overall all increase are to grow at 10%.9

At Ref (b), pages 30-31, under “Cost Driver 2 – Admin Programs” for Account 5630, also10
presents costs related to professional services for the new GIS system.11

Question12

a) Please confirm that the $19,000 GIS technical support at Account 5615 are in13
addition to the professional services required to maintain and service the GIS14
system at Account 5630. If there are duplication, please adjust accounting entries15
accordingly including Table 4-2-1 C at Ref.(c)..16

Response17

Confirmed.18

19
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Interrogatory 20 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Accounts 5655 & 56301

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p34
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.33 (Account 5655) & pp. 30-31 (Account 5630)5
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C6
Ref: (d) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Appendix C/p.28 /Table 17

Preamble8

Account 5655 related to regulatory expenses shows general inflation of 3.1% as the driver for9
year over year increases. Ref (d), Appendix C provides a more complete breakdown of10
regulatory costs, where it indicates that the OEB annual Assessment, Consultant Costs for11
Regulatory Matters, the Canadian Electricity Association fees, and intervenor costs all increase12
at the same pace as economic inflation. It also displays a 150.7% increase in Legal Costs for13
Regulatory Matters for 2014.14

Question15

a) Why is the increase in legal costs for regulatory matters not regarded as a cost16
driver in Account 5655 instead of in Account 5630 where it is listed as “Cost Driver17
1 – Regulatory Applications”?18

Response19

GLPT has historically recorded legal costs for regulatory matters within account 5630.20
Therefore, for consistency GLPT has continued to report these costs in account 5630, and21
as a result the cost driver arises within this account.22

23
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Interrogatory 21 – OM&A Variance Analysis – Account 56801

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p34
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p.355
Ref: (c) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C6

Preamble7

At Ref (b) for Account 5680 related to the ESA fees reflects an inflation rate of 3.1% applied to8
both 2013 and 2014.9

Question10

a) Please provide the ESA fees paid by GLPT for the last 5 years ending with the ESA11
fees for 2011.12

Response13

The table below provides the ESA fees paid by GLPT for the last 5 years ending with14
2011. Base costs are for the Continuous Safety Services Program and are recorded in15
account 5680. Other costs are costs incurred related to specific projects or functions and16
are recorded in other USofA accounts, depending on the nature of the expense.17

18

19

20

ESA Fees Paid

Base Other Total

2011 19,688$ 8,452$ 28,141$

2010 19,115 6,362 25,477

2009 21,363 49 21,412

2008 20,740 622 21,363

2007 20,136 73 20,209
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Interrogatory 22 – OM&A Variance Analysis _Account 4940 Maintenance of Overhead1
Lines2

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/p205
Ref: (b) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-1 C6
Ref: (c) EB-2009-0408, Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/p20-21 and EB-2010- 0291, Exh 4/Tab7

2/Sch1/p5/Table 4-2-1 C8

Preamble9

At Ref (c) pertaining to ROW maintenance, in a previous transmission rates application, EB-10
2009-0408, GLPT has stated that:11

For 2009, while GLPT maintained its level of managing vegetation on the ROW floor in12
accordance with its 6-year cycle, as a cost cutting measure GLPT reduced its activities associated13
with encroachments and buffer zones relative to 2008. It was decided that, for reliability14
purposes, GLPT needs to restore its prior levels of activity in these areas for 2010 and15
beyond. (Emphasis added)16

GLPT corroborated the above in EB-2010-0291 where it continued reduced activities with17
respect to the ROW maintenance.18

Based on Ref (b) and Ref (c), Board staff has tabulated the expenditures below for account 4940:19

USofA 2008
Actual

2009
Actual

2010
Actual

2011
Actual

2012
Forecast

2013
Test Year

2014
Test Year

4940
($000’s)

1,400.8 1,121.7 1,169.6 1,217.1 1,262.4 1,301.5 1,341.9

20

At Ref (a), for Account 4940, GLPT indicated that it intends to continue its six year Right of21
Way maintenance cycle with no material variances forecast for 2013 or 2014. Yet under the22
same account, inflation is a factor and continues to grow at 3.1% year over year though parts and23
labour would normally already encompass such an increase.24

Questions25

a) Please provide information on the ROW maintenance cycle anchoring your answer26
along the continuum of the previous two transmission rate applications as per Ref27
(c). In particular, has GLPT experienced any increased vegetation related outages in28
the years of reduced spending, and/or on service reliability?29

Response30
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GLPT will continue its ROW program with no significant changes required in 2013 or1
2014. The increases that arise are due to inflation. GLPT has not experienced any2
increased vegetation related outages or degradation to service reliability as a result of3
vegetation related outages, of which the ratepayer benefits.4

b) Does GLPT intend to restore its level of activity to the 2008 level?5

Response6

GLPT plans to maintain the same standard of ROW maintenance with inflationary7
increases.8

9
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Interrogatory 23 – OM&A Variance Analysis - Account 5605 Executive Salaries and1
Expenses2

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh 4/Tab 2/Sch.2/pp. 22-265
Ref: (b) EB-2011-0140 Notice of Proceeding and Decision & Order of July 12, 2012, p186

Preamble7

With respect to Account 5605 relative to Executive Salaries and Expenses, GLPT states in part8
that analysis (based on Navigant’s benchmarking study) “indicates that a corporate cost9
allocation to GLPT of $469,717 for 2013 and $484,278 for 2014 is reasonable.”10

GLPT also indicates that “GLPT’s management team spent a portion of its time on development-11
related activities in 2010, 2011 and 2012, and in doing so allocated some of its time and12
expenses to GLPT’s green energy deferral account, approved in EB-2009-0409.”13

GLPT further adds that “GLPT’s management team allocated costs to its green energy deferral14
account in 2010, 2011 and 2012. [noting that] These costs were related to the East-West Tie Line15
proceeding (EB-2011-0140). [...] these costs are the responsibility of EWT LP, and as a result16
they have been removed from GLPT’s approved deferral account and will be recovered by GLPT17
from EWT LP.”18

With respect to Ref (b), Board staff notes that the Notice of Proceeding to Designate a19
Transmitter to Carry out Development Work for the East-West Tie Line (EB-2011-0140) was20
issued on February 2, 2012. The Decision and Order on Phase 1 of the East-West Tie designation21
proceeding expressly addressed cost recovery as follows:22

Issue 14: Should the designated transmitter be permitted to recover its prudently23
incurred costs associated with preparing its application for designation? If yes, what24
accounting mechanism(s) are required to allow for such recovery?25

The Board finds that the designated transmitter will be permitted to recover from26
ratepayers its prudently incurred costs associated with preparing its application for27
designation, with one restriction. Cost recovery will be restricted to costs incurred on or28
after the date that the Board gave notice of the proceeding, February 2, 2012. This date29
represents the beginning of the proceeding and therefore is a date after which the30
designated transmitter could reasonably expect to recover its costs.31

Applicant transmitters should identify the costs already incurred to prepare an32
application, as well as an estimate of the costs required to complete the designation33
proceeding, as part of their budgeted development costs. The Board will establish a34
deferral account for the designated transmitter in which the budgeted development costs,35
including amounts incurred after February 2, 1012 for the preparation of the application36
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for designation, will be recorded for future recovery. As noted earlier in this decision, an1
applicant transmitter can choose not to seek recovery of all its costs, as a way to reduce2
the costs of its proposal to ratepayers.3

At Ref (a), GLPT states in part that:4

GLPT’s assumption for the 2013 test year is that a significant amount of its senior5
employees’ time will be spent on the EWT Line project. Specifically, GLPT expects that6
its Vice President/General Manager, Vice-President, Regulatory and Legal, and its7
Director of Administration will allocate approximately one third of their time, while its8
Vice President, Project Development will allocate 100% of available time to EWT Line9
activities. In addition, GLPT anticipates that there are incremental travel, consulting and10
administrative costs of approximately $100,000 that will be allocated to EWT LP. The11
collective impact of these allocations results in a net reduction to 2013 core OM&A of12
approximately $550,000. [...]13

GLPT is anticipating that in 2014, the services of its Vice President / General Manager,14
Vice-President, Regulatory and Legal, and its Director of Administration will no longer15
be required for the EWT Line initiative. GLPT is forecasting that these employees will16
return their attention to GLPT in full. [...] Specifically, to the extent that GLPT allocates17
more or less than $550,000 and $340,000 to EWT LP in 2013 and 2014, respectively,18
GLPT would record the variance in the proposed account.19

In 2014 costs have to a large extent declined yet it reflects an overall 36% increase.20

Questions:21

a) Please give details on the corporate services provided to GLPT, and reconcile the22
amounts cited at the reference from Navigant’s study and the current allocation for23
years 2013 and 2014 of $263,517 in 2013 and zero in 2014.24

Response25

The corporate services provided from time to time are set out in section 1.01 of the26
Services Agreement at Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Appendix C. The corporate cost27
allocation embedded in GLPT’s 2012 forecast is $200,000. The incremental cost of28
$263,517 is combined with the inflationary factor on the embedded amount ($200,000 *29
3.1% = $6,200, which is included under Cost Driver 4 – Inflation and Other) sums to the30
total of $469,717, as calculated in Navigant’s study.31

32

Base Cost 200,000

Inflation on Base 6,200

Cost Driver 263,517

Total Cost 469,717
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b) Are there any anticipated “Labour & Related Costs” for 2014?1

Response2

Outside of inflation and the costs that GLPT anticipates coming back into OM&A in3
2014 related to the East-West Tie Allocation, GLPT does not anticipate any increase in4
Labour & Related Costs in Account 5605 in 2014.5

c) Has GLPT ensured that only costs, as per the EB-2011-0140 Decision & Order of6
July 12, 2012, incurred as of February 2, 2012 are passed on to EWT LP, and the7
balance remaining in GLPT’s approved deferral account? Please file a revised8
statement with regards to this matter for Cost Driver 3.9

Response10

The costs were transferred out of GLPT in 2012. The costs reflected under Cost Driver 311
are only related to costs that will be incurred in 2013 or 2014 and do not relate to costs12
incurred in the past.13

d) On what basis can GLPT confirm that these four executives will return their14
attention in full in 2014?15

Response16

GLPT would like to clarify that only three of the executives will return their attention in17
full to GLPT, as the Vice President of Project Development will not turn his attention to18
GLPT in either of the test years. Further to the response to Energy Probe Interrogatory19
24(d), GLPT expects the workload of the remaining executives to return to pre-201320
levels in 2014.21

In particular, as described in response to SEC interrogatory 8(b), GLPT has assumed the22
EWT designation process will be completed in 2013. As such, any 2014 work completed23
on the EWT Line initiative will be work related to the development stage. GLPT24
believes that the development stage of the EWT Line initiative will require standalone25
resources, and will no longer require GLPT’s Director of Administration, Vice President,26
Regulatory & Legal, or its Vice President and General Manager. GLPT has requested a27
deferral account to protect the interest of the rate payer in the event that GLPT employees28
are required to assist in the EWT Line initiative’s development stage in 2014.29

30
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Interrogatory 24 – Employee Compensation Breakdown1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.3/Table 4-2-3 A4
Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.3/Appendix B/pp. 31-325
Ref: (c) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/p46
Ref: (d) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Appendix D7
Ref: (e) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch.1/Table 4-2-18

Preamble9

Ref (a) displays employee compensation from 2010 to 2014, distinguishing between unionized10
and non-unionized functions.11

Ref (b) relative to cost of living adjustment shows how the various percentage changes in CPI12
would affect wages and the corresponding adjustment GLPT would make. It is noted in various13
parts that the Collective Agreement would be renegotiated and a new agreement would be14
effective as of January 2013.15

At Ref (c), GLPT states in part that it “applied to [the] baseline an inflation factor of 3.1%,16
which is based on the rate used in GLPT’s collective agreement [...]”.17

18

At Ref (d) OM&A cost per FTE, is presented as illustrated below:19

Ref (e) tabulates OM&A costs by USofA for the 2010 to 2014 period.20

Questions21

a) Please provide, by completing the Table below, the salary distribution of all FTEs22
by salary bracket ($20K bins), and the year over year progression from 2010 to23
2014, separating executive salaries from the general administrative ones. Use table24
below as a guide. And if applicable, please provides comments on any salient25
upward or downward trend insofar as operational impact is concerned.26
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TOTAL FTEs (General Administrative)

SALARY
(Wages+Benefit)

30-49k 50-69k 70-89k 90-109k 110-129k 130-149k 150-169k >170k

2010

...

...

2014

1

Response2

GLPT has provided the tables below breaking out Management & Executive, Non-Union3
and Union into salary buckets. There are only three Executives, and as a result we have4
aggregated their data with Management to make a single category.5

GLPT has calculated Total Salary / Wages + Taxable Benefits as total base salary/wages,6
plus overtime, plus taxable benefits for each employee. The calculation does not include7
incentive pay.8

GLPT notes that the total FTEs noted in the “Union” table is less than the total FTEs9
provided in Table 4-2-3 A. This is due to the fact that overtime hours are included in the10
calculation of FTEs, but are not accounted for in the table provided in response to this11
interrogatory.12

13

Salary / Wages +

Taxable Benefits

$30-

$49k

$50-

$69k

$70-

$89k

$90-

$109k

$110k-

$129k

$130k-

$149k

$150k-

$169k >$170k Total

2010 Actual 0 0 4 2 2 0 0 1 9

2011 Actual 0 0 4 2 2 0 0 1 9

2012 Forecast 0 0 3 2 2 1 0 1 9

2013 Test Year 0 0 2 3 2 1 0 1 9

2014 Test Year 0 0 2 2 3 1 0 1 9

Total Employees (Management & Executive)
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1

2

3

b) Please reconcile Ref(b) and Ref(c) in regard to the applicable adjustment to salaries.4

Response5

GLPT’s approach was to apply an inflation rate across the board. The most relevant rate6
available was the CPI rate that was referenced in the Collective Agreement. GLPT does7
not foresee removing the CPI clause from the agreement; as a result the use of the CPI8
rate will continue to be relevant.9

c) Please explain the large variance in OM&A per FTE at Ref (d), and comment on the10
view that the cost per FTE is increasing at a fast rate where it shows year over year11
of 13.4 % increase in Cost per FTE in Test Year 2013 over 2012 Forecast; followed12
by 2.3 % increase in Cost per FTE in Test Year 2014 over Test Year 2013 Forecast13

Response14

The change in OM&A cost per FTE is driven by OM&A increases, and is not materially15
affected by FTE’s. GLPT believes the increases in OM&A are reasonable, and the cost16
drivers related to those OM&A increases are described at Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2.17

d) Please comment on the general trend of Accounts 5605 and 5615 as per Ref (e)18

Salary / Wages +

Taxable Benefits

$30-

$49k

$50-

$69k

$70-

$89k

$90-

$109k

$110k-

$129k

$130k-

$149k

$150k-

$169k >$170k Total

2010 Actual 4.4 9 2 0 0 0 0 0 15.4

2011 Actual 3.1 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 17.1

2012 Forecast 4.8 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 17.8

2013 Test Year 4.8 6 7 0 0 0 0 0 17.8

2014 Test Year 3.8 7 7 0 0 0 0 0 17.8

Total Employees (Non-Union)

Salary / Wages +

Taxable Benefits

$30-

$49k

$50-

$69k

$70-

$89k

$90-

$109k

$110k-

$129k

$130k-

$149k

$150k-

$169k >$170k Total

2010 Actual 0 4.9 16.8 3 0 0 0 0 24.7

2011 Actual 0 2.6 12 9 0 0 0 0 23.6

2012 Forecast 0 2 10 12 0 0 0 0 24

2013 Test Year 0 2 8 14 0 0 0 0 24

2014 Test Year 0 2 7 16 0 0 0 0 25

Total Employees (Union)
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Response1

GLPT believes the forecasts for Accounts 5605 and 5615 are reasonable. GLPT has filed2
information describing all OM&A cost drivers for the 2013 and 2014 test years in Exhibit3
4, Tab 2, Schedule 2. In addition, as described on page 7 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule4
1, First Quartile Consulting concluded that GLPT falls significantly below average on a5
cost per gross asset basis in comparison with its peers.6

7
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Interrogatory 25 – Shared Services – Office Complex1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/pp. 2 – 33

Preamble (1)4

At Ref: (a), page 2, lines 4-7 it is stated that:5

“The annual rent that GLPT pays GLPL is in the middle of the range of fair market rentals for6
triple net leases as assessed by an independent appraiser. GLPT’s net rental cost of the building7
and property is forecast to be $172,800 for 2013 and $178,200 for 2014, with the increases due8
to inflation.”9

Question10

a) Does GLPT have a contract with GLPL that specifies that the rent will increase by11
inflation? If so please file such a contract, given that the Operations and12
maintenance is covered by a separate cost item.13

Response14

GLPT has a contract with GLPL that requires the rent to increase by CPI. Please see15
section 5(a) of the lease attached at Appendix Board Staff 25(a).16

b) Please file evidence to justify an increase of 4.45% in the O&M costs for the Office17
Complex in Test Year 2013 of ($401,700) over the corresponding amount in the 201218
Forecast ($384,600), followed by another increase of 3.1% in the O&M costs in Test19
Year 2014 over the corresponding amount in Test Year 2013.20

Response21

The increase of 4.45% is driven by GLPT’s inflation factor of 3.1%, combined with the22
incremental annual maintenance costs of $5,200 related to GLPT’s new generator23
(described on page 19 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2). The increase in 2014 is driven by24
the inflation factor of 3.1%.25

Preamble (2)26

At Ref: (a), page 2, lines 7-13 it is stated that:27

“If GLPT’s share of the estimated net book value of the property were included in28
GLPT’s rate base (approximately $2.6 million), the estimated overall cost to rate payers29
would be over $260,000 in each of 2013 and 2014 (assuming a depreciation rate of 2.5%30
and a cost of capital rate of 7.5%). Accordingly, the lease structure that GLPT has been31
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utilizing and will continue to utilize in the 2013 and 2014 test years is consistent with1
prudent planning and has resulted in demonstrable avoided costs.”2

The rental arrangement is advantageous to both GLPL and GLPT, and to view that increases not3
based on costs are justified because GLPT is still better off, is missing the point that the space4
occupied by GLPT is not readily rentable, and therefore sharing space needs to be based on cost5
increases supported by evidence.6

Questions7

c) Please provide evidence that GLPL is facing costs, other than O&M costs, that are8
increasing to justify two successive 3.1% increases in Rent faced by GLPT in each of9
the Test Years 2013 and 2014.10

Response11

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 25(a). GLPT and GLPL are12
abiding by the term of the lease. In accordance with ARC, the lease rate is based on13
market rates that were defined in the third party report prepared by AREA Real Estate14
Appraisals Inc., filed in EB-2009-040. The lease rate is not based on actual costs15
incurred by GLPL.16

17
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Interrogatory 26 – Shared Services – Fiber Optic System1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/p. 4/lines 7 – 123

Questions4

a) Please provide the cost basis and the details of the calculation to justify the added5
depreciation costs of $35,000 (plus inflation) in each of 2013 and 2014.6

Response7

The incremental depreciation of $36k in each 2013 and 2014 is a result of capital8
additions being made to the fibre optic system in mid 2013. The capital addition is9
forecast to be in the amount of $2.15M, with a useful life of 10 years. GLPT will be10
responsible for one third of the depreciation of the new assets.11

b) Please a copy of the Agreement and identify the sections of the Agreement between12
GLPL and GLPT that justify increasing the O&M costs by 3.1% successively for13
each of the two years 2013 and 2014.14

Response15

Please see attached agreement. GLPT has a contract with GLPL that requires GLPT to16
pay a percentage of O&M fibre costs. GLPT applied an inflation factor to its entire17
OM&A baseline. The inflation factor used was 3.1%. GLPT believes that O&M Fibre18
costs incurred are subject to inflation in the same fashion as other costs that GLPT incurs.19

20
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Interrogatory 27 – Shared Services – Fiber Optic System1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/p. 5/lines 4 – 113

Preamble4

At Ref.(a), it is indicated that the annual revenue that GLPT will receive for this pole rental in5
the test years is estimated to be $35,200 for each of 2013 and 2014. Because this represents a6
fibre optic cost for GLPL, 41% of the $35,200 is billed back from GLPL to GLPT in accordance7
with the fibre optic agreement. Therefore, GLPT’s annual net benefit is reduced by 41%, leaving8
a total of $20,800. This net benefit is captured as net rent from electric property in Exhibit 3, Tab9
1, Schedule 2 of this Application, but for illustrative purposes has also been included in Table 4-10
2-4 A as an offset to the Fibre Optic System’s operating costs in each year displayed in the table.11

Question12

a) Please show where in Table 4-2-4 A is the amount of $20,800 is shown as an offset.13

Response14

The $20,800 net benefit is captured as a reduction in the Operations & Maintenance15
figure under Fibre Optic Licence.16

17
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Interrogatory 28 – Shared Services – Radio Systems1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/ p. 6/lines 4 – 84
Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/p. 2 Table 4-2-4 A Current Shared Services5
Ref: (c) Exh 3/Tab 1/Sch. 2/Table 3-1-2 A – Summary of Other Income6

Preamble7

At Ref. (a), it is stated that:8

“GLPL pays GLPT a licence fee which is cost based and based on the percentage of9
radios in use on the overall system. The total annual depreciation cost for the radio10
system is approximately $13,000, of which approximately half is passed on to GLPL. In11
addition, approximately $50,000 in operating and maintenance costs are incurred at radio12
tower sites, of which half again is passed on to GLPL.”13

At Ref.(b) In Table 4-2-4 A the costs to GLPT for “Radio System Costs”, shows amounts of14
$32,000 in 2013 and $33,000 for 2014, however the amounts considered as revenue from GLPL15
are not shown at Ref. (c) in Table 3-1-2 A16

Question/Request17

a) Please recast Table 3-1-2 A, showing as other income from Radio System Services to18
GLPL, the same amounts of $32,000 in 2013 and $33,000 in 2014.19

Response20

Consistent with GLPT’s two prior rate applications (EB-2009-0408 and EB-2010-0291),21
the radio costs that GLPT collects are treated as an offset to OM&A costs. If GLPT were22
to recast Table 3-1-2 A, the amount billed would be reflected on line 4210 Net Rent from23
Electric Property. However, the existing OM&A offset would be removed, thus24
increasing OM&A by the same amount. Therefore, there would be no impact to GLPT’s25
revenue requirement.26

27
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Interrogatory 29 – Corporate Cost Allocation1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) EB-2010-0291/Exh. 10/Tab 2/Sch. 1/GLPT’s response to Board staff4
Interrogatory 9, Question (i), January 7, 20115

Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 20126

Preamble7

At Ref (a), GLPT provided the total Corporate Cost Allocation (“CCA”) for the two years 20118
and 2012 as follows:9

10

At Ref (b), the Navigant study indicated that:11

 On page 6 Table 3 it is indicated that the Total Allocation of Shared Services to GLPT is12
$203,558 for 2013, and $209,868 for 2014;13

 On page 7 it is indicated that the Executive Oversight Expense to GLPT is $2066,159 for14
2013 and $274,410 for 2014.15

 The addition of the two components (the Total Allocation of Shared Services to GLPT16
Plus the Executive Oversight Expense to GLPT) results in a Total CCA of:17

- $469,717 for 2013;18

- $484, 278 for 201419

The total CCA of $469,717 in 2013 represent more than 230 % increase over the CCA level of20
$200,000 in 2012, followed by another 3.1% increase in the CCA level in 2014 over the CCA21
level in 2013.22

Question23

a) Please comment on the view that the increase in CCA of more than 230 % in 201324
over the CCA level in 2012 is a major burden on GLPT’s transmission rate payers25
to bear.26
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Response1

GLPT is unclear as to the method of calculating the 230% increase.2

GLPT comments that while there is an increase in the cost, it is a true cost to the utility,3
and is a legitimate cost under the ARC and therefore should be recovered in its entirety.4

In addition, as described on page 7 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, First Quartile5
Consulting concluded that GLPT falls significantly below average on a cost per gross6
asset basis in comparison with its peers.7

8
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Interrogatory 30 – Corporate Cost Allocation1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 2012/p. 3, Table 1 –3
Electric Utility Group Corporate Budget4

Preamble5

At Ref (a) it is stated that:6

7

Question8

a) Please provide the documents, and justification to support the budgets basis for the9
2013 and 2014 listed on the noted Table 1.10

Response11

Please see the table below. While the table was prepared in $USD, GLPT assumed an12
exchange rate of $1USD = $1CDN.13

14
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1

2

3
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Interrogatory 31 – Corporate Cost Allocation1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 2012/pp. 10-11 –4
Appendix A Corporate Structure Brookfield5

Ref: (b) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 2012/p. 21 – Table 36
Allocation of Shared Services Costs to GLPT7

Preamble8

At Ref (a) a listing of five companies is provided with a narrative describing the assets for each.9
The following companies comprise the “Brookfield Electric Utility Group”:10

- Great Lakes Power Transmission11
- Gross-Sound Cable Company, LLC12
- Transelec13
- Wind Energy Transmission of Texas14
- EBSA, Colombia15

At Ref (b) the percentage allocation to GLPT is shown in Table 3 and reproduced below for16
convenience:17

18

19
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Questions31

a) Please produce five new Tables, one for each of the five Corporate Shared Services2
(shown at Ref (b), Table 3, and reproduced above), where in each Table, the3
percentages and amounts allocated for 2013 and 2014 are shown for each of the five4
companies listed at Ref (a) (and listed in the preamble above).5

Response6

7

8

9

3 In preparing the responses to this Board staff interrogatory 31, GLPT has consulted with Navigant Consulting.

Transelec

Expense Category 2013 Budget 2014 Budget

Information Technology -$ -$

Equity Resourcing -$ -$

Tax -$ -$

Human Resources -$ -$

Finance -$ -$

Sub-total -$ -$

Executive Oversight 148,571$ 274,410$

Total 148,571$ 274,410$

GLPT

Expense Category 2013 Budget 2014 Budget

Information Technology 2,354$ 2,427$

Equity Resourcing 14,124$ 14,562$

Tax 5,875$ 6,057$

Human Resources 1,474$ 1,520$

Finance 179,730$ 185,302$

Sub-total 203,558$ 209,868$

Executive Oversight 266,159$ 274,410$

Total 469,717$ 484,278$

WETT

Expense Category 2013 Budget 2014 Budget

Information Technology 3,270$ 3,371$

Equity Resourcing 19,617$ 20,225$

Tax 9,579$ 9,876$

Human Resources 369$ 380$

Finance 293,038$ 302,122$

Sub-total 325,873$ 335,975$

Executive Oversight 340,291$ 350,840$

Total 666,164$ 686,815$
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1

2

3

b) With each of the Tables please provide the details of the calculations leading to the4
allocated percentages for each of five companies.5

Response:6

7

8

CSC

Expense Category 2013 Budget 2014 Budget

Information Technology 1,491$ 1,537$

Equity Resourcing 8,946$ 9,223$

Tax 5,058$ 5,215$

Human Resources 295$ 304$

Finance 154,724$ 159,521$

Sub-total 170,513$ 175,799$

Executive Oversight 249,799$ 257,543$

Total 420,312$ 433,342$

EBSA

Expense Category 2013 Budget 2014 Budget

Information Technology 11,443$ 11,798$

Equity Resourcing 68,661$ 70,789$

Tax 16,604$ 17,119$

Human Resources 16,421$ 16,930$

Finance 507,933$ 523,679$

Sub-total 621,061$ 640,314$

Executive Oversight 480,886$ 495,794$

Total 1,101,948$ 1,136,108$

Allocation Basis Line Transelec GLPT WETT CSC EBSA Total

Ownership Percentage by Brookfield A 18% 100% 50% 100% 100%

Management Oversight(1), or Board only (0) B 0 1 1 1 1

Revenue

Total Gross Revenue C 398$ 36$ 100$ 23$ 175$ 732$

Adjusted for Ownership and Management = A x B x C -$ 36$ 50$ 23$ 175$ 284$

Revenue Allocator 0% 13% 18% 8% 62% 100%

Assets

Total Gross Assets D 4,998$ 230$ 750$ 198$ 650$ 6,826$

Adjusted for Ownership and Management = A x B x D -$ 230$ 375$ 198$ 650$ 1,453$

Asset Allocator 0% 16% 26% 14% 45% 100%

Employees

Total Employees E 475$ 50$ 25$ 10$ 557$ 1,117$

Adjusted for Ownership and Management = A x B x E -$ 50$ 13$ 10$ 557$ 630$

Employee Allocator 0% 8% 2% 2% 88% 100%

$ Millions
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c) At Ref (a), related to the Cross Sound Cable, were the amounts allocated in 20131
and 2014 to that company for the five Corporate Shared Services been reviewed by2
US Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“US FERC)”? If not please indicate3
what amounts for these five Corporate Shared services for the Cross Sound Cable4
and for which years have the US FERC reviewed and approved such amounts.5

Response6

The amounts allocated to Cross Sound Cable in 2013 and 2014 for the five Corporate7
Shared Services have not been reviewed by US Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.8
Cross Sound Cable was acquired by Brookfield in late 2011; as such no amounts have9
been reviewed.10

d) At Ref.(a), related to the Transelec, please indicate the name of the Regulatory11
Authority that approves the transmission rates Transelec. Did that Regulatory12
Authority review and approve the amounts allocated in 2013 and 2014 to Transelec13
for the noted five Corporate Shared Services? If not did that Regulatory Authority14
review these five Corporate Shared services for Transelec and what were the15
amounts approved and for which years?16

Response17

The regulatory body for Transelec is Centro De Despacho Economico de Carga (CDEC).18
The regulatory authority has not reviewed or approved the regulatory amounts allocated19
in 2013 and 2014 to Transelec for the noted five Corporate Shared Services. GLPT’s20
understanding is the regulatory framework under which Transelec is regulated does not21
require full cost of service applications.22

e) Was construction of WEIT granted by the Public Utility Commission of Texas? If23
so, please indicate when WEIT is expected to file its first rate application for its24
transmission services.25

Response26

WETT construction was granted by the Public Utility Commission of Texas. WETT27
filed its first rate application in August 2012.28

f) At Ref.(a), related to EBSA please indicate the name of the Regulatory Authority29
that approves EBSA’s distribution rates Tran. Did that Regulatory Authority30
review and approve the amounts allocated in 2013 and 2014 to EBSA for the noted31
five Corporate Shared Services? If not did that Regulatory Authority review these32
five Corporate Shared services for EBSA and what were the amounts approved and33
for which years?34

35
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Response1

The regulatory body for EBSA is The Regulatory Commission For Gas and Energy2
(CREG). The regulatory authority has not reviewed or approved the regulatory amounts3
allocated in 2013 and 2014 to EBSA for the noted five Corporate Shared Services.4
GLPT’s understanding is the regulatory framework under which EBSA is regulated does5
not require full cost of service applications.6

7
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Interrogatory 32– Corporate Cost Allocation1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 2012/p. 7 –3
Approaches to Allocate Executive Oversight Expense to GLPT4

Preamble5

At Ref (a) it is indicated in the noted report that the Electric Utility Group budgeted6
cost for this function for is $1,485, 706 in 2013 and $1,531,763 in 2014.7

The Report further indicated that:8

 Certain minimum level of effort is required by Brookfield regardless of the size of the9
investment labeled as the Fixed Executive Oversight, which includes activities such as10
quarterly reporting, monthly meetings, policy development and initiatives, equity market11
communications and other reporting related responsibilities. Navigant estimates that 50%12
of the Executive Oversight Expenses ($742,853 in 2013, $765,882 in 2014) are Fixed13
Executive Oversight.14

 The balance of the Executive Oversight Expenses, labeled Variable Executive Oversight,15
is for costs driven by the size of the investment and whether or not Brookfield takes an16
active role in the day-today management or is relegated to the role of a shareholder. The17
second step in the process is to allocate these two expense categories to each member of18
the Electric Utility Group.19

Questions420

a) Did Navigant apply or is aware of a similar approach to the Fixed/Variable21
approach proposed at Ref. (a), to allocate Executive Oversight Expenses for any22
group of companies that has a similar corporate structure and relationship of the23
Electric Utility Group to the Brookfield Asset Management (BAM)? If so please file24
such information.25

Response26

Navigant is not aware of a similar approach for any group of companies. While Navigant27
is not aware of a similar approach for other groups of companies, Navigant believes the28
study is appropriate for GLPT, reflects GLPT’s unique business practices (autonomous29
vs. centralized) and encompasses the past practices of the OEB.30

4 In preparing the responses to this Board staff interrogatory 31, GLPT has consulted with Navigant Consulting.
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To determine the approach to allocate Executive Oversight Expense, Navigant reviewed1
information provided by the Brookfield Electric Utility Group Management team and2
conducted interviews with GLPT management.3

b) Based on 100% Variable Executive Oversight, please recalculate the for each of the4
following two “Allocator Options”, amounts to each of the five members of the5
“Brookfield Electric Utility Group: For each of the two options below, please show6
all the ownership adjustments to arrive at the amounts allocated to each of the five7
companies.8

 Allocator Option 19

$1,485, 706 in 2013 and $1,531,763 in 2014 are allocated based upon assets10
and adjusted for ownership interest. .11

 Allocator Option 212

$1,485, 706 in 2013 and $1,531,763 in 2014 are allocated based upon Revenue13
and adjusted for ownership interest.14

Response15

2013:16

17

2014:18

19

20

Asset Allocation Approach Transelec GLPT WETT CSC EBSA Total

Executive Oversight - 2013 1,485,706$

Allocation 0% 16% 26% 14% 45% 100%

Executive Oversight Sub-total -$ 235,177$ 383,441$ 202,457$ 664,631$ 1,485,706$

Revenue Allocation Approach Transelec GLPT WETT CSC EBSA Total

Executive Oversight - 2013 1,485,706$

Allocation 0% 13% 18% 8% 62% 100%

Executive Oversight Sub-total -$ 188,462$ 261,752$ 119,359$ 916,133$ 1,485,706$

Asset Allocation Approach Transelec GLPT WETT CSC EBSA Total

Executive Oversight - 2014 1,531,763$

Allocation 0% 16% 26% 14% 45% 100%

Executive Oversight Sub-total -$ 242,468$ 395,328$ 208,733$ 685,235$ 1,531,763$

Revenue Allocation Approach

Executive Oversight - 2014 1,531,763$

Allocation 0% 13% 18% 8% 62% 100%

Executive Oversight Sub-total -$ 194,304$ 269,867$ 123,059$ 944,533$ 1,531,763$
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Interrogatory 33 – Corporate Cost Allocation1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 4/Tab 2/Sch. 4/Appendix B –Navigant Study, June 13, 2012/p. 8 –3
Benchmarking of Results to Other Ontario Utilities4

Preamble5

At Ref. (a) it is stated that:6

“Navigant benchmarked the Corporate Shared Services of other electric utilities in7
Ontario who are privately held. The utilities in the sample included:8

1. Algoma Power Inc.;9

2. CNPI - Eastern Ontario Power;10

3. CNPI - Port Colborne;11

4. CNPI - Fort Erie;12

5. CNPI-Transmission.13

The benchmarking analysis compared the level of Corporate Shared Services cost allocated to14
each utility to the total revenue requirement approved by the OEB in that utility’s last rate15
request. Table 4 below summarizes our findings:”16
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1

Great Lakes Power Transmission is requesting a level of Corporate Shared Service costs which is2
less than one-half the weighted average of the other utilities. Furthermore, the percentage level of3
Corporate Shared Service costs requested by GLPT is the lowest of the peer group.4

Questions55

a) Please confirm that the five companies listed above as a peer group for6
benchmarking are affiliate of one another and partly or wholly owned Fortis7
Ontario Inc.8

Response9

Confirmed.10

b) Please provide details in regard to the Corporate Services provided by Fortis11
Ontario Inc. to each of the 5 companies listed above, making sure to differentiate12
between “Executive Oversight Expenses”, and other services such as Information13
Technology, Human Resources, Finance...etc.14

Response15

5 In preparing the responses to this Board staff interrogatory 31, GLPT has consulted with Navigant Consulting.
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The details requested can be found in the attached excerpt from Algoma Power Inc’s1
interrogatory responses in EB-2009-0278. Algoma Power Inc provided these particular2
details in response to Board staff interrogatory 36 in that proceeding.3

All of the costs provided for benchmarking in the Navigant report (with the exception4
described in GLPT’s response to SEC Interrogatory #9) relate to corporate services5
provided by Fortis Ontario or Fortis Inc., and do not include other cost components such6
as Finance, Information Technology, Human Resources, Regulatory, Buildings or Health,7
Safety & Environment. These other cost components are provided by an affiliate, but are8
not considered to be “corporate services”. If these other costs were included in the9
analysis, the affiliate costs as a percentage of revenue requirement would increase for all10
of the comparators in the analysis.11

c) Please comment on the rationale for the Navigant report in choosing one parent12
company such as Fortis Ontario Inc. and its 5 affiliates as a peer group for13
benchmarking purposes, instead of a larger peer group, of say six parent companies14
which are investor owned utilities operating in North America, and each has a15
number of affiliates16

Response17

The purpose of the benchmarking study was to provide a high-level “reality check” of the18
results from the corporate cost allocation analysis. Navigant’s view is that the most19
meaningful comparison is to a utility that operates in similar circumstances i.e. it is20
regulated by the OEB and that it is investor and not municipally owned. For these21
reasons Navigant’s view is that Fortis Ontario provides a suitable comparison for a high22
level “reality check” of the corporate cost allocation.23
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III. RATE BASE AND CAPITAL INVESTMENTS1

Interrogatory 34 – IFRS – Capitalization Policy2

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh.2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/p. 225
Ref: (b) IAS 16; June 28, 20126
Ref: (c) OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity7

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.5.2.28

Preamble9

The 2013 COS filing requirements prescribes that the applicant must provide its capitalization10
policy including changes to that policy since the last rebasing application filed with the Board.11

Board staff notes that GLPT has developed some changes to its capitalization practices.12

Questions13

a) In addition, if the applicant has changed its capitalization policy since the last14
rebasing application, regardless of whether the applicant has filed the application15
under MIFRS, USGAAP, or an alternate accounting standard, the applicant must16
explain the reason for these changes and whether they are a result of adhering to the17
IFRS capitalization accounting requirements. The changes must be identified, (e.g.18
capitalization of indirect costs, etc.) and the causes of the changes must also be19
identified.20

Response21

The capitalization procedure for 2012 (prior to the change over date of January 1, 2013 to22
IFRS) remains the same as the capitalization procedure in the last rebasing application.23
Subsequent to the change over date of January 1, 2013, GLPT's capitalization procedure24
will change as a result of adopting IFRS. The changes include the following: (i) training25
costs will no longer be capitalized, and (ii) the borrowing cost capitalization rate will be26
adjusted to the actual rate of interest on debts. These changes arise as a result of the27
adoption of IFRS, and are described in more detail at Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 3.28
Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board Staff interrogatory 2(a).29

b) Please provide GLPT’s formal capitalization policy under IFRS if GLPT has30
developed such a policy.31

Response32

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 2(a).33
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Interrogatory 35 – IFRS – Fixed Asset Continuity Schedule1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh.2/Tab 2/Sch. 1/pp. 4 – 93

Preamble4

In the Fixed Asset Continuity Schedules in E2T2S1PP4 TO 9 for both CGAAP & MIFRS for5
2010 to 2014, GLPT showed two lines dedicated to Account 1715, Station Equipment. The 2nd6
line at the bottom left of the Fixed Asset Continuity schedules showed negative opening cost7
balance with additions in accumulated depreciation.8

Questions9

a) Please explain the nature of the transactions in Account 1715 found in the 2nd line10
at the bottom left of Fixed Asset Continuity schedules for both CGAAP & MIFRS11
for 2010 to 2014.12

Response13

The second to last line on the Fixed Asset Continuity schedule (account 1715) is an asset14
that was not included in rate base as a part of the Board-approved settlement agreement15
in rate application EB-2005-0241. This asset remains as a part of GLPT’s PP&E but is16
not included in GLPT’s rate base.17

b) Please confirm if GLPT has any contributions and grants.18

Response19

GLPT has no contributions and grants.20

c) If the answer in part (ii) is “yes”, update all related evidence showing the21
contributions and grants.22

Response23

Not applicable.24

25
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Interrogatory 36 – IFRS – Capitalization Policy1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/p. 224
Ref: (b) IAS 16; June 28, 20125
Ref: (c) OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity Transmission &6

Distribution Applications, S2.5.2.27

Preamble8

The 2013 COS filing requirements prescribes that the applicant must provide its capitalization9
policy including changes to that policy since the last rebasing application filed with the Board.10

Board staff notes that GLPT has developed some changes to its capitalization practices.11

Questions12

a) In addition, if the applicant has changed its capitalization policy since the last13
rebasing application, regardless of whether the applicant has filed the application14
under MIFRS, USGAAP, or an alternate accounting standard, the applicant must15
explain the reason for these changes and whether they are a result of adhering to the16
IFRS capitalization accounting requirements. The changes must be identified, (e.g.17
capitalization of indirect costs, etc.) and the causes of the changes must also be18
identified.19

Response20

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 34(a).21

b) Please provide GLPT’s formal capitalization policy under IFRS if GLPT has22
developed such a policy.23

Response24

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 34(b).25

26

27
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Interrogatory 37 – IFRS – Fixed Asset Continuity Schedule1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh.2/Tab 2/Sch. 1/pp. 4 - 93

Preamble4

In the Fixed Asset Continuity Schedules in E2T2S1PP4 TO 9 for both CGAAP & MIFRS for5
2010 to 2014, GLPT showed two lines dedicated to Account 1715, Station Equipment. The 2nd6
line at the bottom left of the Fixed Asset Continuity schedules showed negative opening cost7
balance with additions in accumulated depreciation.8

Questions:9

a) Please explain the nature of the transactions in Account 1715 found in the 2nd line10
at the bottom left of Fixed Asset Continuity schedules for both CGAAP & MIFRS11
for 2010 to 2014.12

Response13

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 35(a).14

b) Please confirm if GLPT has any contributions and grants.15

Response16

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 35(b).17

c) If the answer in part (ii) is “yes”, update all related evidence showing the18
contributions and grants.19

Response20

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 35(c).21

22

23
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Interrogatory 38 – 2013 Capital Expenditures1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.4 – 6 / Algoma Lines Wood Structure Replacements -3
$1,710,4004

Preamble5

Ref (a) indicates that a number of wood pole structures will be replaced with steel or fibreglass6
poles with steel arms and epoxy insulators at a marginally higher cost and that this would and7
that this would increase the useful life of the lines and reduce maintenance costs.8

Questions/Requests9

a) Please provide the estimated cost of this project if wood pole structures were used10
instead of steel or fibreglass structures and an explanation of the differences in cost11
and in useful life of the lines.12

Response13

GLPT has provided the following chart with demonstrates the wood versus composite14
comparison for a 1 pole structure.15

16

Wood vs Composite Cost Difference for 1-Pole Structure

Wood
(95')

Composite
(95') Difference

Labour (drill & assemble) 100.00 350.00 250.00

Material (cost to purchase) 5,300.00 10,300.00 5,000.00

Total 5,400.00 10,650.00 5,250.00

Notes:

*2-pole Structure is double the above figures

**Wood and Composite are similar in installation time and equipment used,
therefore no need to make further comparisons
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The advantages of composite (fiberglass) poles are:1

They are not affected by ground rot, ants, woodpecker holes which are GLPT’s major2
issues.3

The composite has additional advantage over steel since they will not rust, which is a4
factor since these poles are close to a salted city road.5

The UV protected composite pole will not corrode.6

 Long term maintenance advantages are as follows:7

 No intermediate maintenance required, (i.e., wood pecker patching), butt8
treatments, insecticide treatments, or pole testing to determine integrity.9

 Environmentally fibre glass does not leach any chemicals into the surrounding10
soils11

 Composite poles are rated for 60 years (same as steel) while wood is rated for 4512
years.13

14
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Interrogatory 39– 2013 Capital Expenditures1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) EB-2010-0291/Exh. 10/Tab 2/Sch. 1/pp.46 / Interrogatory Responses4
Ref: (b) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.7-9 / Master SCADA System Replacement - $886,0005

Preamble6

Ref (a) indicates that GLPT anticipates that the total estimated cost of to the Master SCADA7
System Replacement will be in the range of $4,300,000 of which $3,818,500 reflects the rate8
base addition in 2012 leaving $481,500 to be incurred in 3013. Ref (b) indicates that the cost to9
be incurred in 2013 for this project is $886, 000.10

Questions/Requests:11

a) Please provide the currently estimated cost of the Master SCADA System12
Replacement to be incurred in 2012 and in 2013.13

Response14

As planned, the total to be incurred as of 2012 will be $3,818,500. The total expected to15
be incurred in 2013 will be $886,000.16

b) If the total of the 2012 and 2013 expenditures in (a) exceeds $4,300,000, please17
explain the difference.18

Response19

The total SCADA budget will be $4,704,500. At the time the EB-2010-0291 rate20
application was filed, a preliminary estimate was established for anticipated spending for21
2013, outlining the expected scope of work along with an estimated cost. Upon final22
selection of the SCADA vendor, a detailed estimate was completed. The increase in23
costs is related to GLPT refining its 2013 cost estimate, and is not related to a change in24
scope or timing of the project.25

26
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Interrogatory 40– 2013 Capital Expenditures1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.9-11/Watson TS Oil Containment Modifications -3
$249,0004

Preamble:5

Ref (a) indicates that the existing oil containments at Watson TS were engineered to applicable6
standards and installed in 1997 and that recent testing indicates that the existing containments7
will leak in the event of a transformer failure.8

Questions9

a) Please provide a summary of the condition of the existing oil containments at other10
GLPT transformer stations including any testing being carried out or planned.11

Response12

Oil Containments within GLPT’s transmission stations are of varying vintages and thus13
are not all constructed equally. The containments were engineered and constructed based14
on standards that were in place at the time. Moving forward GLPT has a standard15
solution which will be applied to all new installations. No specific testing of16
containments is planned at this time.17

b) Please provide a schedule and approximate year by year costs of any further oil18
containment work anticipated.19

Response20

At this time GLPT’s schedule for Oil Containments is as follows:21

2013 - Watson T.S. ($249,000)22
2014 - Andrews T.S. ($50,000)23
2015 - Third Line T.S. ($250,000)24

25
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Interrogatory 41– 2014 Capital Expenditures1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.11 / Algoma Lines Wood Structure Replacements -4
$3,183,5005

Ref: (b) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.4 - 6 / Algoma Lines Wood Structure Replacements -6
$1,710,4007

Preamble8

Ref (a) indicates that in 2014, GLPT is forecasting to replace 16 tangent structures and 2 dead9
end structures with a total cost of $3,183,500 to be added to rate base in the year. Ref (b)10
indicates that in 2013, GLPT is forecasting to replace 12 tangent structures and 1 dead end11
structure with a total cost of $1,710,400 to be added to rate base in the year.12

Questions/Requests13

a) Please explain the seemingly large difference in estimated costs between the work14
proposed for 2013 and that proposed for 2014 based on the number of structures15
being replaced.16

Response17

Upon review of the 2014 Structure replacement program and the program description18
submitted, an oversight has been identified in the number of structures planned for19
replacement. The description for 2014 should have identified a total of 27 structures to20
be replaced; 11 Tangent Structures, 2 Dead End Structures, and 14 standard Structures.21
These poles have varying degrees of degradation, both visible and hidden, at or below22
ground line.23

Accounting for the additional (9) structures not identified in the original description for24
2014 aligns the estimated cost of work with that of 2013.25

26
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Interrogatory 42– Previously Approved Capital Projects1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 2/Tab 1/Sch. 1/pp.12-22 / Previously Approved Capital Projects3

Preamble4

Page 12 of Ref (a) indicates that the overall spending for 2010 to 2012 is5

$3,921,500 higher than the previously approved spending, representing incremental spending of6
approximately 9.4% over the approved amount and that GLPT is seeking the incremental7
spending of $3,921,500 to be incorporated in the calculation of rate base for 2013 and 2014.8

Questions/Requests:9

a) Page 17 of Ref (a) states that an incremental capital expenditure of $318,000 is10
needed for a Fibre Optic Upgrade that was not part of the initial scope or budget of11
the Third Line Redevelopment Project. Please explain why the existing fibre optic12
cable locations would no longer be available.13

Response14

The fiber optic cable location would no longer be available due to the replacement of15
egress structures and the physical relocation of the station. Specifically, the fiber optic16
cable could not have remained in its original location due to the fact that the structures17
that the cables were attached to were physically removed to facilitate connection of the18
circuits into the new station.19

b) Pages 17 & 18 of Ref (a) indicate that a previously approved 2012 capital20
expenditure of $489,000 for the Goulais TS Civil Refurbishment project will be21
deferred to a future year but GLPT did not reduce spending for 2012 on an overall22
envelope basis. Please explain why GLPT did not reduce spending for 2012 on an23
overall envelope basis.24

Response25

In keeping with good utility practice, GLPT reallocated the $489,000 related to the26
deferral of the Goulais TS Civil Refurbishment to other capital projects. A listing of27
GLPT’s 2012 capital spending can be found in Table 2-1-1D of the pre-filed evidence.28
As noted in the pre-filed evidence the $489,000 was reallocated to partially offset the29
costs related to the Third Line Redevelopment project and the Algoma Line Structure30
Replacement.31

c) Page 19 of Ref (a) indicates that a previously approved 2012 capital expenditure of32
$387,900 for the Work Management System Conversion project will be deferred to33
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a future year but GLPT did not reduce spending for 2012 on an overall envelope1
basis. Please explain why GLPT did not reduce spending for 2012 on an overall2
envelope basis.3

Response4

In keeping with good utility practice, GLPT reallocated the $387,900 related to the5
deferral of the Work Management System Conversion to other capital projects. A listing6
of GLPT’s 2012 capital spending can be found in Table 2-1-1D of the pre-filed evidence.7
As noted in the pre-filed evidence the $387,900 was reallocated to partially offset the8
costs related to the Third Line Redevelopment project and the Algoma Line Structure9
Replacement.10

d) Page 21 of Ref (a) indicates that GLPT was required to pay a land transfer tax11
amount of $1,450,000 in 2011 because GLPT and GLPL had ceased to be affiliates12
of one another for the purposes of the Land Transfer Tax Act. Please provide an13
explanation with appropriate organizational charts which demonstrate that the14
entities having control over GLPT do not have control over GLPL.15

Response16

Brookfield Asset Management Inc. (BAM) sold down its interest in Brookfield17
Renewable Power Fund (BRPF) below 50% around July 2010, from which time public18
unitholders have held more than 50% of the outstanding units in BRPF. When BAM sold19
down its interest in the Fund below 50%, GLPL and GLPT ceased to be affiliates20
because, for land transfer tax purposes, BAM no longer had control over GLPL even21
though it continued to have control over GLPT.22

The organizational charts below show BAM’s loss of control of GLPL around July 201023
for land transfer tax purposes. For an organizational chart showing BAM’s continued24
control of GLPT, please see Exhibit 1, Tab 1, Schedule 12, Appendix B.25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32
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Organizational Chart Showing BAM’s Control of GLPL1

for Land Transfer Tax Purposes Prior to July 20102
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Organizational Chart Showing BAM’s Loss of Control of GLPL1
2

for Land Transfer Tax Purposes After July 20103
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Interrogatory 43 – Rate Base –Working Capital1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 2/Tab 4/Sch. 1/Table 2-4-1 A4
Ref. (b) Exh. 1/Tab 1/Sch. 8/Appendix A – Settlement Agreement, January 21, 2011 (EB-5

2010-0291), page 116
Ref. (c) Exh. 4/Tab 1/Sch. 1/Table 4-1-1 A7

Preamble8

A summary of the working for GLPT is shown in the Table below for Bridge and the two Test9
Years 2013 and 201410

2011
$000’s

2012
$000’s

2013
Proposed

$000’s

2014
Proposed

$000’s

OM&A [Ref. (c)] 9,325.6
(Actual)

9,456.6
(Forecast)

10,715.7 11,173.4

Working Capital (“WC”) [Ref. (a) &
Ref.(b)]

371.1 263.8 89.6 109.4

Materials and Supplies (“M&S”) [Ref.
(a) & Ref.(b)]

250.0 250.0 350.0 350.0

Total [WC + M&S] 621.1 513.8 439.6 459.4

Percent of (WC + M&S) of OM&A 6.7% 5.4% 4.1% 4.1%

11

The decrease in working capital from the levels in 2011 and 2012 is consistent with the evidence12
which indicates that the level of investment in development projects are decreasing substantially13
in the two test years 2013 and 2014. This is largely attributable to completion of the Third Line14
TS 115 kV Redevelopment Project.15

There is no detailed explanation to the increase in Materials and Supplies from the $250,000 in16
2011 and in 2012 to the $350,000 in each of the two test years 2014 and 2015. The only17
explanation for the increase is found at Ref (a), page 4, where GLPT states that “The increase in18
inventory is related to stocking of additional parts related primarily to poles, structures and line19
assets.”20

The table above shows that percentage of Working Capital plus Materials and Supplies to the21
OM&A in the Test Years 2013 and 2014 appear reasonable. However this is premised on the22
assumption that the proposed OM&A levels for these two years are justified. To the extent that23
the OM&A levels would be reduced, the percentages shown would be increased.24
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Questions:1

a) Please explain in details the need for the stocking of the additional parts in the test2
period, identifying:3

(i) Additional amounts of stocked system element over the 2012 levels (poles,4
transformers, etc...).5

(ii) The price per unit of items identified in a.6

(iii)The maintenance program that requires that increase.7

Response8

GLPT plans to buy one breaker and two relays by the end of 2012 to put into inventory.9
The breaker will cost approximately $80,000 and each relay approximately $10,000.10
There is no specific maintenance program that requires these purchases. Rather, they are11
proactive steps taken by GLPT to ensure reliability.12

b) Please explain if there is a relationship between the level of transmission system13
assets in service and the level of materials and supplies inventory proposed.14

Response15

GLPT believes there is a relationship between level of assets in service and the level of16
materials and inventory amounts referred to in the Preamble. GLPT believes it is17
reasonable for a significantly larger transmitter such as Hydro One Transmission to have18
a significantly higher inventory balance; however a single entity’s inventory balance is19
not necessarily directly correlated to its level of assets in service (i.e., a 5% increase in20
assets in service does not necessarily create a need for a corresponding 5% increase in21
materials and inventory).22

c) Please provide any available comparisons of the level of materials and supplies23
inventory as related to transmission system assets in service (i.e. consultant’s24
reports, data from other transmitters, etc.)25

Response26

None are available27

d) Please comment on the view that Intuitively, the level of “Materials and Supplies”28
for 2013 and 2014 should be maintained at the levels of 2011 and 2012, given the29
much lower investment levels in capital projects, but addressing the expectation that30
some increase in maintenance activities would occur.31

32
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1

Response2

In GLPT’s opinion the inventory in question is more closely correlated to the assets in3
service and planned maintenance schedules. The fact that the capital projects in the test4
year have decreased have limited impact on the level of inventory.5

Please refer to GLPT’s response to part (b) of this question for additional information.6

7
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IV. REVENUE AND CHARGE DETERMINANT FORECAST1

Interrogatory 44 - Transmission Revenue Streams2

Reference3

Ref: (a) Exh. 8/Tab 1/Sch. 14

Request5

a) For the monthly revenues remitted to GLPT for the 12 months of 2011, and for the6
available months of 2012, please provide the monthly charge determinant by pool,7
which the IESO provides indicating the actual charge determinant by pool.8

Response9

Please see the tables below.10

11

12

2011

January 22,271 20,698 18,258

February 21,555 20,241 17,531

March 20,523 19,347 16,564

April 18,060 17,671 14,893

May 20,958 20,043 16,941

June 22,977 21,900 18,660

July 25,703 24,532 21,165

August 22,142 21,699 18,542

September 21,703 20,845 17,764

October 18,414 17,857 15,092

November 19,806 18,893 16,178

December 20,319 19,617 16,906

254,431 243,343 208,495

650 651 652

Network

Line

Connection

Transformation

Conn.



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 85 of 111

1

2

2012

January 21,617 20,270 17,480

February 19,812 19,350 16,534

March 20,224 19,049 16,176

April 17,897 17,589 14,722

May 21,295 20,587 17,405

June 24,405 23,464 20,213

July 25,094 23,990 20,781

August

September

October

November

December

150,344 144,298 123,310

Network

Line

Connection

Transformation

Conn.

650 651 652
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Interrogatory 45 - Transmission Revenue Streams1

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh. 8/Tab 2/Sch. 13

Request4

a) Please compute the transmission revenues available to each transmitter for 20135
and 2014 under the scenario: where the rates are not changed, the Charge6
Determinant Forecasts for 2013 and 2014 are relied upon, and GLPLT recovers its7
2013 and 2014 revenue requirements respectively.8

Response9

In the case where the UTR are not changed, the total revenue available to all transmitters10
in the province will not be sufficient to satisfy the revenue requirement of all transmitters.11
Therefore, if GLPT recovers its full 2013 and 2014 revenue requirements, then the12
incremental revenues collected by GLPT are unfairly taken from the revenues to be13
shared among the other three transmitters. The net result for 2013 and 2014 is as follows:14

15

b) Please compute the revenues allocated to each transmitter for 2013 and 201416
assuming that rates are changed as proposed for 2013 and 2014 respectively, and the17
Charge Determinants Forecast for 2013 and 2014 are relied upon and that revenues18
are shared in accordance with the Board approved allocation as of January 1, 2012.219

20

2013 Calculated 2013 Proposed Variance

FNEI 6,311,450 6,327,090 (15,640)

CNPI 4,601,042 4,612,444 (11,402)

GLPT 38,697,455 38,697,455 -

H1N 1,381,157,167 1,384,579,773 (3,422,606)

1,430,767,114 1,434,216,762 (3,449,648)

2014 Calculated 2014 Proposed Variance

FNEI 6,305,960 6,327,090 (21,130)

CNPI 4,597,040 4,612,444 (15,404)

GLPT 39,908,324 39,908,324 -

H1N 1,379,955,790 1,384,579,773 (4,623,983)

1,430,767,114 1,435,427,631 (4,660,517)
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Response1

Assuming that UTR rates are changed as proposed for 2013 and 2014, and the charge2
determinants forecast for 2013 and 2014 are relied upon, and the revenues are shared in3
accordance with the Board approved allocation as of January 1, 2012, the revenues4
available to each transmitter are as demonstrated in the tables below, along with a5
comparison to the revenues proposed by GLPT in the application:6

7

Assuming there are no variances from the charge determinant forecast, Ontario’s8
transmission ratepayers would contribute sufficient revenue to satisfy the provincial9
transmission needs. In other words, total revenue generated in the province (revenue10
available to transmitters) would be equal to the sum of the revenue requirement of the11
four transmitters. However, without an appropriate update to each transmitter’s revenue12
requirement used in the calculation (which would subsequently update the revenue13
allocation), the province-wide transmission revenue would not be fairly distributed14
among the four transmitters. This discrepancy is highlighted in the tables above, and15
GLPT would not recover its revenue requirement in either 2013 or 2014.16

17

2013 Calculated 2013 Proposed Variance

FNEI 6,339,238 6,327,090 12,148

CNPI 4,618,178 4,612,444 5,734

GLPT 35,339,101 38,697,455 (3,358,354)

H1N 1,387,920,245 1,384,579,773 3,340,472

1,434,216,762 1,434,216,762 0

2014 Calculated 2014 Proposed Variance

FNEI 6,344,590 6,327,090 17,500

CNPI 4,622,077 4,612,444 9,633

GLPT 35,368,937 39,908,324 (4,539,387)

H1N 1,389,092,027 1,384,579,773 4,512,254

1,435,427,631 1,435,427,631 (0)
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V. DEFERRAL AND VARIANCE ACCOUNTS1

Interrogatory 46 – Deferred & Variance Account Balances2

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p.5, Table 9-3-1 A5
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 4/Sch. 1/pp.3-46
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity7

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.12.58

Preamble9

GLPT is requesting the disposition of DVA accounts in Table 9-3-1 A at Ref.(a) for accounts10
1508 and its subaccounts, 1574, 1575, 1592 and 1595. The amounts requested for disposition11
includes the 2011 audited balances as well as the 2012 forecast transactions and 2013 forecast12
carrying charges.13

The DVA balances requested for disposition in 2013 in Table 9-3-1A are different from the14
balances in the 2013 DVA Continuity Schedules. Furthermore, GLPT did not segregate the15
principal balances from the carrying charges balances at December 31, 2011, as well as the16
segregation of the forecasted 2012 carrying charges.17

The 2013 COS Filing requirements prescribes that the DVA balances requested for disposition18
are the balances in the last Audited Financial Statements (AFS) and that if they are different, the19
applicant must provide explanations for any variances.20

Questions21

a) Please explain why the balances requested in Table 9-3-1A at Ref. (a) are different22
from the balances requested in the DVA Continuity Schedules in 2013.23

Response24

GLPT has provided the following table, along with descriptions of each column, to assist25
the Board in understanding the sources of the figures.26

Column A is the “Forecast Transfers in 2013” for principle, which is found in the 201327
DVA continuity schedule. This is the total principle balance sought for disbursal.28

Column B is the forecast disposition of Accounts 1574 and 1595, also found in the 201329
DVA continuity schedule. This is the total principle balance sought for disbursal for30
these two accounts.31

Column C is the “Forecast Transfers in 2013” for carrying charges, found in the 201332
DVA continuity schedule.33
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Column D is the carrying charges sought for disposition in 2013 related to accounts 15741
and 1595.2

Column E contains the forecasted 2013 carrying charges, the calculation of which is3
described on page 5 of Exhibit 9, Tab 3, Schedule 1.4

Column F - the sum of these five columns is equal to the sum of the principle balances,5
carrying charge balances, and the forecasted carrying charges for 2013, and is equal to6
the balance requested in Table 9-3-1A.7

8

b) In addition, please explain why GLPT is seeking disposition based on forecasted9
DVA balances instead of the audited balances based on the most recent AFS given10
that the Board clears balances based on most recent AFS and does not clear11
forecasted balances.12

Response13

GLPT is seeking to disburse account balances up to December 31, 2012. Balances as of14
December 31, 2012 are reasonably predictable because no further expenditure is expected15
with respect to the referral and variance accounts. In the case of liabilities, the pay backs16
are already established in EB-2010-0291. Disbursing balances up to December 31, 201217
is more efficient as it provides the opportunity to close out a number of GLPT’s deferral18
and variance accounts.19

In addition, in the Settlement Agreement from EB-2009-0408, the Board approved20
disposition of forecasted DVA balances. In that Settlement Agreement it was stated that21
“GLPT proposes to disburse its December 31, 2008 audited balances in its existing22
variance and deferral accounts, along with forecasted accruals and carrying charges to23
December 31, 2009.” and “The Parties agree that GLPT's proposed methodology for24

($'s) A B C D E F

Account

Number Account Description

Forecast

Transfers in

2013 -

Principle

Forecast

Dispositions

in 2013 -

Principle

Forecast

Transfers in

2013 - Carrying

Charges

Forecast

Dispositions in

2013 - Carrying

Charges

2013

Forecasted

Carrying

Charges

Forecast

Balance for

Disbursal

1508 IFRS Transition Costs $279,348 $0 $6,605 $0 $2,102 $288,055

1508 Green Energy Deferral 248,043 - 7,175 - 1,876 257,094

1508 OEB Cost Assessment Variances 21,072 - 689 - 160 21,921

1508 Legal Claim (Comstock) 1,767,257 - 24,920 - 13,172 1,805,349

1508 Property Tax Variances (22,648) - (377) - (169) (23,194)

1575 IFRS-CGAAP Transitional PP&E 297,494 - - - 11,275 308,769

1592 Changes in Tax Legislation 16,362 - 110 - 121 16,593

1574 Three Year Liability Amount - (960,214) - (211,836) - (1,172,050)

1595 Five Year Liability Amount - (1,821,772) - (110,974) - (1,932,746)

Total Deferral Accounts $2,606,928 ($2,781,986) $39,122 ($322,810) $28,536 ($430,210)
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disbursing the balances of existing variance and deferral accounts, as herein described, is1
appropriate and should be accepted and approved by the Board.”2

c) Please update all related evidence to reflect the adjustments.3

Response4

There are no adjustments to be made.5

d) Please provide the principal DVA balances, carrying charges balances for December6
31, 2011 and the 2012 forecasted carrying charges for each DVA account requested7
for disposition.8

Response9

All of the requested information is available in the DVA continuity schedules provided at10
Exhibit 9, Tab 4, Schedule 1. However, GLPT has provided the following table to11
summarize the requested information.12

GLPT notes that there are material changes to certain account balances that have taken13
place or are forecasted to take place in 2012.14

15

($'s)

Account

Number Account Description

Principle -

Dec 31, 2011

Carrying

Charges - Dec

31, 2011

2012

Forecasted

Carrying

Charges

1508 IFRS Transition Costs $274,023 $2,512 $4,093

1508 Green Energy Deferral 2,901,241 31,337 1,878

1508 OEB Cost Assessment Variances 21,072 379 310

1508 Legal Claim (Comstock) 1,767,257 24,920 22,048

1508 Property Tax Variances - - -

1575 IFRS-CGAAP Transitional PP&E - - -

1592 Changes in Tax Legislation - - -

1574 Three Year Liability Amount (2,023,019) (170,562) (32,722)

1595 Five Year Liability Amount (2,434,552) (65,199) (31,673)

Total Deferral Accounts $506,021 ($176,613) ($36,066)
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e) Please state what period do the 2013 forecasted carrying charges cover, i.e. from1
month x to month z.2

Response3

The forecasted carrying charges cover months 1-12 (January – December 2013). GLPT4
describes its methodology for calculating carrying charges for 2013 on page 5 of Exhibit5
9, Tab 3, Schedule 1. As described here, GLPT assumes that the balances will be6
disbursed evenly over the year, and as a result it is reasonable to use half of the balance7
being disbursed as the forecasted principle balance throughout the year, as it comes to the8
same end result as applying a carrying charge to the monthly declining balance.9

10
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Interrogatory 47 – Deferred & Variance Account Balances1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh. 9/Tab 3/Sch. 1/p. 5, Table 9-3-1 A4
Ref: (b) Exh. 9/Tab 4/Sch. 1/pp. 3-45

In table 9-3-1A at Ref.(a), GLPT provided the 2011 audited balances of the DVA accounts listed6
in the table which included both principal and carrying charges. GLPT, however, did not7
separate the principal from carrying charges as of December 31, 2011.8

In addition, GLPT should show separately the DVA forecasted carrying charges if any, for 20129
and 2013. GLPT did not show the carrying charges for 2012 and 2013 separately in Table 9-3-10
1A.11

Questions/Requests12

a) In the light of the above, please update Table 9-3-1A at Ref.(a), to show separately13
for December 31, 2011, the principal and carrying charges as well as the 201214
carrying charges and 2013 carrying for each DVA.15

Response16

Please refer to Table 9-4-1 A for the continuity of the Deferral and Variance Accounts.17
In this continuity schedule, GLPT provides principle and carrying charge balances18
separately for all years for 2011-2014. However, GLPT has provided the following table19
to summarize the requested information.20
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1

2

b) In addition, please tie the carrying charges to the respective DVA schedules.3

Response4

Please refer to GLPT’s response to part (a) of this question. All of the information5
requested is provided within the continuity schedules.6

7

($'s)

Account

Number Account Description

Principle - Dec

31, 2011

Carrying

Charges - Dec

31, 2011

Forecasted

Carrying

Charges - 2012

Forecasted

Carrying

Charges - 2013

1508 IFRS Transition Costs $274,023 $2,512 $4,093 $2,102

1508 Green Energy Deferral 2,901,241 31,337 1,878 1,876

1508 OEB Cost Assessment Variances 21,072 379 310 160

1508 Legal Claim (Comstock) 1,767,257 24,920 22,048 13,172

1508 Property Tax Variances - - - (169)

1575 IFRS-CGAAP Transitional PP&E - - - 11,275

1592 Changes in Tax Legislation - - - 121

1574 Three Year Liability Amount (2,023,019) (170,562) (32,722) (8,552)

1595 Five Year Liability Amount (2,434,552) (65,199) (31,673) (14,102)

Total Deferral Accounts $506,021 ($176,613) ($36,066) $5,883
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Interrogatory 48 – Account 1508, Sub Account IFRS Transition Costs1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 3/Shd.1/p.5, Table 9-3-1A4
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 4/Sch.1/pp.2-5, 2013 DVA Continuity Schedule5
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity6

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.12.3; Appendix 2-U7

Preamble8

GLPT is requesting the disposition of Account 1508, sub account IFRS Transition Costs in the9
total amount of $288,055 including carrying charges.10

The 2013 Board COS filing requirements is expecting the applicants to provide a breakdown of11
the costs recorded in Account 1508, sub account Deferred IFRS Transition Costs or Account12
1508, Other Regulatory Assets, sub-account IFRS Transition Costs Variance through Appendix13
2-U. GLPT has not filed Appendix 2-U.14

Questions15

a) Please confirm if GLPT followed S2.12.3 of the 2013 COS filing requirements.16

Response17

GLPT did not prepare and file Appendix 2-U in its pre-filed evidence. The filing18
guideline and the filing of GLPT’s application coincided, and as a result the recalculation19
was not provided as part of GLPT’s application.20

b) If the answer to part a is “no”, please complete and submit Appendix 2-U for the21
balance of $288,055 under Account 1508 as per 2013 COS filing requirements.22

Response23

Please see attached 'App.2-U_IFRS Transition Costs'. The appendix reconciles to the24
balance of the Audited Balance December 31, 2011 of $276,535, as per Table 9-3-1 A.25
The additional amounts of $5,250 and $6,270 relate to Forecasted 2012 professional26
accounting fees and carrying charges respectively, for a total Forecast Balance for27
Disbursal of $288,055.28

29
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Interrogatory 49 – Account 1508, Sub Account Green Energy Initiatives and Preliminary1
Planning Costs2

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p. 1, Table 9-3-1A5
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 1/Sch.3/pp. 2-56
Ref: (c) Board Decision EB 2009-04097

Preamble8

At Ref (c), in EB 2009-0409, the Board approved the establishments of 2 sub accounts under this9
sub account, one to capture OM&A expenses and another to capture capital costs. GLPT has not10
recorded any transactions in the sub account related to capital costs.11

GLPT is requesting the disposition of Account 1508 – Sub account Green Energy Deferral, a sub12
account related to OMA in the amount of $257,094 which is made up of $141,500 costs relating13
to discussions with the First Nations and $113,718 for incremental costs related to consulting14
related to reviewing/assessing specific OPA FIT projects plus carrying charges.15

GLPT emphasized that the costs that will be recorded are incremental costs, which relate to the16
development of GLPT’s Transmission Plan. As the Transmission Plan is implemented, costs will17
relate to establishing feasibility and development of all or parts of the Transmission Plan, in18
particular environmental assessment and leave to construct approvals. GLPT explained that these19
activities would include, to name a few:20

 Engaging with local stakeholders and Aboriginal peoples over acceptability of21
transmission alternatives;22

 Working with OPA to determine need and to understand capability of the existing system23

Questions/Requests24

a) Please provide evidence that $141,500 are incremental OMA costs incurred in25
engaging local stakeholders and Aboriginal peoples over acceptability of26
transmission alternatives as per EB 2009-0409.27

Response28

GLPT incurred these incremental OM&A costs with First Nations parties to discuss the29
development of transmission in the area of Pickle Lake and Sudbury. All costs incurred30
were audited by GLPT’s auditors and included in GLPT’s audited financial statements.31
The costs incurred break down as follows:32

33
 Payments to First Nations - $96,69634
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 Payments to consultants related to First Nations Management - $41,6941
 Carrying Charges - $3,1112

3
These costs incurred are incremental third party OM&A costs, and were:4

• Outside the scope of GLPT’s day to day operational activities, and unrelated to5
GLPT’s property, plant and equipment,6

• Were not included in the OM&A approved for recovery in EB-2010-0291, and7
• Part of the Green Energy Initiative.8

b) In addition, please provide evidence that the $113,718 costs are incremental9
consulting costs relating to assessing OPA FIT projects10

Response11

GLPT incurred approximately $113,718 in incremental third party costs related to12
renewable generation connection and system planning. In addition, all costs incurred13
were audited by GLPT’s auditors and included in GLPT’s audited financial statements.14

 Payments to engineering consultant 1 - $40,60015
 Payments to engineering consultant 2 - $51,75016
 Other Costs - $21,35017

18
These consulting costs related to reviewing/assessing of specific OPA Feed-in Tariff19
(“FIT”) projects are incremental OMA costs because they were:20

• Outside the scope of GLPT’s day to day operational activities, and unrelated to21
GLPT’s property, plant and equipment,22

• Were not included in the OM&A approved for recovery in EB-2010-0291, and23
• Part of the Green Energy Initiative.24

25
26
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Interrogatory 50 – Account 1508, Sub Account Legal Claim (Comstock)1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 1/Sch.3/p.6, Table 9-1-3A4
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p.5, Table 9-3-1A5
Ref: (c) Exh. 1/Tab 1/Sch. 8/Appendix A – Settlement Agreement, January 21, 2011 (EB-6

2010-0291), S6.27

Preamble8

Account 1508, sub account Legal Claim (Comstock) was approved by the Board in EB 2010-9
0291 Settlement Agreement, S6.2 to record costs incurred and to be incurred with respect of the10
Comstock claim.11

At Ref (b), in Table 9-3-1A, GLPT is requesting disposition of Account 1508 sub account Legal12
Claim (Comstock) variance in the amount of $1,805,349, carrying charges included.13

At Ref (a), in Table 9-1-3A, GLPT provided the Comstock cost accruals and carrying charges14
from 2010 to 2011 totalling $1,792,177, the audited December 31, 2011 balance of Account15
1508 sub account Legal Claim (Comstock).16

Accounting practice calls for reversals of accruals subsequent to the year the costs were accrued17
and are to be replaced by actual costs incurred.18

Questions19

a) Please confirm if GLPT adjusted the accruals to actual costs in the subsequent year20
after the accruals were made in the prior year e.g. 2011 balance in this sub account21
being adjusted to actual22

Response23

Confirmed.24

b) Please provide the supporting actual costs incurred in 2010 and 2011 for the25
Account 1508 sub account legal claim in Comstock and compare them to the costs26
accruals for the same period .Are the 2012 and 2013 forecast transactions in this sub27
account also accrued costs?28

Response29

In December 2010, $25,200 in legal costs were accrued and reversed in January 2011.30
Costs accrued were for work completed in November and December 2010 due to the31
timing of billing from the vendor. GLPT paid $21,900 in January 2011 for November32
2010 activity and $3,300 in February for December 2010 services.33
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In December 2011, $45,000 in legal costs were accrued and reversed in January 2012.1
Costs accrued were for work completed in November and December 2011 due to the2
timing of billing from the vendor. GLPT paid $27,400 in January 2012 for November3
2011 activity and $18,100 in February for December 2011 services.4

2012 and 2013 actual and forecast transactions are based on services that have actually5
been or are forecasted to be received in each respective period.6

c) Please explain why GLPT is requesting for disposition based on accrual costs and7
not on actuals costs.8

Response9

GLPT is requesting disposition of the total actual costs recorded in the account. In an10
effort to remain consistent with the Board’s RRR Filing terminology, the column11
headings within Table 9-1-3 A referred to “Accruals”, however these in fact refer to12
actual costs incurred.13

d) What are GLPT’s total actual legal costs incurred to date (2012)?14

Response15

Please refer to GLPT’s response to SEC interrogatory #13(a).16

e) Are there other DVA accounts balances with accrued costs instead of actual costs17
which the Board needs to know?18

Response19

No. As noted above, “accrued costs” is simply the term used in describing actual costs20
recorded in a DVA account (ie. Costs that are not carrying charges or other adjustments).21
This is consistent with the OEB’s RRR filing template where GLPT files its DVA22
information with the Board on a quarterly basis.23

f) If the answer is “yes” to part (vi), please identify them and please provide the actual24
costs incurred to date for disposition purposes.25

Response26

Not applicable.27

28



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 99 of 111

Interrogatory 51- Account 1575, IFRS-CGAAP Transitional PP&E Deferral1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Addendum to Report of the Board, dated June 3, 2011, pp.9- 144
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p.5, Table 9-3-1A5
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 1/Sch.5/p.1, Table 9-1-5A6
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2, Appendices 2-CH & 2-EB of the Filing7

Requirements for Electricity Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.12.48
Ref: (d) Staff Discussion Paper: Transition to IFRS, March 31, 2011,9

Appendix A10

Preamble11

At Ref (a), in Appendix A, the Staff Discussion Paper: Transition to IFRS an example was12
provided showing the detailed calculation of the PP&E deferral account in relation to the PP&E13
components in the rate base.14

At Ref (b) in table 9-3-1 A, GLPT is requesting disposition of Account 1575, IFRS-CGAAP15
Transitional PP&E Amounts in the amount of $308,769, carrying charges included. The total16
DVA amount requested for disposition to be refunded to customers is $439,210 over a year,17
including the $308,769 balance of account 1575. GLPT proposed that the total DVA of $430,21018
credit be offset against the base revenue requirement.19

Account 1575 is not a conventional account and cannot be aggregated with other DVAs as per20
Addendum to the Report dated June 13, 2011. On page 11 of the Addendum, the Board stated:21

“The Board therefore authorizes a generic deferral account to capture PP&E differences arising22
only as a result of the accounting policy changes caused by the transition from CGAAP to23
MIFRS. It is for use by utilities to record PP&E differences arising during the period since their24
last rebasing under CGAAP up to their first rebasing under MIFRS, including utilities using IRM25
rate-setting methodology” [emphasis added].”26

Questions27

a) Why is the balance of account 1505 included in the calculation in Table 9-1- 5-A of28
the PP&E Deferral balance? This is not consistent with the Board guidelines on the29
PP&E in the Addendum to Report of the Board, dated June 3, 2011, pp.9 -14.30

Response31

For the reasons described at page 3 of Exhibit 9, Tab 3, Schedule 1, GLPT is proposing to32
aggregate the balance of this account with its other existing deferral and variance33
accounts for disbursal over a one year period in 2013. This reduces the overall impact to34
rate payers in comparison to including the balance within Rate Base.35



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Page 100 of 111

Including the balance of 1575 in the Deferral and Variance Account balances (as1
proposed by GLPT) results in the ratepayer contributing $11,275 in rate base return2
(through carrying charges) over a one year period. Inclusion of the balance of account3
1575 in rate base with a 20 year useful life (high level estimate of average useful life of4
assets), results in the ratepayer contributing over $225,000 in rate base return. As a5
result, in addition to the reasons described at Exhibit 9-3-1 pg 3, GLPT’s proposed6
treatment results in net savings to ratepayers of over $200,000 over the 20 year period.7

8

b) Please confirm if GLPT followed the procedures for calculating the PP&E deferral9
account in Appendix A, Staff Discussion Paper: Transition to IFRS, March 31, 201110
when GLPT made its calculation in Table 9-1-5A.11

Response12

Confirmed.13

Calculation of return on deferred PP&E balance added to Rate Bae
Opening

Balance Depreciation Closing

Average

balance WACC

Return on

Capital

Rate Base

Impact

2013 297,495$ 14,875$ 282,620$ 290,058$ 7.59% 22,015$ 36,890$

2014 282,620 14,875 267,746 275,183 7.74% 21,299 36,174

2015 267,746 14,875 252,871 260,308 7.74% 20,148 35,023

2016 252,871 14,875 237,996 245,433 7.74% 18,997 33,871

2017 237,996 14,875 223,121 230,559 7.74% 17,845 32,720

2018 223,121 14,875 208,247 215,684 7.74% 16,694 31,569

2019 208,247 14,875 193,372 200,809 7.74% 15,543 30,417

2020 193,372 14,875 178,497 185,934 7.74% 14,391 29,266

2021 178,497 14,875 163,622 171,060 7.74% 13,240 28,115

2022 163,622 14,875 148,748 156,185 7.74% 12,089 26,963

2023 148,748 14,875 133,873 141,310 7.74% 10,937 25,812

2024 133,873 14,875 118,998 126,435 7.74% 9,786 24,661

2025 118,998 14,875 104,123 111,561 7.74% 8,635 23,510

2026 104,123 14,875 89,249 96,686 7.74% 7,483 22,358

2027 89,249 14,875 74,374 81,811 7.74% 6,332 21,207

2028 74,374 14,875 59,499 66,936 7.74% 5,181 20,056

2029 59,499 14,875 44,624 52,062 7.74% 4,030 18,904

2030 44,624 14,875 29,750 37,187 7.74% 2,878 17,753

2031 29,750 14,875 14,875 22,312 7.74% 1,727 16,602

2032 14,875 14,875 - 7,437 7.74% 576 15,450

229,826$ 527,321$
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c) If the answer in part (b) is “no”, please recalculate the PP&E Deferral balance using1
Appendix A example and please complete and file Appendix 2-EB and update all2
related evidence.3

Response4

GLPT has included the updated Appendix; please see Appendix Board Staff 51(c)5
attached. The resulting value is the same as that calculated by GLPT.6

d) The depreciation schedules in Exh.4/Tab 2/Sch.6/pp.6-8 for 2013 do not show the7
depreciation. adjustment resulting from the amortization of Account 1575 as8
required by the 2013 COS filing requirements in Appendix 2-CH. Please complete9
and file Appendix 2-CH.10

Response11

Please refer to GLPT’s response to part (a) of this Interrogatory. GLPT is proposing to12
disburse the balance of Account 1575, along with its depreciation component, via the13
method described in Exhibit 9, Tab 3, Schedule 1.14

e) Please identify the rate of return associated with the deferred PP&E balance at15
Weighted Average Cost of Capital (WACC). Please refer to Note 3 of Appendix 2-16
EB.17

Response18

The 2013 rate of return associated with the deferred PP&E balance, 7.59% is consistent19
with the cost of capital and rate of return as per Exhibit 5, Tab 1, Schedule 1. This is the20
rate GLPT used in calculating the carrying charges to be applied to Account 1575 for21
2013. The rate that would be applicable for 2014 and beyond is 7.74%.22

f) Please show the upward or downward adjustment in the Revenue Requirement23
Work Form as per 2013 COS filing requirements including the return on rate base24
associated with deferred PP&E balance.25

Response26

The revenue requirement impacts for each year 2013-2032 are identified in the far right27
hand column of the table provided in response to part (i) of this question. The total28
revenue requirement impact over the 20 year period is approximately $527,000.29
Offsetting this in 2013, GLPT’s proposed deferral account disbursal would increase by30
$308,769, which is the balance associated with disbursing account 1575.31

g) In regard to Account 1575, Please update all related evidence and agree to remove32
the balance of account 1575 from Table 9-3-1A.33
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Response1

GLPT maintains it position that the method proposed in its application is the most2
beneficial to rate payers. If it is ultimately determined that GLPT should implement the3
Board’s proposed method of disbursing the balance of account 1575, GLPT’s evidence4
will be updated to reflect this change at that time.5
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Interrogatory 52- Account 1592, Changes in Tax Legislation1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p.5: Table 9-3-1A4
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 4/Sch.1/pp.3-45
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2 of the Filing Requirements for Electricity6

Transmission & Distribution Applications, S2.12.1 Preamble:7

The 2013 COS filing requirements expects applicants to complete and file Appendix 2-T for8
Account 1592.9

GLPT is requesting disposition of Account 1592, Changes in Tax Legislation in the amount of10
$16,593, carrying charges included. However, GLPT did not provide the detailed calculation of11
the balance in Account 1592 as well as the submission of Appendix 2-T for 1592 Tax Variance12
as required by the 2013 COS filing requirements.13

Questions/Requests:14

a) Please provide the detailed calculation of the $16,593 requested amount for15
disposition.16

Response17

Please refer to Table 9-1-6A found on page 1 of Exhibit 9, Tab 1, Schedule 6 for the18
detailed calculation.19

b) In addition, please complete and submit Appendix 2-T for Account 1592.20

Response21

Please see attached Appendix Board Staff 52(b).22

23
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Interrogatory 53- Interest Rates Re DVA Balances1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 3/Sch.1/p.5, Table 9-3-1A4
Ref: (b) Exh.9/Tab 4/Sch.1/pp.2-55
Ref: (c) June 28, 2012, OEB’s Ch. 2, 2013 COS Filing Requirements, S2.126

Preamble7

GLPT provided the 2013 forecast carrying charges in Table 9-3-1A but did not provide the8
interest rates as required by the 2013 COS Filing Requirements, S2.12.9

Question/Request10

a) Please provide the interest rates used and the detailed calculations of the 2011 to11
2013 carrying charges using the most updated balances in the DVA accounts.12

Response13

For 2011 and 2012, GLPT calculated carrying charges on monthly closing balances using14
the Board’s prescribed interest rates for carrying charges on deferral and variance15
accounts. As described on page 5 of Exhibit 9, Tab 3, Schedule 1, GLPT included a 201316
carrying charge forecast using a rate of 1.47% for all accounts with the exception of17
Account 1575, to which a rate of 7.59% was applied.18

19
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Interrogatory 54- New Sub-account “Bulk Electricity System” within Account 15081

Reference2

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 2/Sch.1/pp.1-23

Preamble4

GLPT is requesting a new sub account within Account 1508, sub account Bulk Electric System5
(BES) Deferral.6

GLPT is seeking approval from the Board to establish a deferral account to track and record7
prudently incurred costs related to addressing changes to the BES definition.8

At Ref (a), GLPT stated that:9

“The IESO has indicated in the context of the SE-100 Stakeholder Engagement that the10
definition of the BES, as defined by the North American Electric Reliability Corporation11
(“NERC”), is expected to change and be adopted by the IESO in the test period. The12
definitional change may have the effect of deeming GLPT’s 115 kV transmission13
facilities to be part of the BES for NERC/IESO regulatory purposes. However, given the14
uncertainty still surrounding the definition change, GLPT is not able to 1 assess the full15
impact that this definition change will have on its operations. Consequently, GLPT is not16
able to accurately forecast the cost that will be incurred in the test period to ensure17
compliance is maintained.18

[...] Given this uncertainty, GLPT is seeking approval from the Board to establish a19
deferral account to track and record prudently incurred costs related to addressing20
changes to the BES definition. The costs incurred are expected to include identifying21
BES assets, defining the impacts, documenting new requirements, developing and22
executing a plan for addressing the requirements, and defining all activities required for23
ongoing compliance. GLPT is seeking approval of two sub-accounts under this deferral24
account: one to capture OM&A expenses and one to capture capital expenses.”25

Questions26

a) What reliability standards would apply to the 115kV line if it is defined as BES that27
do not apply now?28

Response29

GLPT is uncertain as to what reliability standards would apply to its 115kV system.30
GLPT understands that the IESO will define which assets will become part of the BES by31
January 2013. Once this has been completed, GLPT will then need to determine which32
standards apply.33
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b) What types of projects does GLPT anticipate which might be required to bring it to1
meet these standards?2

Response3

Due to the fact that GLPT is uncertain as to which assets the BES will be applied to4
specifically, no comment can be made as to specific projects. The request for a deferral5
account is based on the premise of uncertainty.6

c) What level of costs would such projects typically incur?7

Response8

Due to the uncertainty, GLPT cannot comment on costs of projects since it is unclear as9
to which assets the definition change will apply.10

d) Does GLPT anticipate any overlap with the implementation with smart grid11
technology?12

Response13

GLPT does not anticipate any overlap with the implementation with smart grid14
technology.15

e) If they have a deferral account for smart grid investments, how does GLPT intend16
to insure that they aren’t double counting.17

Response18

GLPT does not have a deferral account for smart grid investments. However, in the19
event that GLPT did have this deferral account, appropriate accounting controls would20
ensure the costs could only be captured in one of the two accounts.21

22
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Interrogatory 55- New Account - “Incumbent Transmitter Deferral Account” within1
Account 15082

Reference3
4

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 2/Sch.1/pp.2-45
Ref: (b) Board Decision and Order, July 12, 2012 for Proceeding EB 2012-0180 Re6

application by Hydro One Networks Inc. to Establish a Deferral Account Related7
to the East-West Tie Line Proceeding (EB-2011-0140)8

Preamble9

On March 22, 2012 Hydro One Networks Inc.(“HONI”) applied to the Board requesting10
approval to establish a deferral account to be effective January 3, 2012 titled “East West Tie11
deferral account (EWTDA”) with three sub-accounts to record expenses related to the East-West12
Tie Line proceeding (EB-2011-0140). The three sub-accounts to address three main categories of13
costs:14

(i) OEB Allocated Proceeding Costs;15

(ii) Support Costs for OEB Designation16

(iii)Development Work Associated with Stations and Other Supporting Asset Expenditures.17
HONI proposes that the EWTDA be made effective as of January 3, 2012.18

At Ref (a), GLPT stated that:19

GLPT submitted comments in the proceeding indicating that to the extent that the Board finds it20
appropriate for HONI to establish the requested account for purposes of recording costs under21
points (i) and (ii) above, the Board should also provide for the establishment of an equivalent22
deferral account for GLPT. Consequently, GLPT in this application requests approval to23
establish a new deferral account, effective as of January 3, 2012, for the purpose of recording24
expenses relating to the East West Tie proceeding (EB-2011-0140), particularly with respect to25
(i) the cost of the proceeding apportioned to GLPT by the Board to be recovered through the26
Uniform Transmission Rates; and (ii) the costs incurred by GLPT to support the Board through27
the designation process.28

At Ref (b), the Board Decision and Order dated July 12, 2012 stated in part that: For the reasons29
set out below, the Board denies HONI’s request for a deferral account for the cost category titled30
OEB Allocated Proceeding Costs, and the Board grants, with conditions, HONI’s request for the31
other two cost categories: Support Costs for OEB Designation Process; and Development Work32
Associated with Stations and Other Supporting Assets. HONI may record these costs in the33
following new deferral sub-accounts, effective March 22, 2012:34
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• Account 1508, Other Regulatory Assets, Sub-account EWTDA – Support Costs for OEB1
Designation Process; and2

• Account 1508, Other Regulatory Assets, Sub-account EWTDA - Development Work3
Associated with Stations and Other Supporting Asset Expenditures.[emphasis added]4

In regard to the “Sub-account EWTDA – Support Costs for OEB Designation Process”, the July5
12 Decision stated in part that:6

“The Board does not expect that HONI will seek to recover any costs related to the7
provision of information by the company to date in the Designation Proceeding,8
including the information which the Board ordered HONI to produce.”9

In that July 12 Decision the Board in response to GLPT’s noted submission stated that:10

“In regard to GLPT’s request that Board grant GLPT the same relief that it grants HONI11
(with respect to Support Costs for OEB Designation Process), it is not clear to the Board12
whether the information requested of GLPT during the Designation Proceeding would be13
of sufficient magnitude to warrant a deferral account. Moreover, in any event, the Board14
will not consider granting such a request in the absence of having received an application15
from GLPT.”[emphasis added]16

Questions17

a) Please acknowledge that GLPT’s application for the Sub-account (OEB Allocated18
Proceeding Costs) has already been decided in proceeding (EB¬2012-0180), where19
the Board denied the request for the first Sub-account (OEB Allocated Proceeding20
Costs) for HONI, which is applicable to all licensed transmitters including GLPT.21

Response22

Confirmed.23

b) Please acknowledge that the third Sub-account (Development Work Associated with24
Stations and Other Supporting Asset Expenditures) is not relevant to GLPT.25

Response26

Confirmed.27

c) In regard to the Sub-account (Support Costs for OEB Designation), please consider28
the July 12 Decision at Ref. (b) and the portions quoted in the Preamble, in listing29
the activities going forward and the estimated costs (from July 12, 2012), to give rise30
to incremental costs material enough to warrant establishing a Sub-account for31
(Support Costs for OEB Designation).32
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Response1

GLPT has considered the July 12, 2012 Decision and Order and submits that its estimated2
support costs for OEB designation have a reasonable likelihood of being material, and3
therefore warrant establishing the deferral account. Although it is still uncertain as to4
what support GLPT will be required to provide, GLPT anticipates these costs will relate5
to incremental consultant, administration and labour costs necessary to provide support to6
the designation process. Although GLPT expects these costs to be lower than those7
similar costs incurred by HONI in the designation process, GLPT submits that the costs8
may nonetheless have a significant influence on GLPT’s own operations.9

d) Please comment on the view that the next phase of the designation process in10
proceeding (EB-2011-0140) is related to the definition of the transmission proposals11
by the various applicants which conceivably would involve HONI, and the IESO,12
but very unlikely GLPT.13

Response14

GLPT agrees that, in Phase 2 of the designation process, HONI will be required to15
provide more extensive support to various applicants than will GLPT. However, GLPT16
submits that even though its support costs may be less than HONI’s, GLPT’s costs will17
still be material to its own operations. At this stage, the nature and magnitude of the18
support costs to be incurred by GLPT are still unclear. See GLPT’s response to Board19
Staff interrogatory 55(c) above.20

21
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Interrogatory 56- New- East West Tie Initiative Variance Account1

Reference2
3

Ref: (a) Exh.9/Tab 2/Sch.1/pp.4-54
Ref:(b) Exh.4/Tab 2/Sch. 2/pp. 24-265

Preamble6

At Ref (a), GLPT is seeking approval from the Board to establish a sub-account of account 15087
to track and record variances between certain forecasted amounts that have been removed from8
GLPT’s test year OM&A and the actual amounts transferred to a company, EWT LP, engaged in9
the ongoing East-West Tie Line proceeding (EB-2011-0140).10

At Ref (b), dealing with OM&A Variance Accounts, under “Account 5605 – Executive Salaries11
and Expenses”, it is stated in part that:12

“GLPT’s assumption for the 2013 test year is that a significant amount of its senior13
employees’ time will be spent on the EWT Line project.[...] The collective impact of14
these allocations results in a net reduction to 2013 core OM&A of approximately15
$550,000. [...]”16

GLPT indicated that the sub-account is necessary to track the variances, given the limited17
information in establishing the forecasted amounts. According to GLPT, it would not be18
reasonable for the ratepayer to bear the risk that these amounts would themselves be approved19
without a variance account. To the extent that senior employees of GLPT allocate more time and20
expense to EWT LP than the forecasted amounts, the ratepayer will be reimbursed; and to the21
extent that management spends less than forecasted, then GLPT will be reimbursed.22

In reviewing an application for the approval of a deferral or variance account, the Board23
generally considers the following criteria: causation, materiality, and reasonableness. The Board24
generally considers causation in terms of whether the amounts to be recorded in the account are25
clearly outside of the base upon which base rates were derived and whether the costs to be26
recorded in the account relate directly to the purpose of the account. The Board generally27
consider materiality in terms of whether the amount of the costs to be recorded in the account is28
sufficiently high to justify establishing the account. The forecast amounts should exceed the29
Board-defined materiality threshold and be likely to have a significant influence on the operation30
of the utility. Finally, the Board generally considers the reasonableness of the forecast costs and31
whether the proposed expenditures are cost-effective.32

Questions:33

a) As causation is a criterion for considering applications for variance accounts, please34
clarify how GLPT would be managed if significant portions of key executives and35
management will be focused for fairly long periods of time on the activities related36
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to EWT LP instead of those related to GLPT, especially if a major event occurs to1
GLPT’s transmission system?2

Response3

GLPT’s senior management team will be required to balance the needs of both EWT LP4
and GLPT in 2013. If a major event occurs to GLPT’s transmission system, these5
executive employees will be required to address the event and the consequences as6
required. To the extent this takes place; this will require the executives to put forth7
incremental effort above and beyond their typical work schedules. GLPT is confident8
that these employees are able to commit to these demands during the EWT Line9
designation proceeding. Please see GLPT’s responses to Energy Probe interrogatory10
24(d) and Board Staff interrogatory 23(d).11

b) Please confirm that GLPT and EWT LP are not affiliates.12

Response13

Confirmed.14

c) Please provide the aggregate total amount of the annual salaries of the four15
executives.16

Response17

$588,412 for 2012.18

19
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Account 4805 – Operation Supervision & Engineering

Cost Driver 1 – Internal Labour Allocations

2010 Actual – 2011 Actual:

Total internal labour allocated to capital increased between 2010 and 2011, and as a result internal labour

costs charged to this account decreased in 2011. The primary reason for the increased labour

capitalization in 2011 is internal staff focusing on the Third Line Redevelopment project and the SCADA

Replacement project. The fluctuations in internal staff allocations are offset in part by backfilling duties

with contract staff, as described in Cost Driver 3 of this account analysis.

2011 Actual – 2012 Forecast:

GLPT forecasts that labour capitalization will decrease in 2012 with the completion of the Third Line

Redevelopment project and the SCADA Replacement project. As a result, internal staff will charge more

time to USofA account 4805 in 2012. As noted above, the fluctuations in staff allocations are offset in

part by changes in contract staff costs, as described in Cost Driver 3 of this account analysis.

Cost Driver 2 – Test Equipment Rental

GLPT rents test equipment annually from a third party engineering company. GLPT did not receive an

invoice for this rental in 2009 or 2010, and in 2011 received invoices for all three years. As a result, there

was a one-time increase in costs in 2011 reflecting three years worth of rental costs.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $417.450 $417.450 $612.409

Cost Driver 1 - Internal Labour Allocations (75.400) 128.959

Cost Driver 2 - Test Equipment Rental 107.879 (67.879)

Cost Driver 3 - Consulting & Contracts 168.742 (168.450)

Cost Driver 4 - Inflation & Other (6.262) 16.062

Current Year Total $417.450 $612.409 $521.101
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Cost Driver 3 – Consulting & Contracts

2010 Actual – 2011 Actual:

As described in Cost Driver 1, GLPT’s internal labour allocated to capital increased between 2010 and

2011. As a result, GLPT relied more heavily on contract staff to fulfill some of the day to day operating

needs of the company, thus increasing costs slightly. In addition to this increment, in 2011 GLPT

incurred consulting expenses related to protection engineering support as well as flow and fault

calculations.

2011 Actual – 2012 Forecast:

With the labour allocation to capital decreasing in 2012, GLPT will rely less on external contractors for

its day to day operating needs, resulting in a cost decrease in this account. In addition, the one-time costs

related to protection engineering and flow and fault calculations will not be incurred in 2012.
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Account 4810 – Load Dispatching

Cost Driver 1 – Internal Labour – Overtime

As a result of a staff replacement in GLPT’s system control room, additional overtime was required in

2011 to provide appropriate training to the new staff member to allow for working independently in the

control room. With the training complete, it is anticipated that overtime will decrease slightly in 2012 as

compared to 2011.

Cost Driver 2 – Internal Labour – Capitalization

In 2012, GLPT is forecasting that labour costs will be charged to the SCADA Replacement

capital project as a result of time being spent by staff of the system control room. GLPT was

able to designate operators to work on this capital project while minimizing overtime by

managing and shifting its work programs for 2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $1,317.455 $1,317.455 $1,393.501

Cost Driver 1 - Overtime 48.214 (24.179)

Cost Driver 2 - Labour Capitalization (73.316)

Cost Driver 3 - Inflation & Other 27.832 45.013

Current Year Total $1,317.455 $1,393.501 $1,341.019
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Account 4845 – Miscellaneous Transmission Expense

Cost Driver 1 – Internal Labour

GLPT’s P&C technologists allocate time and expenses to this account for time spent maintaining GLPT’s

existing communications assets, including the existing and new SCADA systems. Internal labour and

related costs increased between 2010 Actual and 2012 Forecast. This is due to a number of factors

including:

 the progression of one of GLPT’s P&C technologists, per GLPT’s collective agreement, and

 incremental time and expenses being allocated to this account due to increased activity related to

maintaining two SCADA systems

Cost Driver 2 – Contracts & Software

GLPT has experienced a marginal increase in contracts and software costs associated with its

communications assets between 2010 Actual and 2012 Forecast. GLPT is responsible for all operating

and maintenance expenses associated with the existing SCADA system, as well as for the new SCADA

system.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $393.255 $393.255 $404.164

Cost Driver 1 - Internal Labour 6.059 29.196

Cost Driver 2 - Contracts & Software 4.067 22.070

Cost Driver 3 - Inflation & Other 0.783 19.778

Current Year Total $393.255 $404.164 $475.208
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Account 4815 – Station Buildings and Fixtures Expense

Cost Driver 1 – Labour & Labour Related Costs

Labour and labour related costs (including benefits, fleet and overhead costs) increased in 2011 over

2010. This increase was offset in part by a decrease reflected in USofA Account 4916, maintenance of

station equipment. This is a result of additional operating and maintenance activities taking place at

GLPT’s office complex. It is anticipated that these building labour costs will decrease in 2012, when

activity will return to USofA Account 4916, maintenance of station equipment.

Cost Driver 2 – Janitorial Service Costs

Janitorial service costs increased slightly in 2011. However, in 2011 GLPT sought out a new service

provider for janitorial services at a lower cost, and as a result the costs are forecast to decrease in 2012 as

compared to 2011.

Cost Driver 3 – Electricity and Natural Gas Costs

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $774.101 $774.101 $854.818

Cost Driver 1 - Labour & Related 75.139 (66.611)

Cost Driver 2 - Janitorial 14.511 (8.472)

Cost Driver 3 - Electricity & Gas 41.852 (8.313)

Cost Driver 4 - Telephone 37.195 (25.103)

Cost Driver 5 - Snowplowing (33.762) 64.029

Cost Driver 6 - Net effect on billing (74.505) 57.218

Cost Driver 7 - Inflation & Other 20.287 4.276

Current Year Total $774.101 $854.818 $871.842
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Electricity and natural gas costs increased in 2011 compared to 2010. This was a result of both timing

and increasing electricity prices. It is forecast that in spite of expected electricity rate increases, GLPT’s

electricity and natural gas costs will decrease in 2012 as a result of the installation of a new HVAC

system in 2011. GLPT’s primary heating source is now natural gas instead of electricity.

Cost Driver 4 – Telephone

Telephone costs are driven by the cost of GLPT’s main office phone lines, as well as the cost of the land

lines at GLPT’s various transmission station control buildings. Costs in 2011 are higher than 2010 and

2012 due in part to the upgrade of an internet connection at GLPT’s backup control centre, which is

located at a remote site. In addition, GLPT installed a new phone system at its main office and as a result

experienced a small amount of billing overlap in 2011. Finally, the timing of billing for GLPT’s main

office phone line was adjusted in 2011, and as a result the total expenses reflect 13 months of costs as

compared to 12 from 2010.

Cost Driver 5 – Snowplowing & Mackay Road Maintenance

Snowplowing expenses decreased in 2011 compared to 2010 as a result of low levels of snowfall. GLPT

is anticipating that snowplowing expenses will come back to historical levels in 2012.

Cost Driver 6 – Office Complex Subtenant Billing

GLPT subleases a portion of its office building and yard to a third party tenant. The agreement stipulates

that GLPT’s subtenant will pay its proportionate share of all operating costs. As a result, to the extent

there are increases or decreases in expenses related to the office complex, there is an impact on the

amounts billed to the subtenant. Cost Driver 6 demonstrates the net effect of these billing impacts.
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Account 4910 – Maintenance of Transformer Station Buildings and Fixtures

Cost Driver 1 – HVAC

In 2011 GLPT installed a new HVAC system, changing its primary heating source from electricity to

natural gas. While this upgrade will create efficiencies and reduce heating costs in the long run, some

one-time incremental maintenance costs were incurred in 2011 related to refining and tweaking the new

system. Going forward, the new HVAC system will be monitored by internal staff.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $61.301 $61.301 $78.046

Cost Driver 1 - Tweaking HVAC 18.701 (8.926)

Cost Driver 3 - Inflation & Other (1.956) 2.716

Current Year Total $61.301 $78.046 $71.836
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Account 4820 – Transformer Station Equipment – Operation Labour,

Account 4825 – Transformer Station Equipment – Operation Supplies and Expenses,

Account 4916 – Maintenance of Transformer Station Equipment

The nature of the activities in these three accounts is quite similar and, therefore, in order to assist the
Board in understanding the variances in these accounts, GLPT has combined them and described the
variances as though they were derived in a single account.

Cost Driver 1 – Program Trends

the proportion of internal labour that was charged to capital activities and to USofA Account 4815 in
2011 was higher than in prior years, resulting in a cost decrease in these expense accounts. However, it is
forecast that the costs related to station maintenance will return to previous historical levels in 2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $1,011.805 $1,011.805 $841.562

Cost Driver 1 - Program Changes (170.243) 161.354

Current Year Total $1,011.805 $841.562 $1,002.916
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Account 4830 – Overhead Line Expense
Account 4930 – Maintenance of Poles, Towers and Fixtures
Account 4935 – Maintenance of Overhead Conductors and Devices

Cost Driver 1 – Outage Restoration

As a result of an outage experienced in 2011, GLPT incurred incremental costs related to restoration of
power, investigating the cause of the outage, and putting measures in place to minimize the likelihood a
similar situation from occurring in the future. Outage restoration costs are forecast to decrease to a level
that approximates a historical average in 2012.

Cost Driver 2 – Aerial Patrols

Aerial patrols are conducted on a semi-annual basis by GLPT to identify any deficiencies that may require
correction. In 2011, GLPT’s aerial patrol costs decreased, however they are forecast to return to
historical levels in 2012.

Cost Driver 3 – Major Maintenance

2012 – Infrared Scans:
GLPT plans to complete an infrared scan of a portion of its transmission lines in 2012 at an estimated cost
of $60,000. GLPT last performed an infrared scan of its entire system in 2009 as part of its vegetation
mapping and development project. It is anticipated that GLPT will spend approximately $60,000 on an
annual basis for infrared scanning to support its lines maintenance program.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $270.639 $270.639 $322.897

Cost Driver 1 - Outage Restoration 79.591 (41.903)

Cost Driver 2 - Aerial Patrols (24.212) 32.605

Cost Driver 4 - Major Maintenance 60.000

Cost Driver 5 - Inflation & Other (3.121) 17.752

Current Year Total $270.639 $322.897 $391.351
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Account 4850 – Rents

Cost Driver 1 – Land Lease Payments & Lease Reviews

This account captures costs associated with land lease payments, managing existing land leases, and
administering GLPT’s use and occupation permits on First Nation reserve lands. The costs in this
account are expected to increase marginally in 2012, particularly in the area of managing existing leases.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $55.661 $55.661 $57.376

Cost Driver 1 - Lease Fees & Reviews 1.715 12.400

Current Year Total $55.661 $57.376 $69.776
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Account 4940 – Maintenance of Overhead Lines – Right of Way

GLPT has continued its six year Right of Way maintenance cycle with no substantial variations occurring
between 2010 and 2012, aside from inflationary pressures.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $1,169.582 $1,169.582 $1,217.111

Cost Driver 1 - Inflation & Other 47.529 45.268

Current Year Total $1,169.582 $1,217.111 $1,262.379
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Account 4945 – Maintenance of Overhead Lines – Roads & Trails

Cost Driver 1 – Program Trends

GLPT’s roads and trails maintenance costs decreased in 2011 as a result of a reduction in the required
maintenance for the year. It is anticipated that these costs will return to historical levels in 2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $128.935 $128.935 $54.781

Cost Driver 1 - program adjustment (74.154) 59.159

Current Year Total $128.935 $54.781 $113.940
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Account 5605 – Executive Salaries and Expenses

Cost Driver 1 – Corporate Cost Allocation

In the 2011 and 2012 test years GLPT sought to recover a portion of its costs associated with corporate
services ($100,000 and $200,000, respectively). In 2011, GLPT paid its full share of the Corporate Cost
Allocation of $306,035 ($298,571 as calculated for 2010, plus 2.5% for inflation). However, in 2012 it is
forecast that GLPT will bear a Corporate Cost Allocation only to the extent that it is included in approved
revenue requirement ($200,000).

Cost Driver 2 – Staff Retirement

In the early part of 2011, GLPT had a staff member retire, creating a vacancy. GLPT assessed the need
for refilling the position and determined that the duties could be managed if spread across existing staff
within the company. As a result, savings have been realized within this account.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $630.877 $630.877 $940.176

Cost Driver 1 - Corporate Cost Allocation 306.035 (106.035)

Cost Driver 2 - Employee Retirement (75.416)

Cost Driver 3 - Inflation & Other 3.264 12.285

Current Year Total $630.877 $940.176 $771.010



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 2
Schedule 1

Appendix 10(c)
Page 14 of 22

14

Account 5615 – General Administrative Salaries

Cost Driver 1 – Finance Administration

GLPT’s costs have increased in its finance/accounting department primarily as a result of the addition of a
Senior Accountant.

Further to this, staff roles that were formerly filled by temporary employees have been converted to full
time permanent staff. While GLPT often retains temporary staff for job functions and responsibilities that
are short term in nature, it was evident to GLPT that the job functions and responsibilities being handled
by these particular temporary staff were not in fact short term in nature.

Cost Driver 2 – Information Technology Administration

GLPT experienced cost increases in IT administration in 2011 due to incremental software, licensing and
maintenance fees incurred in the year. These fees are primarily related to equipment, servers and
software purchased in 2009 and 2010. The additional software relates primarily to increased security,
including upgraded firewalls and upgraded event monitoring programs. The additional equipment
maintenance is related to coverage for equipment failures which reduces overall business risk and
maximizes the life span of equipment.

In 2012, GLPT’s IT costs are expected to be offset in part by a reduction in labour costs achieved by
internal staff working on capital projects, and thus charging directly attributable labour costs to those
capital projects.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $897.338 $897.338 $1,510.143

Cost Driver 1 - Finance Admin 48.445 77.438

Cost Driver 2 - IT Admin 136.144 (22.113)

Cost Driver 3 - Health & Safety Admin 73.550 (0.318)

Cost Driver 4 - Land Transfer Tax 313.919 (313.919)

Cost Driver 5 - Pension Payment 76.287 (76.287)

Cost Driver 6 - Inflation & Other (35.540) 13.868

Current Year Total $897.338 $1,510.143 $1,188.812
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Cost Driver 3 – Health and Safety Administration

Health and Safety administration costs increased in 2011 over 2010 primarily in the area of internal
labour, overheads and benefits. In 2011, GLPT realized the full cost of the Health and Safety Specialist
hired in 2010. In addition, union staff spent a greater proportion of time on joint health and safety
activities in 2011, including inspection follow ups, standard reporting and meetings. This increase is a
partial offset related to a decrease in labour costs experienced in USofA account 4820, transformer station
equipment – operation labour.

Health and Safety administration costs are not expected to vary significantly in 2012.

Cost Driver 4- Land Transfer Tax

In 2011 GLPT incurred a Land Transfer Tax cost related to the transfer of its assets from Great Lakes
Power Limited to Great Lakes Power Transmission LP in 2008. While a significant portion of the cost
was added to fixed assets, a portion of the cost was related to interest on the balance that was outstanding
since the transfer of the assets. The interest component was charged to this USofA account, and is a one-
time expense.

Cost Driver 5 – Pension Adjustment

In June 2011, GLPT made a payment of $76,287 to purchase an annuity for its Retirement Plan for
Designated Executives. This one-time expense created a variance within this account for 2011, but is not
expected to arise again in the future.
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Account 5620 – Office Supplies and Expenses

Cost Driver 1 – Travel Costs

Travel costs decreased in 2011 compared to 2010, particularly as it relates to senior management and
finance. However, it is anticipated that travel costs will return to historical levels in 2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $219.856 $219.856 $189.328

Cost Driver 1 - Travel costs (27.205) 29.172

Cost Driver 2 - Inflation & Other (3.323) 11.640

Current Year Total $219.856 $189.328 $230.140
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Account 5630 – Outside Services Employed

Cost Driver 1 – Regulatory Applications

GLPT’s professional fees and intervenor costs related to regulatory applications decreased significantly in
2011 compared to 2010.

GLPT anticipates that regulatory activity will increase in 2012 as a result of this application and
proceeding.

Cost Driver 2 – Audit Fees

GLPT’s audit fees were lower than 2010 due in part to an over-accrual of the fees in 2010, resulting in a
decrease in the 2011 expense. In addition, GLPT was able to reduce its audit fees due to the elimination
of quarterly reviews which were done for the period of 2007 to 2010. GLPT anticipates that audit fees
will increase slightly in 2012 as a result of the pending adoption of IFRS, which will add various
complexities to GLPT’s reporting and disclosure requirements.

Cost Driver 3 – Professional Fees

GLPT incurs professional fees for various types of activities including but not limited to advice on
employee matters, union matters, pension matters, property matters, etc. In addition, as a prudent,
licenced transmitter in Ontario, GLPT has a responsibility and an obligation to participate in certain
consultations and proceedings initiated by the Board (such as the current consultation on renewed
regulatory framework for electricity distributors and transmitters). Due to the nature of these types of
activities, the costs in this account tend to fluctuate from year to year more than most other types of costs.
In 2011, GLPT’s professional fees were lower than 2010, but are forecast to return to historical levels in
2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $1,727.672 $1,727.672 $421.845

Cost Driver 1 - Rate Application (1,169.425) 136.264

Cost Driver 2 - Audit Fees (61.685) 29.620

Cost Driver 3 - Other Legal (41.418) 49.615

Cost Driver 4 - Admin Programs (33.299) 32.652

Current Year Total $1,727.672 $421.845 $669.996
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Cost Driver 4 – Administrative Programs

GLPT employs outside services in its various administrative departments including finance, health and
safety, environment and information technology. Activities included in this category include audits of
GLPT’s health and safety program, its environmental program, and its internal controls, as well as costs
related to contract staff or consulting resources. In 2011 these costs decreased as a result of fewer audits
being conducted, combined with a reduction in the use of contract staff in the finance department (due to
filling full time positions). It is anticipated that these costs will return to historical levels, particularly as
it relates to the various audits GLPT conducts. In addition, it is forecast that GLPT will rely on outside
services to a small extent for the administration of IFRS on a go-forward basis, the cost of which will no
longer be captured in the existing deferral account.
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Account 5635 – Property Insurance

Cost Driver 1 – Property Insurance

GLPT’s property insurance premiums, which are outside of management’s control, have increased from
2010 to 2012 due primarily to loss experiences in the insurance industry abroad. At the time of renewals
in 2011 it was indicated to GLPT that 2011 was on pace to break all prior records for insured losses. This
resulted in an increased cost to insurers which translated into increased premiums for customers.

Cost Driver 2 – Automobile Insurance

GLPT received a credit in 2011 related to overpaid auto insurance premiums from prior years. As a
result, insurance expenses decreased marginally for 2011 but are expected to return to historical levels for
2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $196.676 $196.676 $182.003

Cost Driver 1 - Property Insurance 23.806 41.946

Cost Driver 2 - Auto Insurance (23.363) 26.200

Cost Driver 3 - Inflation & Other (15.116) (0.149)

Current Year Total $196.676 $182.003 $250.000
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Account 5655 – Regulatory Expenses

Cost Driver 1 – OEB Hearing Costs

GLPT incurred costs in 2011 related to hearings for proceedings EB-2009-0408 and EB-2010-0291.
GLPT does not anticipate any hearing costs for 2012.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $159.600 $159.600 $187.526

Cost Driver 1 - Hearing Costs 26.510 (26.510)

Cost Driver 2 - Inflation & Other 1.416 3.932

Current Year Total $159.600 $187.526 $164.948
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Account 5665 – Miscellaneous General Expense

GLPT does not anticipate any material variances within this account.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $39.689 $39.689 $38.181

Cost Driver 1 - Inflation & Other (1.508) 0.167

Current Year Total $39.689 $38.181 $38.348
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Account 5680 – Electrical Safety Authority Fees

GLPT does not anticipate any material variances within this account.

OM&A 2010 Actual 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

Previous Year Total $19.115 $19.115 $19.688

Cost Driver 1 - Inflation & Other 0.573 1.312

Current Year Total $19.115 $19.688 $21.000



THIS LEASE dated as of July I, 2009

BETWEEN:

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED

(the "Landlord")

-AND-

GREAT LAKES POWER TRANSMISSION LP

(the "Tenant")

WHEREAS:

The Landlord has agreed to lease to the Tenant, and the Tenant agreed to lease
from the Landlord, the Premises, effective as ofJuly I, 2009.

IN CONSIDERAnON of the rents reserved and the covenants and provisos
herein contained on the part of the Tenant, the Landlord hereby leases the Premises to the Tenant
for the Term on the terms and conditions set out herein.

1. DEFINITIONS

In this lease, unless there is something in the subject matter or context inconsistent
therewith:

(a) "Additional Rent" has the meaning given to that term in Subsection 5(b).

(b) "Annual Rent" means the amount set out in Section 5(a).

(c) "Buildings" means all of the buildings situated on the Lands including all
fixtures, improvements and amenities located thereon and therein.

(d) "Business Day" means any day, other than Saturday, Sunday or any statutory
holiday in the Province of Ontario.

(e) "CPI" means the Consumer Price Index - All items, for Ontario (or any index
published in substitution for the Consumer Price Index or any other replacement
index reasonably designated by the Landlord if it is no longer published)
published by Statistics Canada (or by any successor thereof or any other
governmental agency including a provincial agency). In the case of any required
substitution, the Landlord shall be entitled to make all necessary conversions for
comparison purposes. If the base year for the Consumer Price Index (or the
substituted or replacement index) is changed, the Landlord and the Tenant will
make the necessary conversions.

(f) "Environmental Activities" means any activity, event or circumstance in respect
of a Hazardous Substance, including, without limitation, its storage, use, holding,
collection, purchase, accumulation, assessment, managem~nt, generation,
manufacture, construction, processing, treatment, stabilization, disposition,
handling or transportation or its release into the natural environment including
movement through or in the air, soil, subsoil, sediments, surface water or
groundwater.

(g) "Environmental Laws" means all applicable federal, provincial, municipal or
local statutes, regulations, by-laws, permits, orders or rules having the force of
law, relating to the protection of the environment, occupational health and safety
and/or Environmental Activities, and the manufacture, processing, distribution,
use, treatment, storage, disposal, discharge, transport or handling of any
Hazardous Substances.

(h) "Extension Term" has the meaning given to that term in Section 4.
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(i) "GST" means any and all goods and services taxes, sales taxes, value 'added
taxes, or any other taxes imposed on the Landlord or the Tenant from time to time
in respect of the Rent payable by the Tenant to the Landlord under this lease or
the rental of the Premises or the provision of any goods, services or utilities,
whatsoever by the Landlord to the Tenant under this lease, whether or not in
existence at the commencement of the Term, and whether characterized as a
goods and services tax, sales tax, value added tax or harmonized sales tax and any
other costs payable under the Excise Tax Act (Canada).

(j) "Hazardous Substances" means any waste or other substance that is listed,
defined, designated, or classified as, or otherwise determined to be, hazardous,
radioactive, deleterious or toxic or a pollutant or a contaminant, including any
mixture or solution thereof, which is defined, governed or may form the basis of
liability under any Environmental Laws.

(k) "Initial Term" has the meaning given to that term in Section 3.

(I) "Lands" means the lands located at 2 Sackville Road, Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario
and more particularly described in Schedule "A" hereto.

(m) "Lease Year" means the twelve (12) month period from the Rent
Commencement Date and each twelve (12) month period thereafter during the
Term and any Renewal Term, provided that the last Lease Year of the Term will
commence on the first day after the immediately preceding Lease Year and
terminate on the last day of the Term.

(n) "Losses" means any and all claims, liabilities, obligations, losses, costs, expenses
(including reasonable legal, accounting and similar expenses), proceedings,
orders, fines, taxes, levies, imposts, duties, deficiencies, assessments, charges,
penalties, damages, settlements, diminution in value and judgments.

(0) "Person" means any individual, partnership, limited partnership, joint venture,
syndicate, sole proprietorship, company or corporation with or without share
capital, unincorporated association, trust, trustee, executor, administrator or other
legal personal representative, regulatory body or agency, government or
governmental agency, authority or entity however designated or constituted.

(p) "Premises" means the Lands and all of the Buildings, improvements and
equipment thereon and therein.

(q) "Rent" means and includes the Annual Rent, Additional Rent and all other sums
payable by the Tenant to the Landlord or to other Persons under this lease.

(r) "Rent Commencement Date" means July 1, 2009.

(s) "Sublease" means a sublease by the Tenant of, or any other agreement pursuant
to which the Tenant grants the right to use or occupy, all or any part of the
Premises.

(t) "Subtenants" means all persons occupying or entitled to occupy, enjoy the use of
or carryon business within portions of the Premises pursuant to Subleases at any
time during the Term.

(u) "Taxes" has the meaning given to that term in subsection 9.2.

(v) "Term" means, collectively, the Initial Term and the Extension Term, if any.

2. DEMISE OF PREMISES

The Landlord hereby leases the Premises to the Tenant and the Tenant hereby takes and
leases the Premises for the Term and subject to the covenants, agreements, conditions and
provisos herein contained, reserving always unto the Landlord the Rent as herein provided.
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3. TERM
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To hold the Premises for the term of five (5) years and six (6) months (the "Initial
Term"), commencing on the 1st day of July, 2009, and ending on the 31st day of December,
2014.

4. OPTION TO EXTEND

On or prior to March I, 2014, provided that the Tenant is not then in default of its
obligations under this lease beyond any applicable cure or grace period, the Tenant will have the
right to provide to the Landlord a written notice to the effect that it elects to extend the term of
this lease for an additional five (5) year period (the "Extension Term"), upon the same terms and
conditions contained in this lease; provided that there shall be no further extension option, and
Annual Rent for the Extension Term shall be at the then market rent for premises comparable to
the Premises as is agreed to by the parties, failing which it shall be determined by a single
arbitrator pursuant to the Arbitration Act, 1991 (Ontario).

5. RENT

The Tenant shall pay to the Landlord, at c/o Brookfield Renewable Power Inc., 480,
boulevard de la Cite, Gatineau, Quebec, J8T 8R3, or at such other place as the Landlord may
direct in writing, during the Term in lawful money of Canada, without any demand, set off,
abatement, compensation or deduction whatsoever, on the days and at the times hereinafter
specified, Rent, which shall include, the aggregate of the sums specified as follows:

6.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Annual Rent - During the first Lease Year, Annual Rent in the amount of
$307,598 per annum, and during each of the remaining Lease Years of the Term,
shall be the Annual Rent payable during the Lease Year immediately preceding
such period, increased by the percentage amount ofany increase in the CPI for the
immediately preceding Lease Year. During the first year of the Extension Term,
if any, the Annual Rent shall be such amount as is determined in the manner more
particularly set out in Section 4 hereof, and for each of the remaining Lease Years
of the Extension Term, shall be the Annual Rent payable during the Lease Year
immediately preceding such period, increased by the percentage amount of any
increase in the CPI for the immediately preceding Lease Year. Annual Rent shall
be payable in equal monthly installments in advance on the first day of each
month during the Term and any Extension Term.

Additional Rent - Such other amounts, charges, costs and expenses as are required
to be paid by the Tenant to the Landlord pursuant to this lease in addition to
Annual Rent, whether or not such amounts are specifically designated elsewhere
in this lease as additional rent ("Additional Rent").

Partial Months - If the Term commences on a day other than the first day of a
calendar month or if the Term (or the Extension Term, if applicable) expires or is
terminated on a day other than the last day of a calendar month, then the Annual
Rent and the Additional Rent for such fractional months shall be prorated on the
basis ofa 365 day year.

NET LEASE

The Tenant acknowledges and agrees that it is intended that this lease shall be a
completely net lease for the Landlord and that (i) the Landlord shall not be responsible during the
Term for any costs, charges, expenses or outlays of any nature or kind whatsoever arising from
or relating to the Premises, and (ii) the Tenant shall be responsible, as Additional Rent, for all
costs, charges, expenses, outlays and impositions of every nature and kind relating to the
Premises, including, without limitation, all costs, charges, expenses, outlays and impositions
with respect to taxes, insurance, repairs (whether of a capital nature or otherwise), maintenance,
cleaning, heating, cooling, water, electricity and utilities.

7. GOODS AND SERVICES TAX

Unless otherwise noted, all amounts payable under this lease do not include GST. The
Tenant will, at the same time it makes payment of Rent to the Landlord, pay all GST exigible
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with respect to Rent (including for certainty Additional Rent). GST will not be deemed to be
Additional Rent but the Landlord will have all of the same remedies with respect to collection of
GST as it has with respect to Rent in arrears.

8. CONDITION OF PREMISES

The Tenant acknowledges that it has inspected the Premises and the Premises are being
provided to the Tenant in an "as-is" condition, including with respect to all leasehold
improvements contained therein.

9. TENANT'S COVENANTS

The Tenant covenants with the Landlord as follows:

9.1 Rent - to pay Rent as provided herein;

9.2 Taxes and assessments - the Tenant shall pay as they become due during the
Term, directly to the appropriate taxing authority, all taxes, assessments and charges
levied on or with respect to the Premises or any part thereof or any personal property of
the Landlord used therefor or on account thereof, including, without limitation, all realty
and other governmental taxes, local improvement rates, business taxes, school taxes,
licence fees, assessments and levies on or in respect of the Premises and their use by the
Tenant, ("Taxes"). The Tenant is not obliged to pay, and Taxes shall not include,
corporate, income or profits taxes or similar taxes assessed on the income of the Landlord
or its assignees. At the request of the Landlord, the Tenant will provide to the Landlord
reasonable evidence that Taxes have been paid when due. The Landlord may pay any
outstanding Taxes not paid by the Tenant pursuant to this Section 9.2 and the Tenant
shall indemnify the Landlord for Taxes so paid by the Landlord. The Landlord is entitled
to recover any Taxes it pays from the Tenant as Rent in arrears. The Tenant may take
advantage of any legal provision for paying Taxes by installments or deferring payments,
provided no penalty is incurred other than interest on the unpaid balance. The Tenant
will have the right, exercisable from time to time, to contest any Taxes and appeal any
assessments with respect thereto; withdraw any such contest or appeal; and agree with the
taxing authorities on any settlement or compromise with respect to Taxes. The Landlord
will co-operate with the Tenant in respect of any such contest or appeal and will provide
the Tenant with all relevant information, documents and consents required by the Tenant
in connection with any such contest or appeal;

9.3 Use - to use and occupy the Premises only for the purpose of general office and
storage, for a system control centre, and for mechanical/vehicle repairs and maintenance
and for no other purpose without the Landlord's prior written consent, which consent
shall not be unreasonably withheld;

9.4 Compliance with laws - to comply with and conform to the requirements of
every applicable statute, law, by-law, regulation, requirement and order from time to time
in force during the Term which is applicable to the Premises, including in respect of the
condition, maintenance, use or occupation of the Premises, including all Environmental
Laws, and in so doing the Tenant shall make the necessary alterations, repairs, or
additions to or deletions from any part of the Buildings or any equipment or other facility
used in connection with or appurtenant to the Lands or the Buildings; provided that the
use of any part of the Premises as a non-conforming use under any applicable zoning
bylaw is not a violation of the provisions of this paragraph. The Landlord shall have the
right to oversee (at no cost or expense to the Tenant) any alterations or improvements to
the Premises. The Tenant shall ensure that all activities at the Premises, including the
operation of the Tenant's business at the Premises, are in strict compliance with all
Environmental Laws. The Tenant shall not, and shall not permit any other person to, do
anything related to Hazardous Substances at or from the Premises except in full
compliance with all Environmental Laws;

9.5 Maintenance and repairs - at the Tenant's expense, during the Term and any
Extension Term, to operate and maintain the Premises and to keep the Premises at all
times in good order and condition, commensurate with buildings of comparable age and
location; and at the Tenant's expense to make all repairs, interior and exterior, structural
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and non-structural, ordinary as well as extraordinary, foreseen as well as unforeseen,
required to keep the Premises in good order and condition, reasonable wear and tear
excepted; the repairs to be in all material respects substantially equal in quality and
workmanship to the original work and material in the Premises, and to meet the
requirements of municipal and government authorities and fire insurance underwriters;

9.6 Waste - not to suffer any waste or injury to the Premises or any part thereof, and
not to use or occupy the Premises or any part thereof or permit it to be used or occupied
for an unlawful purpose;

9.7 Liens - not permit any charge, lien, mortgage or encumbrance to be registered
against the Lands or Premises or any part thereof, including any lien arising under the
Construction Lien Act (Ontario), other than a charge by the Tenant of its interest in this
Lease in favour ofCIBC Mellon Trust Company;

9.8 Insurance

(a) At the Tenant's expense, to take out and maintain in accordance with policy terms
and conditions:

(i) comprehensive general liability insurance against claims for personal and
bodily injury, death or property damage or loss arising out of the negligent
acts or omissions of the Tenant, indemnifYing and protecting the Landlord
and the Tenant on a per occurrence basis to an amount of not less than
$5,000,000 in respect of anyone accident or occurrence;

(ii) insurance coverage against the perils of fire and standard extended
coverage endorsement perils as prudent tenants would insure covering all
leasehold improvements and all of the Tenant's property for not less than
100% of the full replacement cost thereof;

(iii) business interruption insurance including coverage for loss of profits; and

(iv) such other forms of insurance as the Landlord may reasonably require
from time to time.

(b) The Tenant shall duly and punctually pay all premiums and other sums of money
payable for maintaining any such insurance as aforesaid. If the Tenant fails to so
pay the premiums, the Landlord will have the right to make such payments and to
recover all amounts so paid from the Tenant as Rent in arrears;

(c) At the request of the Landlord, all certificates or other evidence of continuity of
insurance shall be delivered to the Landlord as well as, at the Landlord's request,
evidence satisfactory to the Landlord that the premiums thereon have been paid.
Delivery to and examination by the Landlord of any policy of insurance or
certificate thereof or other evidence of insurance shall in no way relieve. the
Tenant of any of its obligations to insure in strict compliance with the provisions
of this Section 9.8, and shall in no way operate as a waiver by the Landlord of any
of its rights;

(d) The Tenant hereby releases the Landlord from any and all liability for loss or
damage caused at any time by any of the perils against which the Tenant shall
have insured or have been required to insure pursuant to the terms of this lease,
and hereby covenants to indemnitY and save harmless the Landlord from and
against all manner of actions, causes of action, suits, damages, loss, costs, claims
and demands of any nature whatsoever relating to such loss or damage, excepting
only where such loss or damage is caused or contributed to by the negligence of
the Landlord or those for whom the Landlord is responsible at law.

9.9 Replacement of damaged Buildings - that the complete or partial destruction of
or damage to the Premises by any cause does not terminate this lease nor entitle the
Tenant to surrender possession of the Premises nor to demand any abatement or reduction
of Rent or other charges payable under this lease, any laws or statutes to the contrary
notwithstanding. Except to the extent being repaired or replaced by any subtenant
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pursuant to the terms of any sublease that may be in effect at the relevant time, within
sixty (60) days from the happening of the damage or destruction, the Tenant shall begin
the repair or replacement thereof and with due diligence repair or reconstruct the
Building(s) or replace the Building(s) with another building(s) of the same type and
character and of equal value. After completing the repair, reconstruction or replacement,
the balance of any insurance proceeds or other proceeds available by reason thereof
belong absolutely to the Tenant. Provided that if complete destruction or damage which
would cost more than $500,000 to repair occurs during the last two (2) years of the Term,
the Tenant may, at its option, decline to repair or rebuild the Building(s) and may
terminate this lease. In this event, the insurance or other proceeds available by reason of
the destruction or damage belong exclusively to the Landlord;

9.10 View state of repair - to permit the Landlord at all reasonable times to enter and
view the state of repair of the Premises and to cause the Tenant to make such repairs as
are consistent with the Tenant's repair obligations under this lease;

9.11 Surrender - at the expiry of the Term or the Extension Term or other sooner
termination, to quit the Premises and surrender the Premises in good order and condition
as required under the provisions of Section 9.5, subject only to the provisions of Section
9.9, and all the right, title and interest therein of the Tenant ceases and vests in the
Landlord;

9.12 Nuisance - not to do, omit or permit to be done upon the Premises anything of
which shall be or result in a nuisance. For certainty, the Landlord acknowledges that
permitted uses shall not constitute a nuisance;

9.13 Assignment and Subletting - the Tenant will not assign or sublet in the
aggregate more than 60% of the square footage of the Premises without the prior written
consent of the Landlord, which shall not be unreasonably withheld; except that the
Landlord hereby consents to the charging by the Tenant of its interest in this lease in
favour of CIBC Mellon Trust Company pursuant to a Deed of Trust dated as of March
12, 2008. No conveyance, sale, transfer or assignment by the Tenant will relieve the
Tenant of its obligations hereunder;

9.14 Alterations - the Tenant will not make any material improvements or alterations
to the Premises without the Landlord's prior written approval, which shall not be
unreasonably withheld;

9.15 Utility charges - to pay promptly all charges or costs for water, electricity and
other utilities accrued from the Rent Commencement Date; provided that if the Tenant
fails to pay any such charges or costs when due, the Landlord will have the right (but not
the obligation) to pay such charges or costs and to recover all amounts so paid as Rent in
arrears;

9.16 Indemnities - except to the extent caused or contributed to by the negligent act or
omission of the Landlord or those for whom the Landlord is responsible at law, to
indemnifY the Landlord against all liabilities, damages, costs, fines, suits, claims,
demands and actions of any kind for which the Landlord may become liable arising out
of:

(a) a breach, violation or non-performance of a covenant, condition or agreement in
this lease on the part of the Tenant to be observed or performed;

(b) damage to the property of the Tenant, or a Subtenant or licensee of the Tenant and
persons claiming through the Tenant, or damage to other property (whether made
in connection with the making of any repairs, alterations or improvements to the
Premises or otherwise);

(c) claims for wages or materials relating to the making by the Tenant or any
Subtenant of any repairs, alterations or improvements to the Premises; and

(d) injury to or the death of a person or persons occurring on the Premises; and
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9.17 Distress - subject to the rights of any leasehold mortgagee, all goods and chattels
which are the property of the Tenant from time to time on the Premises are subject to
distress for rent, and the Tenant hereby irrevocably waives and renounces the benefit of
any present or future legislation taking away or diminishing the Landlord's right of
distress.

10.

11.

LANDLORD'S COVENANTS

The Landlord covenants with the Tenant as follows:

10.1 Quiet enjoyment - to grant quiet enjoyment to the Tenant, and to perform and
observe all of its obligations under the lease, subject to the Tenant's obligation to pay
Additional Rent;

10.2 Notice to Subtenants - the Landlord agrees that in the event of a breach of any
covenant contained herein by the Tenant, it shall provide any Subtenant with notice and
an opportunity to cure such default;

10.3 Insurance - to take out and maintain III accordance with policy terms and
conditions:

(i) comprehensive general liability insurance against claims for personal and
bodily injury, death or property damage or loss, on a per occurrence basis
to an amount not less than $5,000,000 in respect of anyone accident or
occurrence;

(ii) insurance coverage against the perils of fire and standard extended
coverage endorsement perils as prudent landlords would insure covering
the Buildings and the Lands for not less than 100% of the full replacement
cost thereof;

(iii) boiler and machinery insurance; and

(iv) loss of rental income insurance.

ENVIRONMENTAL INDEMNITIES

To the extent that the Tenant is required to indemnify any Subtenant for any third party
claims (including orders) that arise as a result of the presence of any Hazardous Substances that
are in, on, under or have migrated from the Premises as of the date of this lease, the Landlord
hereby agrees to indemnify the Tenant with respect to such third party claims, except to the
extent that the presence of such Hazardous Substances was caused or contributed to by any act or
omission of the Tenant or those for whom the Tenant is responsible at law.

Except to the extent that a Loss or a claim is provided for in the preceding paragraph, the
Tenant shall indemnify the Landlord for any Losses suffered by the Landlord as a result of any
Hazardous Substances that are in, on, under or have migrated from the Premises after the date of
this Sublease, except to the extent caused or contributed to by the negligent act or omission of
the Landlord or those for whom the Landlord is responsible at law.

12. ASSIGNMENT BY LANDLORD

The Landlord may at any time and from time to time, sell, lease or otherwise dispose of
the whole or any part of the Premises and, at any time and from time to time, may grant security
on the Premises.

13. MONTHLY TENANCY

If upon the termination of this lease or any extension thereof the Landlord permits the
Tenant to remain in possession of the Project and accepts Rent, a tenancy from year to year is not
created by implication of law and the Tenant is deemed to be a monthly tenant only, subject to
all the terms and conditions of this lease except as to duration.
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14. NON-WAIVER
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Any condoning, excusing or overlooking by the Landlord of any default, breach or non
observance by the Tenant of any covenant, proviso or condition herein contained does not
operate as a waiver of the Landlord's rights hereunder in respect of any continuing or subsequent
default, breach or non-observance, nor defeat or affect in any way the rights of the Landlord
hereunder in respect of any continuing or subsequent default, breach or non-observance, and all
rights and remedies herein contained on the part of the Landlord are deemed to be cumulative
and not alternative.

15. SURRENDER

No surrender of the lease by the Tenant is valid unless accepted m writing by the
Landlord.

16. DEFAULT PROVISIONS

Whenever:

(a) the Tenant defaults in the payment of any installment of Rent or any other sum
payable hereunder and the Tenant fails to remedy such default within five (5)
days after the giving of notice in writing by the Landlord to the Tenant of such
default;

(b) the Tenant fails to perform or observe any of the covenants, agreements or
provisions, conditions or provisos contained in this lease on the part of the Tenant
(other than the payment of Rent or other sums of money) and the failure continues
for, or is not remedied within, thirty (30) days next after the giving of notice in
writing by the Landlord to the Tenant of the nature of the failure, or such longer
period as may be required provided that the Tenant is diligently taking actions to
remedy such default;

(c) the Term hereby granted shall be taken in execution or attachment for any cause
whatsoever;

(d) the Tenant becomes bankrupt or insolvent;

(e) a trustee, receiver or like person is appointed with respect to the business or assets
ofthe Tenant;

(f) any petition or other application is filed in or presented to any court of competent
jurisdiction for the dissolution, liquidation or winding up of the Tenant or for the
appointment ofa receiver or receiver and manager for the Tenant;

(g) the Tenant shall make an assignment for the benefit of creditors or shall make any
sale or other disposition of goods and chattels which is governed by legislation
relating to bulk sales incidental to any reorganization ofthe Tenant;

(h) this lease is assigned or sublet other than in accordance with the provIsIOns
hereof; or

(i) any insurance policy is cancelled or threatened to be cancelled as a result of any
particular use or occupancy of the Premises by the Tenant and such use or
occupancy is not modified within 48 hours after notice in writing from the
Landlord;

(each an "Event of Default"), then, on the occurrence and during the continuance of any
Event of Default, the Landlord may, at its option, and in addition to any other remedy
now or hereafter provided under the terms hereof or at law or in equity:

(i) terminate the lease by the giving of notice in writing to the Tenant;

(ii) re-enter and take possession of the Premises or any part thereof in the
name of the whole and have again, repossess and enjoy the Premises in the
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Landlord's former estate, anything herein to the contrary notwithstanding,
as though the Tenant were holding over after the expiration of the Term;
and the Term shall, at the option of the Landlord, forthwith become
forfeited and determined; and any obligations of the Tenant accruing
hereunder prior to the date of such re-entry and termination shall not be
affected or in any way limited by such re-entry and termination, but shall
survive and the Tenant shall save harmless and indemnify the Landlord
from any and all loss, costs, damages, claims and expenses which the
Landlord may suffer or incur by reason of such termination of this lease,
notwithstanding such termination;

(iii) re-let the Premises or any part thereof from time to time as the Tenant's
agent and on the Tenant's account and in the Tenant's name, as the
Tenant's agent and for that purpose may enter the Premises or any part
thereof in the name of the whole, but without terminating this lease, upon
giving the Tenant written notice of the Landlord's intent to re-let the
Premises under this Subclause (iii); and the Landlord shall apply the
proceeds of and any rent derived from such re-letting the Premises, after
deducting its costs of re-letting, first to the payment ofany indebtedness of
the Tenant other than Rent, and second to the payment of Rent in arrears;

(iv) distrain against the goods and chattels of the Tenant located on the
Premises, and for the purposes of such distraint, the Landlord may use
such force as it may deem necessary for the purpose and for gaining
access to the Premises without being liable for any action in respect
thereof or for any loss or damage occasioned thereby and the Tenant
hereby expressly releases the Landlord from all· actions, proceedings,
claims or demands whatsoever for or on account or in respect of any such
forcible entry or any loss or damage sustained by the Tenant in connection
therewith. The Tenant waives and renounces the benefit of any present or
future statute taking away or limiting the Landlord's right of distress and
covenants and agrees that notwithstanding any such statute, none of the
goods and chattels of the Tenant on the Premises at any time during the
Term shall be exempt from levy by distress for Rent in arrears;

(v) recover from the Tenant all damages and expenses incurred by the
Landlord as a result of any breach; and/or

(vi) recover from the Tenant all arrears of Rent together with the next three (3)
months' Rent as accelerated Rent.

17. EXPROPRIATION

In the event of expropriation of any part or all of the Premises, each of the Landlord and
the Tenant will be entitled to seek compensation for their respective interests so expropriated.
Any award for injurious affection resulting from expropriation of any part of the Premises will
be divided between the Landlord and the Tenant as they mutually agree or failing agreement, as
determined by arbitration in accordance with the terms of the Arbitration Act, 1991 (Ontario).

18. NOTICES

Any notice required or permitted to be given hereunder shall be in writing and shall be
given by facsimile or other means of electronic communication or by hand-delivery as
hereinafter provided. Any such notice if sent by facsimile or other means of electronic
communication, shall be deemed to have been received on the Business Day following sending,
or if delivered by hand shall be deemed to have been received at the time it is delivered to the
applicable address noted below either to the individual designated below or to an individual at
such address having apparent authority to accept deliveries on behalf of the addressee. Notice of
change of address will also be governed by this section. Notices and after communications shall
be addressed as follows:

(a) To the Tenant:
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19.
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c/o Great Lakes Power Limited
2 Sackville Road
Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario
P6B 6J6

Fax: (705) 941-5600

Attention: Duane M. Fecteau, Director of Administration

(b) To the Landlord:

c/o Brookfield Renewable Power Inc.
480 boulevard de la Cite
Gatineau, Quebec
J8T 8R3

Fax: (819) 561-7188

Attention: Lee Butler, CFO, Canadian Operations

MISCELLANEOUS

19.1 Entire Agreement - The Tenant acknowledges that there are no covenants,
representations, warranties, agreements or conditions expressed or implied relating to this
lease or the Premises save as expressly set out in this lease.

19.2 Amendment - This lease may not be modified or amended except by an
instrument in writing signed by the parties hereto or by their successors or assigns.

19.3 Binding effect - The terms and provisions of this lease extend to, are binding
upon and enure to the benefit of the parties, their successors and assigns.

19.4 Governing Law - This lease shall be construed and enforced in accordance with
the laws of the Province ofOntario.

19.5 Captions - The captions appearing at the headings of the paragraphs in this lease
have been inserted as a matter of convenience and for reference only and in no way
define, limit or enlarge the scope or meaning of this lease or any of its provisions.

19.6 Planning Act - This lease is entered into subject to the express condition that it is
to be effective only if the provisions of the Planning Act (Ontario) are complied with.

19.7 No Registration - This lease may not be registered against title to the Premises.
Either the Landlord or the Tenant may prepare and register, at the registering party's cost,
a notice of this lease against title to the Premises. Such notice shall only describe the
parties, the Premises, the Term, the commencement date, and any options to renew or
extend the Term. The Tenant covenants and agrees to discharge the notice of lease at its
cost, upon the expiry or earlier termination of this lease.

19.8 Counterparts - This lease may be executed in several counterparts which shall
together constitute one and the same agreement. Electronic scanning or facsimile
transmission will have the same effect as the original.

[remainder ofpage intentionally blank]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have hereunto caused their
corporate seals to be affixed under the hands of their proper officers duly authorized in that
behalf.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED

By:
Name:
Title:

By: r;;;t~--
Name: Patricia Bood
Title: VI pceo resident and Secretary

GREAT LAKES POWER TRANSMISSION
LP, by its general partner, GREAT LAKES
POWER TRANSMISSION INC.

By:
Name:
Title:

By:~p._. _

Title: atricla Bood
Secretary

[Signature Page for Sackville !lead Lease]
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SCHEDULE "A"

LANDS

2 Sackville Road. Sault Ste. Marie:

Property Identifier Number: 31558-0001(LT)

PCL 12220 SEC AWS; LT I PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 2 PL763 TARENTORUS; LT 3 PL
763 TARENTORUS; LT 4 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 5 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 6 PL
763 TARENTORUS; LT 7 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 8 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 9 PL
763 TARENTORUS; LT 10 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT II PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 12
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 13 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 14 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT IS
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 16 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 17 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 18
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 19 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 20 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 21
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 22 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 23 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 24
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 25 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 26 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 27
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 28 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 29 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 30
PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 31 PL 763 TARENTORUS; LT 32 PL 763 TARENTORUS; 20 FT
LANE PL 763 TARENTORUS CLOSED BY B625; DELAWARE AV PL 763 TARENTORUS
CLOSED BY B625; BALTIMORE AV PL 763 TARENTORUS CLOSED BY T67631;
BALMORAL AV PL 763 TARENTORUS CLOSED BY T26546 PT 2 IR9112; PT LT 14 RCP
H732 TARENTORUS PT I & 3 IR9112; srr PT 3 IR9112 AS IN Tl03710; srr EASEMENT
IN GROSS OVER PTS 1&2 IRI1504 AS IN AUI 995; SAULT STE. MARIE.
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[See attached plan.]
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

GLPT’s Responses to SEC’s IR’s in EB-2012-03008

9

10

11

September 21, 201212
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Interrogatory 11

Not provided2
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Interrogatory 21

Questions2

a) Please detail the GLPT budget approval process.3

Response4

GLPT prepares a five year business plan; the plan is submitted to the Vice President and5

General Manager of GLPT for approval. Once the plan is approved by the Vice President6

and General Manager of GLPT, the plan is presented to the Power & Utility Group7

management of Brookfield. Once approved by the Power & Utility Group management,8

the budget is considered approved and the information is provided to the corporate9

managers of GLPT.10
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Interrogatory 31

a) Please provide a copy of all presentations and other documents provided to the2

Board of Directors and GLPT’s partners supporting approval of this application3

and the associated budgets.4

Response5

In support of the budget approval process outlined in SEC Interrogatory 2, GLPT has6

attached at Appendix SEC 3 a copy of its 2013-2017 Financial Budget/Business Plan.7

As it relates to the approval of the rate application the Vice President and General8

Manager of GLPT and the responsible Brookfield Power Utility managers review the9

application in its entirety as such no supplemental information is provided to them.10

11
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Interrogatory 41

Reference: Ex. 2-1-1/p.92

Questions3

a) What is the projected in-service date of Phase 1 and 2 of the Master SCADA4

replacement project?5

Responses6

The projected in Service Dates for Phases 1 and 2 are Q4 2012 and Q2 2013,7

respectively.8
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Interrogatory 51

Reference: Ex.2-1-1/p.112

Question3

a) Please explain the per structure cost increase for the Algoma Lines Wood structure4

replacements from 2013 to 2014.5

Response6

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 41.7
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Interrogatory 61

Reference: Ex.2-1-1/p.142

Question3

Please provide further details about the “conditions experienced when erecting new4

structures within Third Line TS for the Third Line Redevelopment project” that led to5

the acceleration of the Algoma Lines Wood Structure. Please provide any business6

cases or other documents regarding the acceleration of the project.7

Response8

The Algoma Lines Wood Structures were included as part of a condition assessment9

performed by a third party, Polecare International Inc. in 2009. The report indicated that the10

structures were in poor condition and therefore GLPT planned to begin a structure11

replacement program in 2013. As a part of this program, the structures replaced in 2012,12

along with the ones scheduled for replacement in 2013 and 2014 were planned for13

replacement. However, understanding that the structures were already in poor condition,14

visual condition assessments were conducted during the Third Line Redevelopment project15

to ensure integrity of the structures prior to transfer of the new egress circuits. At this point16

GLPT determined that replacement of these structures was necessary in 2012. For further17

information, please see the response to Energy Probe interrogatory 15(b).18



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 1
Schedule 3

Page 8 of 16

Interrogatory 71

Reference: Ex.2-1-1/p.152

Question3

a) Please provide the forecasted in-service date for the Third Line Redevelopment4

Project.5

Response6

The Third Line Redevelopment Project is forecasted to be partially in service in Q3-2012,7

with the remainder of the project to be in service in the early part of Q4-2012.8
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Interrogatory 81

Reference: Ex.4-2-2/p.242

Question3

With respect to EWT LP costs:4

a) How much of GLPT’s resources have in 2011 and 2012 have been allocated to EWT5

LP. Please provide a detailed breakdown of those costs.6

Response7

Senior management of GLPT have allocated time to EWT during 2011 and 2012.8

The costs directly attributable to that time, which have been moved out of GLPT for9

2011 and 2012, primarily include:10

Vice-President, Regulatory and Legal has allocated 50% of available time;11

Vice President / General Manager has allocated 50% of available time; and12

Vice President, Project Development has allocated 100% of available time.13

GLPT has provided the following table indicating the costs allocated for January-14

December 2011 and for January-June 2012.15

2011 2012 Total

Senior Management $395,400 $201,825 $597,225

Other Costs $118,229 $47,391 $165,620

Total $513,629 $249,216 $762,845

16

b) Why does the GLPT believe that its senior executives will no longer be required for17

the EWT Line initiative in 2014?18

Response19

GLPT would like to clarify that only three of the executives will return their attention20

in full to GLPT, as the Vice President of Project Development will not turn his21

attention to GLPT in 2014.22

GLPT has assumed the EWT designation process will be completed in 2013. As23

such, any 2014 work completed on the EWT Line initiative will be work related to24

the development stage. GLPT believes that the development stage of the EWT Line25

initiative will require standalone resources, and will no longer require the three senior26

executives mentioned above. GLPT has requested a deferral account to protect the27

interest of the rate payer in the event that GLPT employees are required to assist in28

the EWT Line initiative’s development stage in 2014.29
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Interrogatory 91

Reference: Ex.4-2-4-B/p.232

Question3

Please update the ‘Benchmarking’ table to take into account Canadian Niagara Power Inc’s 20134

distribution cost-of-service application EB-2012-0112.5

Response1
6

An updated ‘Benchmarking’ table incorporating Canadian Niagara Power Inc’s 20137

distribution cost-of-service application EB-2012-0112 is provided below. Please note8

that the CNPI-Fort Erie and CNPI-Eastern Ontario Power rates have been harmonized in9

EB-2012-0112 and the results for these two utilities have been combined in the table.10

The affiliate cost for CNPI Transmission presented in the table below has been corrected11

from $454,444 to $201,929, resulting in a decrease in the affiliate cost as a percentage of12

revenue requirement from 9.9% to 4.4%. In the table provided within the Navigant13

Report, CNPI Transmission’s affiliate costs were calculated as the total affiliate costs14

including corporate services, finance, human resources, etc. The revised table reflects15

only CNPI Transmission’s corporate service costs, which is consistent with the costs16

provided for GLPT and for the other comparators in the table. Non-corporate service17

costs have been removed from the CNPI amounts. GLPT notes that its cost as a18

percentage of revenue requirement is still significantly lower than the average of the19

comparators, and is the lowest of the group.20

21

1 In preparing the response to this SEC interrogatory 9, GLPT consulted with Navigant Consulting.
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1
2

Utility Affiliate Costs

Total Revenue

Requirement

Affiliate Cost as

percentage of

Revenue

Requirement

Algoma Power Inc. $428,538 $20,452,136 2.1%

CNPI – Port Colborne $228,745 $5,957,084 3.8%

CNPI – Fort Erie &

Eastern Ontario Power

$398,650 $13,208,113 3.0%

CNPI - Transmission $201,929 $4,612,444 4.4%

Average of Peers $1,526,982 $43,221,684 2.84%

Great Lakes Power

Transmission

$467,220 $35,247,807 1.33%
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Interrogatory 101

Reference: Ex.4-2-3/p.22

Question3

a) Please provide a justification for each new position created since 2011.4

Response5

Summer Student positions: A task activity listing was developed by each department in6

each year with various tasks identified and amount of time required for each task. Based on7

task listing, there was sufficient work to employ one student for the summer of 2011 and two8

students for the summer of 2012.9

Service Desk Technician – A temporary position was created to provide desk side support10

for IT systems; equipment builds such as laptops, desktops and printers; administration11

assistance such as backups and monitoring system status; end user and group training;12

maintenance of intranet portal; and service desk system maintenance. The position was13

created to relieve a portion of the significant workload faced by existing full time IT staff.14

Forestry Technician – The work done by this technician was previously done by external15

contractors. The position eliminates the need to use a contractor for these activities, reducing16

contract costs and bringing additional knowledge in house. This allows GLPT to have year17

round planning and monitoring of the Forestry Contractors and programs. The costs of this18

position are reflected in USofA Account 4940. While the overall cost within this account has19

not changed as a result of hiring the forestry technician, GLPT has improved efficiencies and20

is able to accomplish more work with the same total budget in the account as a result of a21

more effective use of funds.22
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Interrogatory 111

Reference: Ex.4-2-3/p.22

Question3

a) What type of assumptions is GLPT making in this Application regarding a future4

collective agreement with the Power Workers’ Union?5

Response6

GLPT has made no specific assumptions in regards to a future collective agreement in7

filing this application. Instead, GLPT has applied the 3.1% CPI increase to all OM&A8

expenditures, inclusive of labour related costs.9
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Interrogatory 121

Reference: Ex.5-1-1/p.22

Question3

a) Please provide a copy of all outstanding debt instruments.4

Response5

Please see the information attached at Appendix SEC 12.6
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Interrogatory 131

Reference: Ex.9-1-3/p.62

Question3

With respect to the Comstock deferral account:4

a) Please provide a detailed breakdown of all costs recorded in the Comstock deferral5

account.6

Response7

As at December 31, 2011, the following costs were recorded in the Comstock deferral8

account:9

10

b) Please provide a copy of all pleadings and interlocutory decisions/orders in this11

matter.12

Response13

Please find the pleadings attached at Appendix SEC 13. There have been no14
interlocutory decisions/orders in this matter.15

Legal Fees 1,560,409$

Engineering Consultants 27,275

Interest & Carrying Charges 204,493

1,792,177$
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Interrogatory 141

Reference: Ex.9-1-4/p.92

Question3

a) Please explain what potential future costs could be recorded in IFRS Gains and4

Loses deferral account.5

Response6

As noted in Exhibit 9, Tab 1, Schedule 3 of GLPT’s application: “With the AcSB’s7

decision (along with the Board’s support) to allow rate regulated entities to defer8

adoption of IFRS for an additional year (effective January 1, 2013 for GLPT), GLPT’s9

2012 financial statements and regulatory accounting will be accounted for using10

CGAAP.” Given the decision of the AcSB to allow the deferral of the implementation11

of IFRS and GLPT’s election to defer, GLPT still has the same level of difficulty in12

formulating reasonable estimates in the calculation of the revenue requirement as was13

present in the EB-2010-0291 and as such are requesting the continuance of this account.14

The types of costs that could be recorded in this account are unforeseen costs that may be15

incurred at the time of retiring an asset as a result of writing off the net book value of the16

asset. As an example, if GLPT were to retire an asset component with a net book value17

of $100, IFRS requires that GLPT retire the asset and record an expense for the net book18

value in the year of retirement. Conversely, Canadian GAAP generally allows the asset19

to remain in service until it becomes fully depreciated.20
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Balance Sheet - Annual

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Assets
Current Assets

Cash 853,337$             1,041,311$          877,131$             957,247$             490,013$             
Accounts receivable 3,323,916            3,352,833            3,334,614            3,342,513            3,398,531            
Due from related parties 50,000                 50,000                 50,000                 50,000                 50,000                 
Prepaid expenses and other 450,000               450,000               450,000               450,000               450,000               

4,677,253            4,894,144            4,711,745            4,799,760            4,388,545            

Pension asset 1,945,000            1,945,000            1,945,000            1,945,000            1,945,000            
Property, plant and equipment

Gross 244,568,352        248,913,126        253,696,423        258,420,725        277,869,433        
CWIP 2,279,544            2,352,407            2,034,410            1,642,910            1,293,345            
Accum. deprec. (17,921,837)         (27,183,581)         (36,485,325)         (45,827,069)         (55,308,939)         

Property, plant and equipment, net 228,926,059        224,081,952        219,245,508        214,236,567        223,853,839        
235,548,311$      230,921,096$      225,902,252$      220,981,327$      230,187,384$      

Liabilities and Capital Account
Current liabilities

Accounts and other payables 1,869,355$          1,864,091$          1,864,091$          1,864,091$          1,864,091$          
Taxes payable 1,920,027         2,201,881         2,354,802         2,447,554         2,538,071         
Due to related parties 100,000               100,000               100,000               100,000               100,000               

3,889,382            4,165,971            4,318,893            4,411,645            4,502,162            

Pension liability 2,371,000            2,371,000            2,371,000            2,371,000            2,371,000            
Senior bonds 116,728,947        114,881,158        112,903,753        110,787,640        108,523,087        
Deferred income taxes 9,719,761            10,449,975          11,031,490          11,490,983          11,957,525          

132,709,090        131,868,104        130,625,136        129,061,268        127,353,775        

Capital account 102,839,222        99,052,991          95,277,116          91,920,059          102,833,609        
235,548,311$      230,921,096$      225,902,252$      220,981,327$      230,187,384$      
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Statement of Capital Account - Annual

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Opening capital account 107,385,440$    102,839,222$    99,052,991$      95,277,116$      91,920,059$      
Net income 7,953,782          8,213,770          8,224,125          8,142,943          8,413,551          
Equity investments from BIP -                    -                    -                    -                    11,500,000        
Distributions paid (12,500,000)      (12,000,000)      (12,000,000)      (11,500,000)      (9,000,000)        

Closing capital account 102,839,222$    99,052,991$      95,277,116$      91,920,059$      102,833,609$    
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Income Statement - Annual

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Revenues
Transmission revenues 39,451,870$      39,795,086$      40,015,363$      40,110,158$      40,782,376$      

Total Revenues 39,451,870        39,795,086        40,015,363        40,110,158        40,782,376        

Operating Expenses
Operations and administration 7,844,123          8,123,438          8,326,524          8,534,687          8,748,054          
Maintenance 2,492,475          2,555,916          2,619,814          2,685,309          2,752,442          
Insurance 257,750             265,740             272,384             279,193             286,173             
Property taxes 243,000             246,600             252,765             259,084             265,561             
Extraordinary expenditure 121,400             228,264             233,971             239,820             245,815             
Regulatory asset costs 580,254             150,000             150,000             150,000             150,000             

Total Operating Expenses 11,539,002        11,569,958        11,855,457        12,148,093        12,448,045        

Net Operating Income 27,912,868        28,225,129        28,159,906        27,962,066        28,334,331        

Interest - senior bonds 7,920,000          7,822,618          7,685,537          7,539,258          7,383,166          
Deferred financing fees - senior bonds 186,806             195,494             202,959             210,529             218,182             
Capitalized interest (163,554)            (159,912)            (150,775)            (139,456)            (127,051)            
Depreciation of transmission assets 9,217,127          9,261,744          9,301,744          9,341,744          9,481,870          
Total tax and other 1,920,027          2,201,881          2,354,802          2,447,554          2,538,071          

0 19,080,406        19,321,825        19,394,267        19,399,630        19,494,238        

Deferred taxes 918,761             730,213             581,515             459,493             466,542             
Other expense/(income) (40,081)              (40,679)              (40,000)              (40,000)              (40,000)              

Total Net Income 7,953,782$        8,213,770$        8,224,125$        8,142,943$        8,413,551$        
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Statement of Cash Flows - Annual

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Operating Activities
Net Income 7,953,782$        8,213,770$        8,224,125$        8,142,943$        8,413,551$        
Items not affecting cash;
  Depreciation of transmission assets 9,217,127          9,261,744          9,301,744          9,341,744          9,481,870          
  Deferred taxes 918,761             730,213             581,515             459,493             466,542             
  Deferred financing fees 186,806             195,494             202,959             210,529             218,182             
Net change in non-cash working capital & other (20,781)             247,673             171,141             84,853               34,499               

18,255,695        18,648,894        18,481,484        18,239,561        18,614,644        

Investing Activities
Additions to property, plant and equipment (4,467,031)        (4,417,637)        (4,465,300)        (4,332,803)        (19,099,143)      

(4,467,031)        (4,417,637)        (4,465,300)        (4,332,803)        (19,099,143)      

Financing Activities
Debt amortization - senior bonds (972,950)           (2,043,282)        (2,180,364)        (2,326,642)        (2,482,735)        
BIP equity investments/(repayments) -                    -                    -                    -                    11,500,000        
Distributions paid (12,500,000)      (12,000,000)      (12,000,000)      (11,500,000)      (9,000,000)        

(13,472,950)      (14,043,282)      (14,180,364)      (13,826,642)      17,265               

(Decrease) increase in cash 315,714             187,975             (164,180)           80,116               (467,233)           
Cash, beginning balance 537,623             853,337             1,041,311          877,131             957,247             

Cash, ending balance 853,337$           1,041,311$        877,131$           957,247$           490,013$           
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Notes to Financial Model

2.   BASIS OF PRESENTATION

3.   BALANCE SHEET ASSUMPTIONS

Cash

Account Receivable

Due from Related Parties

Prepaid Expenses and Other

Pension Asset

Property, Plant and Equipment

1. NATURE AND DESCRIPTION OF BUSINESS

These forecasted financial statements are prospective results of operations and financial position based on 
assumptions that reflect the entity’s expected courses of action for the period covered given 
management’s judgment as to the most probable set of economic conditions, together with one or more 
hypotheses that are assumptions which are consistent with management’s judgment.  

The forecasted financial statements are for the five year period ended December 31, 2017.  

Great Lakes Power Transmission LP (GLPT) is engaged in the safe, reliable, cost efficient and 
environmentally friendly transmission of electricity in the areas adjacent to Sault Ste. Marie, Canada and is 
subject to the regulations of the Ontario Energy Board (the “OEB”).

Property, plant and equipment consists both of capital assets as well as construction work in progress.  
Property, plant and equipment are depreciated on a straight line basis at rates between 1.67% and 20%. 

The company transfers assets classified as construction work in progress to property, plant and equipment 
when the asset being constructed is put into service.  

GLPT minimizes cash balances to make the most efficient use of funds.  GLPT expects to generate surplus 
cash periodically over the forecast period.  Given the debt-equity position of GLPT, this excess cash will be 
invested with the parent company and drawn on as required to fund capital projects.  This investment of 
cash at the parent level has not been reflected on the projected financial statements.  GLPT will pay 
distributions when cash becomes available.

Accounts receivables are based on current month revenues, collectible from the Independent Electricity 
System Operator ("IESO") approximately 20 calendar days after the end of the month.

Prepaid expenses and other include but are not limited to OEB fees, Canadian Electricity Association fees, 
Electrical Safety Authority fees, insurance premiums and inventory.

GLPT participates in a defined benefit pension plan.  The net asset associated with this plan is reflected on 
the balance sheet as a pension asset.  It is assumed that no material changes will take place to the 
existing asset over the term of these projected financial statements.

Amounts due from related parties include licensing fees and other shared costs that are due from other 
Brookfield entities.
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Notes to Financial Model

Accounts and Other Payables

Due to Related Parties

Taxes Payable

Pension Liability

Senior Bonds

4.   INCOME STATEMENT ASSUMPTIONS

Revenue

Senior bonds have been issued for CDN$120 million, the balance reflected on the balance sheet is net of 
finance fees that will be amortized over a 20 year period.  

Under the current bond agreement, principal re-payments will begin in December 2013.  Principal 
repayment amounts that are due within one year are not reflected as a current liability and remain on the 
balance sheet as long term debt.

Accounts and other payables represents trade accounts payable supporting operating and capital 
expenditures, and the interest payable on all outstanding debt.  

Interest on outstanding debt is accrued monthly with interest payments on Senior debt made semi-
annually in June and December.

GLPT is a Limited Partnership, and as such does not pay income tax at the company level.  GLPT records a 
tax provision based on current taxes at the corporate level.  A provision for Income Taxes has been 
calculated for each year using effective tax rates.

GLPT participates in a non-registered benefit plan.  The net liability associated with this plan is reflected 
on the balance sheet as a pension liability.  It is assumed that no material changes will take place to the 
existing liability over the term of these projected financial statements.

Amounts due to related parties include lease costs, licensing fees and other shared costs that are due to 
other Brookfield entities.

Revenue for 2013 - 2017 is estimated using a Cost of Service approach to develop the company's annual 
revenue requirement.  It is expected that the company will submit and receive approval for new revenue 
requirement effective January 1 of each year.  Each year's revenue requirement will be dependent upon 
the applicable cost of capital parameters issued by the OEB for that year (i.e., return on equity and cost of 
short term debt).  For the cost of long term debt component, GLPT will utilize its effective debt rates 
based on outstanding third party debt for each year.
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Notes to Financial Model

Expenses

Interest and Financing Fees

Capitalized Interest

Depreciation of Transmission Assets

Regulatory Asset Costs

Total Tax and Other

Deferred taxes

Other Income

Interest on funds used during construction is charged to construction work in progress at the company's 
weighted average interest rate on all outstanding debt.  Interest is charged based on monthly closing 
balances in the construction work in progress account.

In 2010, GLPT adopted IFRS for corporate reporting.  As such, no regulatory assets or liabilities are 
recorded on the balance sheet.  Any change in regulatory accounts instead flows through the Income 
Statement as 'Regulatory Asset Costs'.  GLPT tracks all regulatory accounts separately.  GLPT's 
assumptions related to balance collections and disbursements are found on the "Deferral Accounts" 
schedule.

GLPT is a Limited Partnership, and as such does not pay tax at the company level.  GLPT records a tax 
provision based on currently enacted tax rates at the corporate level.  Total tax and other represents the 
current tax provision for each period.

Where applicable, Other income would represent revenues, expenses, gains or losses from activities that 
are not operational in nature.

Operations, maintenance, administration, insurance, property taxes and extraordinary expenditures are 
based on the approved 2013 and 2014 budget for the company, and have been increased annually by the 
assumed inflation rate of 2.5% for each year 2015 through 2017.  

GLPT just completed a comprehensive bottom-up OM&A budget for 2013 and 2014 for its 2013/14  rate 
application which was filed on June 29, 2012.  The bottom-up approach enables GLPT to allocate 
resources appropriately to continue to run a safe, reliable, cost efficient and environmentally friendly 
transmission operation.

Any incremental OM&A expenses are assumed to be collected through revenue requirement.  Where 
OM&A expenses are not approved by the OEB, they will be eliminated from GLPT's plan.

Interest expense is recorded on the outstanding Senior bonds at an effective rate of 6.89%, with a coupon 
interest rate of 6.60%.

Depreciation of the company's property, plant and equipment is forecasted based on net fixed asset 
values.  Property, plant and equipment is depreciated on a straight line basis at rates between 1.67% and 
20%.

Deferred taxes represent non-cash taxes that will be payable in a future year.  These taxes are not 
recoverable through the OEB's cost of service rate-making regime; however at the point they become 
current taxes, they will be collectible through the OEB's process through inclusion in revenue requirement.
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Notes to Financial Model

5.  CASH FLOW ASSUMPTIONS

Depreciation and Amortization

Deferred taxes

Non-Cash Working Capital

Additions to Property Plant and Equipment

Distributions Paid

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Distributions 12,500$   12,000$  12,000$  11,500$  9,000$   
CCA 470         484         496        509        522        
Cash taxes 1,500      1,920      2,202     2,355     2,448     
Total 14,470$   14,404$  14,698$  14,364$  11,969$  

Distributions paid represent funds that are transferred to the parent company.  Distributions will be paid 
annually and will be based on both the cash flow generated in the previous year, and on maintaining a 
consistent debt/equity structure throughout the forecast period.

GLPT will make payments to the parent company related to a corporate cost allocation in each year.

GLPT will also make cash distributions equal to the current income tax expense in each year of operation.  
As a result, total cash distributions to the parent company is equal to the distributions paid per the 
Statement of Cash Flows, plus the current year income tax expense.

All distributions payments will abide by covenants found in GLPT's existing Deed of Trust.

Depreciation of the company's property, plant and equipment is forecasted based on net fixed asset 
values.  Property, plant and equipment is depreciated on a straight line basis at rates between 1.67% and 
20%.

Items considered as non-cash working capital include:  Accounts receivable, Prepaid expenses and other,  
Accounts payable, and Income taxes payable.  The year-to-year variances in these accounts are reflected 
in the cash flow forecast.

The cash flow budget is affected by the forecasted capital spending for each year.  All capital spending is 
tracked through construction work in progress.  The company transfers assets classified as construction 
work in progress to property, plant and equipment when the asset being constructed is put into service.

Deferred taxes represent non-cash taxes that will be payable in a future year.
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Support Schedules
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Revenue Requirement Calculations

Fiscal Year End: December 31 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Rate Base
Opening Gross Assets 242,381$         246,848$         251,266$         255,731$         260,064$         
Opening Accumulated Depreciation (8,705) (17,922) (27,184) (36,485) (45,827)
Net Assets 233,676 228,926 224,082 219,246 214,237
Opening CWIP (2,299) (2,280) (2,352) (2,034) (1,643)
Opening Rate Base Assets (excl. working capital) 231,377 226,647 221,730 217,211 212,594

Annual Capital Expenditure 4,467 4,418 4,465 4,333 19,099
Change in CWIP 20 (73) 318 391 350
Annual Depreciation Expense (9,217) (9,262) (9,302) (9,342) (9,482)

Closing Gross Assets 246,848 251,266 255,731 260,064 279,163
Closing Accumulated Depreciation (17,922) (27,184) (36,485) (45,827) (55,309)
Net Assets 228,926 224,082 219,246 214,237 223,854
Closing CWIP (2,280) (2,352) (2,034) (1,643) (1,293)
Closing Rate Base Assets (excl. working capital) 226,647 221,730 217,211 212,594 222,560

Average Fixed Assets 229,041 224,188 220,622 216,017 218,655
Add: Allowance for Working Capital 440 459 459 459 459
Less: Excluded Assets (1,226) (1,189) (1,152) (1,115) (1,078)
Rate Base 228,255$         223,458$         219,930$         215,362$         218,036$         

Regulated Return on Rate Base
Cost of Equity (Ke) 9.42% 9.42% 9.42% 9.42% 9.42%
Cost of Debt (Kd) * 6.87% 6.87% 6.87% 6.87% 6.87%
Cost of Short Term Debt 2.08% 2.08% 2.08% 2.08% 2.08%
Equity/Total Capital 40.00% 40.00% 40.00% 40.00% 40.00%
Debt/Total Capital 56.00% 56.00% 56.00% 56.00% 56.00%
Short Term Debt/Capital 4.00% 4.00% 4.00% 4.00% 4.00%
Regulatory WACC 7.70% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70%

Regulated Return on Equity 8,601$             8,420$             8,287$             8,115$             8,216$             
Regulated Return on Debt 8,976 8,788 8,649 8,469 8,575
Regulated Return on Rate Base 17,577$           17,208$           16,936$           16,584$           16,790$           

Revenue Requirement Calculation
Regulated Return on Rate Base 17,577$           17,208$           16,936$           16,584$           16,790$           
Depreciation Expense 9,180 9,225 9,265 9,305 9,445
OM&A 10,716 11,173 11,453 11,739 12,032
Municipal Taxes 243 247 253 259 266
Grossed up Income Taxes 1,776 1,983 2,149 2,263 2,289
Other Income (40) (40) (40) (40) (40)
Service Revenue Requirement 39,452$           39,795$           40,015$           40,110$           40,782$           

Regulatory Tax Schedule
Target Net Income 8,601$             8,420$             8,287$             8,115$             8,216$             
Depreciation Expense 9,180 9,225 9,265 9,305 9,445
Less: CCA (12,855) (12,146) (11,591) (11,143) (11,311)
Taxable Net Income 4,926 5,499 5,961 6,277 6,349

Income Tax Rate 26.50% 26.50% 26.50% 26.50% 26.50%
Income Taxes 1,305 1,457 1,580 1,663 1,683
Provision for Income Taxes 471 525 570 600 607
Total Income Taxes 1,776$             1,983$             2,149$             2,263$             2,289$             
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Annual Capital Expenditures

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Opening CWIP 2,299,171$     2,279,544$     2,352,407$     2,034,410$     1,642,910$     

Major Projects
Master SCADA System Replacement 885,996          -                  -                  -                  -                  
Wood Structure Replacement Program 1,390,760       2,706,320       2,089,860       1,542,200       2,961,500       
Clergue Ground Grid and Fence Modifications -                  -                  350,000          -                  -                  
Anjigami TS Refurbishment -                  -                  -                  274,000          -                  
Watson TS Refurbishment -                  -                  -                  385,000          -                  
Clergue TS Switchgear Replacement -                  -                  -                  500,000          -                  

 Hollingsworth - 44kV Limer Feeder - Add 44kV VTs -                  -                  -                  -                  281,600          
Anjigami Breaker Elevation Increase -                  -                  -                  -                  303,050          
HWY 101 TS Civil Upgrade -                  -                  -                  -                  740,080          
Protections Replacement Program -                  -                  -                  -                  486,200          
Watson TS - New 115kv T2 Breaker & Circuit Switcher -                  -                  -                  -                  1,845,906       
Watson TS - Complete Protection Upgrade -                  -                  -                  -                  1,584,660       
Anjigami TS -115 & 44 KV Protection Upgrade -                  -                  -                  -                  1,067,003       
Anjigami New CVTs 6X115 KV & 3X44 KV -                  -                  -                  -                  839,300          
Clergue TS Replace 12 kV Breaker and Switchgear -                  -                  -                  6,691,691       Clergue TS Replace 12 kV Breaker and Switchgear -                  -                  -                  6,691,691       

Annual Programs
Fleet Requirements 240,000          200,000          287,500          250,000          130,000          
Engineering 450,000          650,000          467,960          350,000          660,000          
IT Infrastructure 215,375          223,660          247,500          210,000          247,500          
Minor Fixed Assets 25,000            30,000            35,000            110,000          110,000          

Other Additions to CWIP 1,259,900       607,657          987,480          711,603          1,150,653       

Amounts Closed to Capital (4,486,658)      (4,344,774)      (4,783,297)      (4,724,302)      (19,448,708)    

Closing CWIP 2,279,544$     2,352,407$     2,034,410$     1,642,910$     1,293,345$     
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Property, Plant and Equipment - Annual

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Cost Base
Opening Cost Base 240,081,694$    244,568,352$    248,913,126$    253,696,423$    258,420,725$    
Disposal of Property, Plant and Equipment - Gross -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    
Capitalized (Assets in service out of CWIP) 4,486,658          4,344,774          4,783,297          4,724,302          19,448,708        

Closing Cost Base 244,568,352      248,913,126      253,696,423      258,420,725      277,869,433      

Add: CWIP 2,279,544          2,352,407          2,034,410          1,642,910          1,293,345          
Gross Asset Value 246,847,896      251,265,533      255,730,833      260,063,636      279,162,779      

Accumulated Depreciation
Opening Accumulated Depreciation 8,704,710          17,921,837        27,183,581        36,485,325        45,827,069        
Depreciation Expense 9,217,127          9,261,744          9,301,744          9,341,744          9,481,870          
Disposal of Property, Plant and Equipment - Accum. -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    

Closing Accumulated Depreciation 17,921,837        27,183,581        36,485,325        45,827,069        55,308,939        

Net Book Value 228,926,059      224,081,952      219,245,508      214,236,567      223,853,839      
CWIP (2,279,544)        (2,352,407)        (2,034,410)        (1,642,910)        (1,293,345)        
Net Fixed Asset Value (removal of CWIP) 226,646,515      221,729,545      217,211,098      212,593,656      222,560,494      

Construction Work in Progress (CWIP)
Opening CWIP 2,299,171          2,279,544          2,352,407          2,034,410          1,642,910          
Additions to CWIP 4,467,031          4,417,637          4,465,300          4,332,803          19,099,143        
Capitalized Interest 163,554             159,912             150,775             139,456             127,051             
Interest capitalized assumed to be in purchases (163,554)           (159,912)           (150,775)           (139,456)           (127,051)           
Transfers to Cost Base (4,486,658)        (4,344,774)        (4,783,297)        (4,724,302)        (19,448,708)      

Closing CWIP 2,279,544          2,352,407          2,034,410          1,642,910          1,293,345          

Property, plant and equipment, net 228,926,059$    224,081,952$    219,245,508$    214,236,567$    223,853,839$    
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Annual OM&A Analysis

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Operations and Administration
General Administration 1,484,068$         1,601,752$         1,641,796$         1,682,841$         1,724,912$         
Corporate Cost Allocation 469,717              484,278              496,385              508,795              521,515              
Information Technology 769,086              785,710              805,353              825,487              846,124              
Finance & Accounting 534,445              551,012              564,788              578,907              593,380              
Health, Safety & Environment 309,667              319,266              327,248              335,429              343,815              
Engineering & Asset Management 707,866              791,670              811,461              831,748              852,542              
System Control & Communications 2,023,776           2,006,648           2,056,814           2,108,235           2,160,941           
Building Costs 548,561              565,567              579,706              594,199              609,053              
Stations Operational Activities 618,371              627,230              642,911              658,984              675,459              
Lines Operational Activities 266,528              274,790              281,660              288,702              295,919              
Other Operations & Admin 112,040              115,513              118,401              121,361              124,395              

Subtotal Operations & Admin 7,844,123$         8,123,438$         8,326,524$         8,534,687$         8,748,054$         

Maintenance
Right of Way Maintenance (Forestry) 1,301,513$         1,341,860$         1,375,407$         1,409,792$         1,445,037$         
ROW Access Roads & Trails 117,471              121,113              124,141              127,244              130,425              
Regular Line Maintenance 125,387              232,374              238,184              244,138              250,242              
Regular Station Maintenance 880,901              791,283              811,066              831,342              852,126              
Other Maintenance 67,202                69,285                71,017                72,792                74,612                

Subtotal Maintenance 2,492,475$         2,555,916$         2,619,814$         2,685,309$         2,752,442$         

Insurance 257,750              265,740              272,384              279,193              286,173              

Extraordinary Expenditures 121,400              228,264              233,971              239,820              245,815              

Total OM&A 10,715,748$       11,173,358$       11,452,692$       11,739,009$       12,032,484$       

Property Taxes 243,000              246,600              252,765              259,084              265,561              

Total Operating Expenses 10,958,748$       11,419,958$       11,705,457$       11,998,093$       12,298,045$       
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Deferral Accounts Summary

Regulatory Assets: 31-Dec-11

Net 
Change 

2012 31-Dec-12

2013 
Carrying 
Charges

2013 
Account 

Disbursals
2013 

Activity 31-Dec-13

Net 
Change 

2014 31-Dec-14

Net 
Change 

2015 31-Dec-15

Net 
Change 

2016 31-Dec-16

Net 
Change 

2017 31-Dec-17
Deferred IFRS Transition Costs 276.54     9.42         285.95     2.10         (288.05)       -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Collection of Loss on Disposal of PP&E -           -           -           -              -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Deferred FIT Costs -           -           -           -              -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Deferred Development Costs 2,932.58  (2,677.36) 255.22     1.88         (257.09)       -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
OEB Cost Accessment Variance 21.45       0.31         21.76       0.16         (21.92)         -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Property Tax Variance (23.03)      (23.03)      (0.17)        23.19          -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
IFRS CGAAP 11.28       (308.77)       -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Change in Tax Legislation -           16.43       16.43       0.12         (16.55)         -              -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           
Comstock Claim* 1,792.18  166.35     1,958.52  13.17       (1,805.35)    150.00        316.35     150.00     466.35     150.00     316.35     150.00     466.35     150.00     616.35     
Total Regulatory Assets 5,022.74  (2,507.88) 2,514.86  28.54       (2,674.54)    150.00        316.35     150.00     466.35     150.00     316.35     150.00     466.35     150.00     616.35     

Regulatory Liabilities: 31-Dec-11

Net 
Change 

2012 31-Dec-12

2013 
Carrying 
Charges 

Repaid
Net Change 

2013 31-Dec-13

Net 
Change 

2014 31-Dec-14

Net 
Change 

2015 31-Dec-15

Net 
Change 

2016 31-Dec-16

Net 
Change 

2016 31-Dec-16
1 Year Liability Payback                 -                 -                 -                   - 
3 Year Liability Payback 2,193.58  (1,030.08) 1,163.50  8.55         (1,172.05)    -              -           -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               
5 Year Liability Payback 2,499.75  (581.11)    1,918.64  14.10       (1,932.75)    -              -           -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               
Total Regulatory Liabilities 4,693.33  (1,611.19) 3,082.14  22.65       (3,104.80)    -                  -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               

Net Regulatory Liabilities (Assets): ($329.41) $896.69 $567.28 ($5.88) ($430.25) ($150.00) ($316.35) ($150.00) ($466.35) ($150.00) ($316.35) ($150.00) ($466.35) ($150.00) ($616.35)

* Balance does not include carrying charges for 2013 and beyond that will be accrued to balance as there is no impact on cash
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Management Schedules
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Ratio Analysis

Actual Forecast Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Revenue 35,694,000$   37,201,000$   39,451,870$   39,795,086$   40,015,363$   40,110,158$   40,782,376$   
Other Income / (Expenses) -                      (1,739,000)      -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  
G&A Costs (9,519,000)      (9,763,000)      (10,958,748)    (11,419,958)    (11,705,457)    (11,998,093)    (12,298,045)    

EBITDA 26,175,000     25,699,000     28,493,122     28,375,129     28,309,906     28,112,066     28,484,331     
Interest Income -                      -                      40,081            40,679            40,000            40,000            40,000            
Interest Expense - Senior (7,420,000)      (7,220,000)      (7,920,000)      (7,822,618)      (7,685,537)      (7,539,258)      (7,383,166)      
Regulatory Asset Costs -                  -                  (580,254)         (150,000)         (150,000)         (150,000)         (150,000)         
Cash Taxes -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  

FFO 18,755,000     18,479,000     20,032,949     20,443,189     20,514,370     20,462,807     20,991,165     
Depreciation (7,576,000)      (8,438,000)      (9,217,127)      (9,261,744)      (9,301,744)      (9,341,744)      (9,481,870)      
Non-cash interest expense (193,000)         (173,000)         (23,252)           (35,582)           (52,184)           (71,073)           (91,131)           
Development Regulatory Expense (2,970,000)      3,253,000       -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  
Non-cash Current Taxes (1,608,000)      (1,491,000)      (1,920,027)      (2,201,881)      (2,354,802)      (2,447,554)      (2,538,071)      
Deferred Taxes & Other (1,991,000)      (140,000)         (918,761)         (730,213)         (581,515)         (459,493)         (466,542)         

Net Income 4,417,000       11,490,000     7,953,782       8,213,770       8,224,125       8,142,943       8,413,551       

Development Regulatory Expense (2,970,000)      3,253,000       -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  
Maintenance Capex -                      -                      -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  

AFFO 15,785,000     21,732,000     20,032,949     20,443,189     20,514,370     20,462,807     20,991,165     
Growth Capex (22,379,000)    (13,219,100)    (4,467,031)      (4,417,637)      (4,465,300)      (4,332,803)      (19,099,143)    
Capital Contributions 13,621,000     4,500,000       -                  -                  -                  -                  11,500,000     
Debt Amortization -                      -                      (972,950)         (2,043,282)      (2,180,364)      (2,326,642)      (2,482,735)      
Working Capital & Other 3,275,000       (210,000)         (20,781)           247,673          171,141          84,853            34,499            

Free Cash Flow to Equity 10,302,000     12,802,900     14,572,187     14,229,943     14,039,847     13,888,214     10,943,786     

Distributions Paid (6,782,000)      (9,723,000)      (12,500,000)    (12,000,000)    (12,000,000)    (11,500,000)    (9,000,000)      
Total Distributions incl. Taxes (8,684,000)      (11,331,000)    (14,420,027)    (14,201,881)    (14,354,802)    (13,947,554)    (11,538,071)    

GLPT Coverage Ratios
EBITDA / Interest 3.53                3.56                3.60                3.63                3.68                3.73                3.86                
FFO / Interest 2.53                2.56                2.53                2.61                2.67                2.71                2.84                
EBITDA / Interest & Principal 3.53                3.56                3.20                2.88                2.87                2.85                2.89                
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Ratio Analysis

Actual Forecast Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Capital Structure
Debt (LTD) 117,341,000   117,515,091   116,728,947   114,881,158   112,903,753   110,787,640   108,523,087   
Equity 101,730,000   107,385,440   102,839,222   99,052,991     95,277,116     91,920,059     102,833,609   

Total Investment 219,071,000   224,900,531   219,568,169   213,934,150   208,180,869   202,707,699   211,356,697   

Debt 53.6% 52.3% 53.2% 53.7% 54.2% 54.7% 51.3%
Equity 46.4% 47.7% 46.8% 46.3% 45.8% 45.3% 48.7%

Rate Base 207,529,800   219,166,000   228,255,012   223,458,442   219,929,733   215,361,789   218,036,487   

Reconciliation vs Approved EBITDA Return

Anticipated EBITDA Return on Rate Base
WACC per Current Rates 7.81% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70% 7.70%
Add: Taxes 0.65% 0.58% 0.78% 0.89% 0.98% 1.05% 1.05%
Add: Depreciation 3.72% 3.88% 4.02% 4.13% 4.21% 4.32% 4.33%

12.18% 12.16% 12.50% 12.72% 12.89% 13.07% 13.08%

EBITDA Return Calculation

EBITDA 26,175,000     25,699,000     28,493,122     28,375,129     28,309,906     28,112,066     28,484,331     
EBITDA Return on Rate Base 12.61% 11.73% 12.48% 12.70% 12.87% 13.05% 13.06%

Profitability Ratios

Return on Equity
Annual Net Income (before Deferred Tax) 9,378,000       10,116,000     8,872,543       8,943,983       8,805,640       8,602,436       8,880,093       
Average Equity 96,169,000     104,557,720   105,112,331   100,946,107   97,165,054     93,598,587     97,376,834     

Budgeted ROE 9.75% 9.68% 8.44% 8.86% 9.06% 9.19% 9.12%

OEB-Deemed ROE 9.66% 9.85% 9.42% 9.42% 9.42% 9.42% 9.42%

FFO Yield
Annual FFO 18,755,000     18,479,000     20,032,949     20,443,189     20,514,370     20,462,807     20,991,165     
Average Invested Capital 132,816,000   150,622,500   161,839,475   169,827,544   178,306,323   187,044,912   203,271,898   

Budgeted FFO Yield 14.12% 12.27% 12.38% 12.04% 11.51% 10.94% 10.33%

AFFO Yield
Annual AFFO 15,785,000     21,732,000     20,032,949     20,443,189     20,514,370     20,462,807     20,991,165     
Average Invested Capital 132,816,000   150,622,500   161,839,475   169,827,544   178,306,323   187,044,912   203,271,898   

Budgeted AFFO Yield 11.88% 14.43% 12.38% 12.04% 11.51% 10.94% 10.33%
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Great Lakes Power Transmission LP
Ratio Analysis

Actual Forecast Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Invested Capital Continuity

Opening Invested Capital 122,460,000   143,172,000   158,073,000   165,605,949   174,049,139   182,563,508   191,526,316   
Add: AFFO 15,785,000     21,732,000     20,032,949     20,443,189     20,514,370     20,462,807     20,991,165     
Add: Capital Contributions 13,621,000     4,500,000       -                  -                  -                  -                  11,500,000     
Less: Distributions (8,694,000)      (11,331,000)    (12,500,000)    (12,000,000)    (12,000,000)    (11,500,000)    (9,000,000)      
Ending Invested Capital 143,172,000   158,073,000   165,605,949   174,049,139   182,563,508   191,526,316   215,017,481   

CapEx Backlog

Opening CapEx Backlog 35,093,000     12,714,000     7,994,900       3,527,869       8,617,831       4,152,531       19,268,436     
Add: Projects Secured -                  8,500,000       -                  9,507,599       -                  19,448,708     -                  
Less: Growth CapEx (22,379,000)    (13,219,100)    (4,467,031)      (4,417,637)      (4,465,300)      (4,332,803)      (19,099,143)    
Less: Projects Canceled -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  -                  
Ending CapEx Backlog 12,714,000     7,994,900       3,527,869       8,617,831       4,152,531       19,268,436     169,293          

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1
Appendix 3

Page 21 of 21



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 1 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 2 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 3 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 4 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 5 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 6 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 7 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 8 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 9 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 10 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 11 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 12 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 13 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 14 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 15 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 16 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 17 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 18 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 19 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 20 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 21 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 22 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 23 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 24 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 25 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 26 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 27 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 28 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 29 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 30 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 31 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 32 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 33 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 34 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 35 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 36 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 37 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 38 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 39 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 40 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 41 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 42 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 43 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 44 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 45 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 46 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 47 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 48 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 49 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 50 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 51 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 52 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 53 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 54 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 55 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 56 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 57 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 58 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 59 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 60 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 61 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 62 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 63 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 64 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 65 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 66 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 67 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 68 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 69 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 70 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 71 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 72 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 73 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 74 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 75 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 76 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 77 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 78 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 79 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 80 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 81 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 82 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 83 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 84 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 85 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 86 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 87 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 88 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 89 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 90 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 91 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 92 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 93 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 94 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 95 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 96 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 97 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 98 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 99 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 100 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 101 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 102 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 103 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 104 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 105 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 106 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 107 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 108 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 109 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 110 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 111 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 112 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 113 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 114 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 115 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 116 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 117 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 118 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 119 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 120 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 121 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 122 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 123 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 124 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 125 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 126 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 127 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 128 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 129 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 130 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 131 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 132 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 133 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 134 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 135 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 136 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 137 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 138 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 139 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 140 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 141 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 142 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 143 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 144 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 145 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 146 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 147 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 148 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 149 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 150 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 151 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 152 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 153 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 154 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 155 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 156 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 157 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 158 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 159 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 160 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 161 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 162 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 163 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 164 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 165 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 166 of 201



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 167 of 201



ASSIGNMENT, ASSUMPTION AND RELEASE AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made as of the 12th day of March, 2008.

AMONG:

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED, a corporation
incorporated under the laws of the Province of Ontario

(hereinafter called the "Assignor")

- and-

GREAT LAKES POWER TRANSMISSION LP, a limited
partnership formed under the laws of the Province of Ontario

(hereinafter called the "Assignee")

- and-

CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY, in its capacity as trustee
for and on behalfof the bondholders (in such capacity, hereinafter
called the "Trustee")

BACKGROUND:

A.

B.

C.

The Assignor is indebted and otherwise obligated to perform certain obligations to
the Trustee and the bondholders pursuant to a deed of trust made as of March 12,
2008 between the assignor and the Trustee, as supplemented by a first supplemental
indenture dated as of March 12,2008 (collectively, the "Indenture") pursuant to
which the Assignor has issued Series 1 Senior Bonds in the aggregate principal
amount ofCdn. $120,000,000 (collectively the "Bonds").

The Assignor is party to certain ofthe Operative Documents, including certain ofthe
Security Agreements, pursuant to which the Assignor has provided certain security to
the Trustee in respect of the Assignor's obligations under the Indenture and the
Bonds (collectively, the "Obligations").

The Assignor proposes to transfer to the Assignee the Power Assets, including its
rights under the Indenture and the Operative Documents to which the Assignor is a
party, and to have the Assignee assume the Obligations and certain ofthe Assignor'
obligations pursuant to a purchase and sale agreement between the Assignor and the
Assignee dated as of December 11,2007 (the "Purchase Agreement").
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D.

- 2 -

This Agreement is intended to reflect the agreement amongst the parties hereto with
respect to such assignment and assumption.

NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the mutual obligations contained herein
and for other consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the
parties agree as follows:

1.

1.1

INTERPRETAnON

Defined Words

Words which are defined or given extended meanings in the Indenture and are not
otherwise defined herein are used in this Agreement with the same respective defined or extended
meanings. The Operative Documents, other than the Material Contracts, are hereinafter referred to
as the "Indenture Documents".

1.2 References to Agreements

Each reference in this Agreement to any agreement (including this Agreement and
any other defined term that is an agreement) shall be construed so as to include such agreement
(including any attached schedules) and each change made to it at or before the time in question.

1.3 Headings and Titles, etc.

The division of this Agreement into Articles and Sections and the insertion of
headings and titles are for convenience of reference only and shall not affect the construction or
interpretation of this Agreement. The terms "this Agreement", "hereof', "hereunder" and similar
expressions refer to this Agreement and not to any particular Article, Section, Subsection, paragraph,
subparagraph, clause or other portion of this Agreement.

1.4 Number and Gender

In this Agreement, words in the singular (including defined terms) include the plural
and vice-versa (the necessary changes being made to fit the context) and words in one gender
include all genders.

2.

contained:

ASSIGNMENT, ASSUMPTION, CONSENT AND RELEASE

As of and from the date hereof and subject to the terms and conditions herein

(a) the Assignor hereby assigns to the Assignee all of the rights ofthe Assignor under
the Indenture Documents (herein called the "Assigned Rights");

(b) the Assignee hereby assumes obligations identical to the Obligations owing by the
Assignor to the Trustee and each bondholder (herein called the "Transferred
Obligations") and agrees to be bound by the Indenture Documents to which the
Assignor and the Trustee are parties in the place and stead of the Assignor, and the

McCarthy Tetrault LLP TDO·CORP #7275755 v. 5
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- 3 -

Assignee agrees to perform and be responsible for the Transferred Obligations, as
well as all other Obligations which are now and may hereafter become due or owing
by the Assignee under the Indenture Documents to the Trustee and the bondholders,
(such Obligations together with the Transferred Obligations, the "Secured
Obligations") as ifthe Assignee were named in the Indenture Documents to which
the Assignor is party as an original party thereto in substitution for the Assignor in
respect of such Secured Obligations;

3.

(c)

(d)

(e)

the Trustee on its own behalf and on behalfof the bondholders, hereby consents to
the Assignor's assignment to the Assignee of the Power Assets and the Assigned
Rights and the Assignee's assumption of the Secured Obligations pursuant to this
Agreement and agrees to accept the Assignee as party to the Indenture Documents as
party thereto in the place and stead of the Assignor;

the Assignor hereby releases and forever discharges the Trustee and the bondholders
of and from all obligations and losses and expenses arising under, by reason of, or
otherwise in connection with the Assigned Rights and the Secured Obligations; and

except as provided in Section 3 below, the Trustee hereby releases and forever
discharges the Assignor of and from any and all obligations, covenants, liabilities,
losses and expenses arising under, by reason of, or otherwise in connection with the
Assigned Rights, the Indenture Documents and the Secured Obligations, such release
to take effect immediately after the assumption by the Assignee of the Secured
Obligations takes effect under paragraph (b) above.

TRANSFER OF SECURITY

Nothing in this Agreement is intended by the parties to, and shall not constitute, a
discharge, satisfaction, release or novation of any Lien created in favour of the Trustee under the
Security Agreements. The Assignee hereby confirms the validity and effect of the Liens created
under the Security Agreements and agrees that such Liens continue in full force and effect and bind
the Secured Assets transferred to the Assignee in accordance with the terms of the Security
Agreements, and that such Liens shall secure the Secured Obligations.

4. REGRANT OF SECURITY

To secure the payment and performance of the Secured Obligations, the Assignee
hereby mortgages, charges, assigns and grants a hypothec and security interest in all Secured Assets
in which the Assignee now or hereinafter has rights to the Trustee pursuant to the Security
Agreements, including its rights under the undertaking dated as of the date hereof provided to the
Assignee by the Assignor, to the same extent, in identical terms and subject to the same conditions as
the mortgages, charges, assignments and grants ofhypothecs and security interests contained in each
such Security Agreement, with references therein to obligations ofthe Assignor owing to the Trustee
being construed as references to the Secured Obligations owing by the Assignee to the Trustee and
the bondholders, together with such other changes thereto as may be necessary to reflect the
substitution of the Assignee for the Assignor under such Security Agreements.
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6.

(a)

(b)
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REPRESENTAnONS AND WARRANTIES

The Assignee represents and warrants to each other party hereto that this Agreement
constitutes a legal, valid and binding obligation on its part which is enforceable by
each such other party against the Assignee in accordance with its terms, subject,
however, to bankruptcy, insolvency, fraudulent conveyance and similar laws
affecting creditors' rights generally, and general principles of equity (regardless of
whether the application of such principles is considered in a proceeding in equity or
at law).

The Assignor represents and warrants to each other party hereto that this Agreement
constitutes a legal, valid and binding obligation on its part which is enforceable by
each such other party against the Assignor in accordance with its terms, subject,
however, to bankruptcy, insolvency, fraudulent conveyance and similar laws
affecting creditors' rights generally, and general principles of equity (regardless of
whether the application of such principles is considered in a proceeding in equity or
at law).

FURTHER ASSURANCES

Each of the Assignor, the Assignee and the Trustee agrees to do all acts and things
and execute all agreements, instruments and other documents as may reasonably be requested by any
other party hereto from time to time for the purposes ofgiving effect to the intent and purpose ofthis
Agreement, including, without limitation, the release ofthe Assignor contemplated hereby, provided
that in the case of the Trustee, the doing of all such acts and things shall be at the expense of the
Assignor.

7. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

There are no representations, warranties, conditions, other agreements or
acknowledgments whether direct or collateral, express or implied that form part of or affect this
Agreement other than as expressed herein.

8. INVALIDITY

Ifany provision of this Agreement is determined to be invalid or unenforceable by a
court of competent jurisdiction from which no further appeal lies or is taken, that provision shall be
deemed to be severed herefrom, and the remaining provision ofthis Agreement shall not be affected
thereby and shall remain valid and enforceable. Each of the Assignee and the Assignor, at the
request of any other party hereto, shall enter into good faith negotiations to replace any invalid or
unenforceable provision contained in this Agreement with a valid and enforceable provision which
has the commercial effect as close as possible to that ofthe invalid or unenforceable provision, to the
extent permitted by law.

9. TIME OF THE ESSENCE

Time is of the essence of each provision of this Agreement.
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10. GOVERNING LAW

- 5 -

This Agreement shall be governed by, and construed and interpreted in accordance
with, the laws in force in the Province of Ontario, including the federal laws of Canada applicable
therein (excluding any conflict oflaws rule or principle which might refer such construction to the
laws of another jurisdiction).

11. COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed in any number ofcounterparts and by the different
parties hereto in separate counterparts each ofwhich when executed and delivered shall constitute an
original but all the counterparts shall together constitute but one and the same instrument.
Transmission of an executed signature page of this Agreement by facsimile transmission or by e
mail in pdf format shall be effective as delivery of a manually executed counterpart hereof.

[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the
day and year first above written.

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED,
as Assignor

By:~3-Mf-:, _
Name: p.:t\'<\<CI~ ~

Title: \lICe. 1'ks.\Cl...,-\ c>I'<:l ~c.n::t<>l'-I

By:
""N:-a-m-e-:-------------

Title:

GREAT LAKES POWER TRANSMISSION
LP, by its General Partner
Great Lakes Power Transmission Inc.
as Assignee

BY~~,,-:--J _
Name: ~""\'(IC,. ~

Titlc: :'X.c..-ct"''l, VICe. ~CA.l 01:
L<.5~ \ S"<"v,,,-,,-,> dl'<I 6ene- <:I CO-J ~e.\

By:
""N""a-n-lc-:--------------

Title:
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CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY, as
Trustee

Ry N"~""'!Jl:l./I".L~-. '-'-'~--'-'''-'T------
Title: .. :... ,::.',""-"::1
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FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL TRUST INDENTURE

Made as of March 12, 2008

Between

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED
as issuer

and

CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY
as trustee

Supplementing the Deed of Trust

made as of March 12,2008

and

providing for the issue of

$120,000,000 aggregate principal amount of6.60% Senior Bonds
due June 16, 2023 (Series I)
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FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL TRUST INDENTURE

THIS FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL TRUST INDENTURE dated as of March 12,2008,

BETWEEN:

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED
a corporation incorporated under the laws of Ontario (the
"Company")

and

CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY
a trust company existing under the laws of Canada (the "Trustee")

RECITALS

WHEREAS the Company has entered into a deed of trust (the "Indenture" or "Trust
Indenture") with the Trustee dated as of March 12,2008 which provides for the issuance of one
or more series of Bonds of the Company by way of supplemental indentures;

AND WHEREAS pursuant to Section 3.7 of the Indenture, the Company and the Trustee
may enter into supplemental trust indentures providing for the issue of Bonds of anyone or more
series and for establishing the terms, provisions and conditions of a particular series of Bonds;

AND WHEREAS this First Supplemental Trust Indenture is entered into for the purpose
of providing for the issuance of $120,000,000 aggregate principal amount of Series I Senior
Bonds (the "Series 1 Senior Bonds") pursuant to the Indenture and establishing the terms,
provisions and conditions of the Series I Senior Bonds;

AND WHEREAS all necessary resolutions of the directors and shareholders of the
Company have been duly enacted and passed and other proceedings taken to make this First
Supplemental Trust Indenture a valid and binding indenture; and

AND WHEREAS the foregoing recitals are made as representations and statements of
fact by the Company and not by the Trustee;

NOW THEREFORE THIS FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL TRUST INDENTURE
WITNESSES and it is hereby covenanted, agreed and declared as follows:
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SECTION lINTERPRETATION

1.1 To Be Read With Deed of Trust

This First Supplemental Trust Indenture is a supplemental indenture to the Indenture.
The Indenture and this First Supplemental Trust Indenture will be read together and will have
effect as though all the provisions ofboth indentures were contained in one instrument.

1.2 Headings etc.

The division of this First Supplemental Trust Indenture into Sections and clauses, the
provision of a table of contents and the insertion ofheadings are for convenience ofreference
only and will not affect the interpretation thereof. Unless the context otherwise requires, the
expression "Section" and "Schedule" followed by a number, letter or combination of numbers
and letters refer to the specified Section of or Schedule to this First Supplemental Trust
Indenture.

1.3 Definitions

All terms which are defined in the Indenture and used but not defined in this First
Supplemental Trust Indenture have the meanings ascribed to them in the Indenture, as such
meanings may be amended or supplemented by this First Supplemental Trust Indenture. In the
event of any inconsistency between the meaning given to a term in the Indenture and the
meaning given to the same term in this First Supplemental Trust Indenture, the meaning given to
the term in this First Supplemental Trust Indenture shall prevail to the extent of the
inconsistency. Subject to the foregoing, in this First Supplemental Trust Indenture and in the
Series I Senior Bonds, the following terms have the following meanings:

(I) "Canada Yield Price" means a price for any Series I Senior Bonds to be redeemed,
calculated at 10:00 a.m. (Toronto time) on the Redemption Price Determination Date, to provide
a yield from the Redemption Date to maturity of the Series I Senior Bonds equal to the
Government of Canada Yield plus (i) 0.40% until June 16,2021, and 0.25% thereafter in the case
of Series 1 Senior Bonds redeemed pursuant to Section 2.5 hereof, and (ii) 1.75% in the case of
Series 1 Senior Bonds redeemed pursuant to Section 2.8 hereof.

(2) "Date of Conversion" means the March 12, 2008.

(3) "Government of Canada Yield" means, on any date, the then current mid-market yield to
maturity on such date expressed as a rate per annum, assuming semi-annual compounding, which
a non-callable Government of Canada Bond would yield if issued on such date in Canadian
dollars in Canada at 100% of its principal amount on such date with a remaining term to maturity
equal to the average life of the Series 1 Senior Bonds being redeemed. The Government of
Canada Yield will be determined by two Investment Dealers selected by the Company.

(4) "Indemnified Tax" means Tax under Part XIII of the Income Tax Act (Canada) (as the same
may be amended, supplemented or replaced) or any successor provisions (for instance in
accordance with Section 803 of the Regulations to the Income Tax Act (Canada» or any similar
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tax imposed by any jurisdiction into which the Company continues or re-domiciles or in which
the Company is or becomes organized resident or carries on business to the extent that the Tax is
in respect of a payment by the Company to a holder of a Series I Senior Bond who, at the time of
the payment, is a resident of the United States for purposes of the Canada-United States Income
Tax Convention (as the same may be amended, supplemented or replaced) and holds in excess of
$3,125,000 principal amount of Series I Senior Bonds, in respect of Series I Senior Bonds
acquired by such holder otherwise than by way of a transfer, after a change in law, or the
interpretation thereof, giving rise to the obligation of the Company to pay the additional amounts
or the indemnity, as the case may be, from another holder of a Series I Senior Bond that is not a
resident of the United States for purposes of the Canada-United States Income Tax Convention
(as the same may be amended, supplemented or replaced). Notwithstanding the foregoing, no
Indemnified Tax will be payable in respect of any Series I Senior Bonds in respect of which a
waiver pursuant to Section 2.8 (a)(ii) has been made.

(5) "Maturity Date" means June 16, 2023.

(6) "Original Indenture" means the deed of trust dated June 16,2003 between the Company
and CIBC Mellon Trust Company, as trustee thereunder, as supplemented by a First
Supplemental Trust Indenture dated as of June 16,2003, a Second Supplemental Trust Indenture
dated as of July 31, 2003, a Third Supplemental Trust Indenture dated as of June 30, 2006 and a
Fourth Supplemental Trust Indenture dated as of March 12, 2008.

(7) "Redemption Price" means, in respect of any Series I Senior Bond being redeemed, the
greater of the outstanding principal amount thereof to be redeemed and the Canada Yield Price
of the principal amount thereof to be redeemed, together with accrued and unpaid interest up to
but excluding the date fixed for redemption.

(8) "Redemption Price Determination Date" means the date of the determination of the
Canada Yield Price for the Series I Senior Bonds to be redeemed which will be three business
days prior to the Redemption Date following the date of the delivery of a pncing notice to the
bondholders.

(9) "Series 1 Original Senior Bonds" means the 6.60% Senior Bonds due June 16, 2023 (Series
I) created pursuant to the Original Indenture.

(10) "Series 1 Senior Bonds" has the meaning given to that term in the recitals hereto.

(II) "Series 1 Senior Bond Interest Rate" means a rate of6.60% per annum.

(12) "Taxes" means any taxes, duties, assessments, imposts, levies and other similar charges
imposed by any Governmental Authority in Canada or the United States, including all interest,
penalties, fines, additions to tax or other additional amounts imposed by any Governmental
Authority in Canada or the United States in respect thereof, and including those levied on, or
measured by, or referred to as, income, gross receipts, profits, capital, transfer, land transfer,
sales, goods and services, harmonized sales, use, value-added, excise, withholding, business,
property, occupancy, employer health, payroll, employment, health, social services, education
and social security taxes, all surtaxes, all customs duties and import and export taxes, countervail

McCarthy Tetrault UP TDO-CORP #7271868 v. 10

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 3
Schedule 1

Appendix 12
Page 179 of 201



- 4-

and anti-dumping and all employment insurance, health insurance and Canada, Quebec and other
government pension plan premiums or contributions.

SECTION 2SERIES 1 SENIOR BONDS - FORM AND TERMS

2.1 Conditions Precedent to the Creation of the Series 1 Senior Bonds

(1) The creation, issuance and execution by the Company and the certification by the Trustee of
the Series 1 Senior Bonds to be issued upon the conversion ofthe Series 1 Original Senior Bonds
will be subject to the satisfaction of each of the following conditions:

(a) The Company having delivered to the Trustee a title insurance policy (from the
same insurer and providing the same coverage and endorsements as the title
insurance policy originally delivered in respect of the Series 1 Original Senior
Bonds) insuring the priority of the Security against the Power Real Estate in an
amount equal to $120,000,000 (representing the aggregate outstanding principal
amount of the Series I Senior Bonds);

(b) Compliance by the Company with the conditions precedent set out in the
Indenture with respect to the creation, issuance and execution by the Company,
and the certification by the Trustee, of the Series 1 Senior Bonds and the
execution and delivery by the Company, the Nominee and 1228185 Ontario
Limited, of the Security Agreements;

(c) Compliance by the Company with the conditions precedent set out in the Original
Indenture and the Fourth Supplemental Trust Indenture (as referred to in the
definition of"Original Indenture") with respect to the creation, issuance and
execution by the Company, and the certification by the trustee thereunder of
$264,000,000 aggregate principal amount of Series 2 Senior Bonds and
$115,000,000 aggregate principal amount of Series 2 Subordinate Bonds pursuant
thereto;

(d) The Company having furnished to the Trustee (i) a Written Order for the
certification and delivery of Series 1 Senior Bonds having an aggregate principal
amount of $120,000,000 and (ii) a Certified Resolution authorizing the entering
into of this First Supplemental Trust Indenture and the creation, issuance and
execution ofthe Series 1 Senior Bonds in the aggregate principal amount of

.$120,000,000, having the attributes set out in this First Supplemental Trust
Indenture;

(e) Receipt by the Trustee of an Opinion of Company Counsel dated the date of such
Written Order to the effect that (i) all of the conditions precedent provided for in
Section 2.1(1) relating to the authorization, execution, certification and delivery
of the Series 1 Senior Bonds have been complied with in accordance with the
terms of this First Supplemental Trust Indenture, and (ii) the Series 1 Senior
Bonds to be issued upon the conversion of the Series 1 Original Senior Bonds
have been duly authorized and executed by the Company and, upon certification
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by the Trustee and delivery thereof by the Trustee or the Company, will be valid
and legally binding obligations of the Company and will be secured by the
Security, subject to customary qualifications and assumptions;

(f) Receipt by the Trustee of an Officers' Certificate stating that (i) all of the
conditions precedent provided for in this Section 2.1 (I) relating to the
authorization, execution, certification and delivery of the Series I Senior Bonds
have been complied with in accordance with the terms of this First Supplemental
Trust Indenture, and (ii) so far as is known to the signers, after having made due
enquiry pursuant to section 17.12 of the Indenture, no Default or Event of Default
has occurred and is continuing or will result from the making or granting of the
Written Order; and

(g) The Trustee shall have delivered a certificate signed by an authorized officer of
the Trustee to the effect that: (i) the Trustee has performed and complied with all
of its obligations under the Indenture in connection with the issuance of the Series
I Senior Bonds; and (ii) the following representations are true and correct on and
with respect to the Date of Conversion and shall survive the conversions of the
Series I Original Senior Bonds and the issuance of the Series I Senior Bonds:

(i) at the date thereof, no winding up, liquidation, dissolution, insolvency,
bankruptcy, amalgamation, reorganization or continuation proceedings
have been commenced or are being contemplated by the Trustee and the
Trustee has no knowledge of any such proceedings having been
commenced or being contemplated in respect of the Trustee by any other
person;

(ii) compliance by the Trustee with all of the provisions of the Indenture wi1l
not conflict with or result in any breach of any of the terms, conditions or
provisions of, or constitute a default under the Letters Patent of the
Trustee;

(iii) there is no conflict of interest between the Trustee's role as a trustee under
the Indenture and its role in any other capacity (including its capacity as
trustee under the Original Indenture) which would in any way affect it in
performing its duties under the Indenture; and

(iv) the Trustee has duly certified the Series I Senior Bonds in accordance
with Section 2.5 of the Indenture.

(2) Upon the issuance of the Series I Senior Bonds, the Trustee will provide to each bondholder
a copy of this First Supplemental Trust Indenture along with all other documentation referred to
in this Section 2.1.
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2.2 Creation and Designation

The initial Series I Senior Bonds shall consist of and, exclusive of the Series I Senior
Bonds issued upon any transfer of or any exchange or substitution for or by way of replacement
of any Series I Senior Bonds previously issued, be limited to, Bonds in the aggregate principal
amount not in excess of $120,000,000 to be designated as 6.60% Senior Bonds due June 16,
2023 (Series 1), to be issued upon the conversion of the Series 1 Original Senior Bonds.

2.3 Date of Issue and Maturity

The Series 1 Senior Bonds shall be dated the Date of Conversion and any Series 1 Senior Bond
issued in substitution for or upon exchange or transfer of any Series 1 Senior Bond, as provided
in Section 2.7 or 2.10 bfthe Indenture, will be dated the same date. The Series 1 Senior Bonds
will become due and payable, together with all accrued interest and unpaid interest thereon, on
the Maturity Date.

2.4 Principal and Interest

The principal amount of the Series 1 Senior Bonds will bear interest from the Date of
Conversion at a rate per annum equal to the Series 1 Senior Bond Interest Rate (and, in the case
of default, interest on all amounts overdue including overdue interest) calculated semi-annually
in arrears. 1nterest shall be payable on June 16 and December 16 in each year commencing on
June 16, 2008 and ending on the Maturity Date. Commencing on December 16,2013, payments
of principal will be paid semi-annually in accordance with the payment schedule attached hereto
as Schedule "3" such that there will be paid on the Series 1 Senior Bonds equal blended semi
annual payments of principal and interest calculated on the basis of a 25 year amortization
period. Upon any partial redemption of a Series I Senior Bond in accordance with the terms
hereof, the equal semi-annual blended payments ofprincipal and interest payable under such
Series I Senior Bonds will be recalculated by the Company to reflect such redemption and the
amount of principal payable on each payment date will be reduced proportionately. AII
payments of principal and interest due in respect of the Series 1 Senior Bonds will be paid in
Canadian Dollars.

2.5 Redemption of Series 1 Senior Bonds

(a) The Series I Senior Bonds may be redeemed, at the option of the Company in
whole at any time or in part from time to time, on not less than 30 days' and not
more than 60 days' written notice (but for greater certainty only pro rata as
among the holders of the Series 1 Senior Bonds) upon payment ofthe
Redemption Price for the Series 1 Senior Bonds to be redeemed and otherwise in
accordance with Article 5 of the 1ndenture. The written notice of redemption will
be delivered to the holders of Series I Senior Bonds and will include, in addition
to the requirements contained in Section 5.3 of the 1ndenture, a description of the
method ofcalculating the Redemption Price as well as a sample calculation. On
the date that is three business days before redemption, the Company must give to
the Trustee and the holders of Series 1 Senior Bonds so to be redeemed notice of
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the actual Redemption Price showing in reasonable detail the computation of the
Redemption Price for the Series I Senior Bonds.

(b) Upon the redemption of the Series I Senior Bonds as provided for hereunder and
in the Indenture, notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Indenture, the
holder of a Series I Senior Bond will not be obligated to surrender such Series I
Senior Bond to the Trustee or any other person except on receipt by such holder
of the Redemption Price in respect to such Series I Senior Bond. This Section
2.5{b) constitutes a home office payment agreement for the purposes of Section
2.11 of the Indenture.

2.6 Government of Canada Yield

For the purposes of the determination of the Government of Canada Yield on a given
date, the two Investment Dealers selected by the Company will confer with respect to such
determination and will jointly report to the Company, the Trustee and each of the bondholders
holding Bonds being redeemed the percentage figure they have determined for the Government
of Canada Yield or, if the determinations are not the same, the arithmetic average (rounded to 4
decimal places) ofthe respective percentages and figures determined by each and such agreed
percentage or average, as the case may be, will be the Government of Canada Yield for the
purposes hereof.

2.7 Payment on Series 1 Senior Bonds Net of Withholding Imposts

(a) All payments by the Company under any Series 1 Senior Bond, whether in respect
of principal, Make-Whole Amount (if any), interest, interest on overdue interest,
fees or any other payment obligations, will be made in full, free and clear of and
without any deduction or withholding for or on account of any present or future
Taxes or duties of whatsoever nature unless the Company is required by
Applicable Law to so deduct or withhold, in which event the Company will:

(i) forthwith pay to each holder of a Series I Senior Bond such additional
amount so that the net amount received by the holder of such Series 1
Senior Bond after any deduction or withholding for or on account of any
Indemnified Tax (including any deduction or withholding for or on
account of any Indemnified Tax on additional amounts payable under this
Section 2.7(a)(i» will equal the full amount which would have been
received by it had no such deduction or withholding for or on account of
Indemnified Tax been made, and pay to such holder of such Series I
Senior Bond such additional amounts so as to hold such bondholder
harmless on an after-Tax basis from any Taxes payable by reason of the
additional amounts payable pursuant to this Section 2.7(a)(i);

(ii) make the deduction or withholding required by Applicable Law (including
any deduction or withholding from any additional amount paid pursuant to
Section 2.7(a)(i»;
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(iii) pay to the relevant taxation or other authorities within the period for
payment permitted by Applicable Law the full amount of the deduction or
withholding (including the full amount of any deduction or withholding
from any additional amount paid pursuant to Section 2.7(a)(i)); and

(iv) furnish to each holder of such Series I Senior Bond promptly, as soon as
available, an official receipt of the relevant taxation or other authorities
involved for all amounts deducted or withheld as aforesaid.

Any reference in the Indenture (including this supplemental indenture) to
principal, Make-Whole Amount, interest, interest on overdue interest, fees or any
other payment obligation of the Company will be deemed also to refer to any
additional amounts payable pursuant to Section 2.7(a)(i).

(b) If as a result of any payment by the Company under any Series I Senior Bond,
whether in respect ofprincipal, Make-Whole Amount (if any), interest, interest on
overdue interest, fees or other payment obligations, any holder of a Series I
Senior Bond is required to pay any Indemnified Tax, then the Company will,
upon demand by any such bondholder, and whether or not such Indemnified
Taxes are correctly or legally asserted, indemnify each such bondholder for the
payment of any such Indemnified Taxes, together with any interest, penalties and
expenses in connection therewith, and for any Taxes on such indemnity payment.
All such amounts shall be payable by the Company on demand and shall bear
interest at the rate of interest per annum applicable to the Series I Senior Bonds
per annum calculated from the date incurred by the bondholder to the date paid by
the Company.

(c) If the Company is required to pay any additional amount to a holder of Series
Senior I Bonds in respect of Taxes (other than Indemnified Taxes) under Section
2.7(a), then if such holder realizes any savings of any Taxes (by way of credit
(including foreign tax credit), deduction, refund, exclusion from income or
otherwise, which Tax savings were not taken into account in calculating the
additional amount) as a result of the Taxes giving rise to the payment of any such
additional amount, then if and to the extent of any such additional amount, the
holder will, at the time it realizes such Tax savings, repay the amount of such Tax
savings to the Company, together with the amount of any Tax savings resulting
from payment under this section.

2.8 Optional Prepayment with Modified Make-Whole Amount

(a) If the Company is required to make payments to any holder ofa Series I Senior
Bond pursuant to Section 2.7(a)(i) hereof or make any indemnity payment to any
holder of a Series I Senior Bond pursuant to Section 2.7(b) hereof, and, in each
case, the Company would have been required to make such payments on the
Series I Bonds even if the transactions contemplated by Section 2.1 hereof and by
Section 2.1 ofthe Fourth Supplemental Indenture (as referred to in the definition
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of"Original Indenture") relating to the conversion of the Series 1 Original Senior
Bonds and the transfer to the Company of the Transmission Business had not
occurred, then the Company shall be entitled to redeem the Series I Senior Bonds
so affected in whole upon payment of the Redemption Price for the Series I
Senior Bonds to be redeemed, provided that:

(i) the Company's right to redeem under this Section 2.8(a) will terminate if
the Company has not given notice of redemption under Section 2.8(b) on
or before the later of (A) 9 months after the date that the Company is first
called upon by any holder of a Series 1 Senior Bond to honour its payment
or indemnity obligations under Section 2.7(a)(i) or (b), respectively, or
(B) 9 months after the date that any legislation requiring the Company to
make any deduction or withholding under Section 2.7(a)(i) hereof, or
requiring any holder of a Series I Senior Bond to pay any Indemnified
Tax as contemplated in Section 2.7(b) hereof, comes into force; and

(ii) the Company shall not be entitled to redeem under this Section 2.8(a) any
Series I Senior Bond in respect of which the holder of such Bond thereof
has, within 10 business days ofreceipt of a redemption notice made in
accordance with Section 2.8(b), waived in writing the future obligations of
the Company under Section 2.7(a)(i) or (b) hereof in respect to such
deduction or withholding or indemnity for Taxes (without prejudice to
accrued obligations thereunder).

(b) The Company will give each holder of a Series I Senior Bond whose Series 1
Senior Bonds it has elected to redeem pursuant to Section 2.8(a) irrevocable
written notice of any redemption pursuant to Section 2.8(a) not less than 10
business days nor more than 60 business days prior to the Redemption- Date,
specifying (i) the Series 1 Senior Bonds to be prepaid, (ii) the Redemption Date
(which shall be a business day), (iii) the total principal amount of the Series 1
Senior Bonds, and of the Series 1 Senior Bonds held by such holder, to be
redeemed on such date, and (iv) stating that such redemption is to be made
pursuant to Section 2.8(a). Notice of redemption having been given as aforesaid,
the applicable Redemption Price, shall become due and payable on such
Redemption Date.

2.9 Form of Series 1 Senior Bonds

(a) The Series I Senior Bonds will be substantially in the form set out in Schedule
"1" hereto and shall bear such distinguishing letters and numbers as the Trustee
shall approve.

(b) The Trustee understands and acknowledges that the Series I Senior Bonds have
not been and will not be registered under the United States Securities Act of 1933,
as amended (the "u .S. Securities Act"). Each Series I Senior Bond originally
issued in the United States or to a U.S. Person will be represented by a definitive
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certificate in the fonn set out in Schedule "2" hereto which definitive certificate,
and each Series I Senior Bond certificate issued in exchange therefor or in
substitution thereof, shall bear the following legend:

"THE SECURITIES REPRESENTED HEREBY HAVE NOT BEEN
REGISTERED UNDER THE UNITED STATES SECURITIES ACT OF 1933,
AS AMENDED (THE "SECURITIES ACT") OR STATE SECURITIES LAWS.
THE HOLDER HEREOF, BY PURCHASING SUCH SECURITIES,
UNDERSTANDS AND ACKNOWLEDGES FOR THE BENEFIT OF GREAT
LAKES POWER LIMITED (THE "COMPANY") THAT SUCH SECURITIES
MAY BE OFFERED, SOLD OR OTHERWISE TRANSFERRED ONLY (A) TO
THE COMPANY, (B) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES IN ACCORDANCE
WITH RULE 904 OF REGULATION S UNDER THE SECURITIES ACT, (C)
PURSUANT TO THE EXEMPTION FROM REGISTRATION UNDER THE
SECURITIES ACT PROVIDED BY RULE 144 OR RULE 144A
THEREUNDER OR (D) PURSUANT TO ANOTHER EXEMPTION FROM
REGISTRATION, PROVIDED THAT IN THE CASE OF A TRANSFER
PURSUANT TO (C) OR (D) ABOVE, A LEGAL OPINION SATISFACTORY
TO THE COMPANY MUST FIRST BE PROVIDED.

A NEW CERTIFICATE BEARING NO LEGEND, MAY BE OBTAINED
FROM CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY UPON DELIVERY OF THIS
CERTIFICATE AND A DULY EXECUTED DECLARATION, IN A FORM
SATISFACTORY TO CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY AND THE
COMPANY, TO THE EFFECT THAT THE SALE OF THE SECURITIES
REPRESENTED HEREBY IS BEING MADE IN COMPLIANCE WITH RULE
904 OF REGULATION S UNDER THE SECURITIES ACT";

If any Series I Senior Bonds are being sold or transferred outside the United States in
compliance with the requirements of Rule 904 of Regulation S under the U.S. Securities Act, the
legend may be removed by providing a declaration to the Trustee to the following effect (or as
the Company may prescribe from time to time),

"The undersigned (A) acknowledges that the sale of the securities to which this
declaration relates is being made in reliance upon Rule 904 of Regulation Sunder
the United States Securities Act of 1933, as amended (the "U.S. Securities Act"),
and (B) certifies that (I) it is not an "affiliate" (as defined in Rule 405 under the
U.S. Securities Act) of Great Lakes Power Limited, (2) the offer of such securities
was not made to a person in the United States and either (a) at the time the buy
order was originated, the buyer was outside the United States, or the seller and
any person acting on its behalf reasonably believe that the buyer was outside the
United States or (b) the transaction was executed on or through the facilities of the
Toronto Stock Exchange and neither the seller nor any person on its behalf knows
that the transaction has been prearranged with a buyer in the United States, (3)
neither the seller nor any person acting on its behalf has engaged or will engage in
any directed selling efforts in connection with the offer and sale of such securities,
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(4) the sale is bona fide and not for the purpose of"washing off' the resale
restrictions imposed because the securities are "restricted securities" (as that term
is defined in Rule 144(a)(3) under the U.S. Securities Act), (5) the seller does not
intend to replace the securities sold in reliance on Rule 904 of Regulation S with
fungible unrestricted securities, and (6) the contemplated sale is not a transaction,
or part of a series of transactions which, although in technical compliance with
Regulation S, is part of a plan or scheme to evade the registration provisions of
the U.S Securities Act. Terms used herein have the meaning given to them by
Regulation S."

If any Series I Senior Bonds are being sold or transferred pursuant to Rule 144 of the U.S.
.Securities Act, the legend may be removed by delivery to the Trustee of a written opinion of
Counsel reasonably satisfactory to the Company to the effect that such legend is no longer
required under applicable requirements of the U.S. Securities Act or state securities laws.

Prior to the issuance of Series I Senior Bonds, the Company will notify the
Trustee, in writing, concerning which Series I Senior Bonds are to be certificated and are to bear
the legend described above. The Trustee will thereafter maintain a list of all registered holders
from time to time oflegended Series I Senior Bonds.

2.10 Signatures on Series 1 Senior Bonds

The Series I Senior Bonds will be signed in accordance with the provisions of Section
2.4 of the Trust Indenture.

2.11 Certification

The certificate of the Trustee on any Series I Senior Bond will not be construed as a
representation or warranty by the Trustee as to the validity of this First Supplemental Trust
Indenture or of the Series I Senior Bonds (except the due certification thereof and any other
warranties implied by law) and the Trustee wiIl in no respect be liable or answerable for the use
made of the Series I Senior Bonds or any of them or the proceeds thereof.

SECTION 3- MISCELLANEOUS

3.1 Acceptance of Trust

The Trustee accepts the trusts in this First Supplemental Trust Indenture and agrees to carry out
and discharge the same upon the terms and conditions set out in this First Supplemental Trust
Indenture and in accordance with the Indenture.

3.2 Confirmation of Trust Indenture

The Trust Indenture as amended and supplemented by this First Supplemental Trust Indenture is
in all respects confirmed.
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3.3 Indemnification of the Trustee

The Company indemnifies and saves harmless the Trustee and its officers, directors,
employees and agents from and against any and all liabilities, losses, costs, claims, actions or
demands whatsoever brought against the Trustee which it may suffer or incur as a result of or
arising out of the performance of its duties and obligations under this First Supplemental Trust
Indenture, including any and all legal fees and disbursements of whatever kind or nature, save
only in the event of the negligent action, the negligent failure to act, or the wilful misconduct or
bad faith of the Trustee. It is understood and agreed that this indemnification shall survive the
termination or discharge of this First Supplemental Trust Indenture or resignation or removal of
the Trustee. The Company hereby constitutes the Trustee as a trustee for the Trustee's officers,
directors, employees and agents for the purposes of obtaining the benefit of this Section 3.3.

3.4 Counterparts

This First Supplemental Trust Indenture may be executed in counterparts, each of which so
executed will be deemed to be original and such counterparts together will constitute one and the
same instrument.

[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this First Supplemental Trost
IndentW'e under the hands of their proper signatories in that behalf:

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED

BY:~~
Name: a nCla BOOd
Title: Vice-President and Secretary

By: --------------Name:
Title:
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N TRUST COMPANY

~
EUGENIA PE -'::~---.J

ACCOUNT MANAGER

By:
'--_~J:!...2....z:::s ..........~~ _

By:

~~'T
\S& 'l" '

v ~ i...._.l
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Schedule 1 - FORM OF SERIES 1 SENIOR BOND

No. SI-OOI

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED
(Incorporated under the laws of Ontario)

6.60% SENIOR BONDS DUE JUNE 16,2023 (SERIES 1)

Issue Date., 2008

Maturity Date June 16, 2023

Interest Rate Per Annum 6.60%

Interest Payment Dates June 16 and December 16 in each year

Initial Interest Payment Date June 16, 2008

Principal Payment Dates June 16 and December 16 in each year commencing December 16,
2013 based on a 25 year amortization period

Principal Amount $.

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED (the "Company") for value received hereby
promises to pay to [name ofbondholder/ the registered holder] hereof on June 16, 2023 (the
"Maturity Date"), or on such earlier date as the Principal Amount (or a portion thereof) may
become due in accordance with the provisions of the Trust Indenture (as defined below), this
6.60% Senior Bond due June 16, 2023 (Series I) (the "Series 1 Senior Bond"), the Principal
Amount in lawful money of Canada at the office of the Trustee (as defined below) at 320 Bay
Street, Toronto, Ontario, and to pay (i) during the period from the Issue Date until and including
June 16,2013, semi-annual payments of interest only on the Principal Amount outstanding at the
Interest Rate Per Annum; and (ii) during the period from June 16, 2013 until and including the
Maturity Date, equal blended semi-annual payments of principal and interest on the Principal
Amount outstanding at the Interest Rate Per Annum, such amount to be calculated on the basis of
a 25 year amortization period, at the address of the registered holder hereof appearing on the
register of Series I. Senior Bonds maintained by or at the direction of the Trustee (the
"Register"). The remaining outstanding principal hereof will be due and payable on the
Maturity Date. Interest will be payable semi-annually in arrears with the first such payment to
be payable on the Initial Interest Payment Date, and if the Company at any time defaults in the
payment of any principal or interest, to pay interest on the amount in default at the same rate, in
like money, on demand, at the address of the registered holder hereof appearing on the Register.
The Company will, at the request of the registered holder hereof, on the date on which principal
and interest becomes due (or if such date is not a business day, the first business day prect<ding
such day), (i) forward or cause to be forwarded by prepaid post to the address ofthe registered
holder, or, in the case ofjoint holders, to one of such joint holders, one or more cheques (drawn
on a Canadian chartered bank) for such principal or interest (less any tax required to be deducted
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or withheld plus any gross up required to be paid pursuant to any supplemental indenture)
payable to the order of such holder or holders or, (ii) effect a wire transfer to the holder or, in the
case ofjoint holders, to one of such joint holders, based on the wire transfer instructions
provided by any such holder to the Company in the amount of such principal or interest (less any
tax required to be deducted or withheld plus any gross up required to be paid pursuant to any
supplemental indenture), in each case in immediately available funds for receipt not later than
12:00 (noon) Toronto time on the date such payment is due.

This Series 1 Senior Bond is one of an authorized issue ofbonds designated as 6.60%
Senior Bonds due June 16, 2023 (Series 1) and forming the series ofbonds created and issued
under a first supplemental trust indenture made as of March 12, 2008 (the "First Supplemental
Trust Indenture") to a deed oftrust (the "Indenture") made as of March 12, 2008, between the
Company and ClBC Mellon Trust Company (the "Trustee"), as Trustee (the First Supplemental
Trust Indenture and the Indenture collectively referred to herein as the "Trust Indenture"). The
Trust Indenture specifies the terms and conditions upon which the Series 1 Senior Bonds are
created and issued or may be created, issued and held and the rights of the registered holders of
the Series 1 Senior Bonds, the Company and the Trustee, all of which terms and conditions are
incorporated by reference in this Series 1 Senior Bond and to each of which the registered holder
of this Series I Senior Bond, by acceptance hereof, agrees. Capitalized terms used but not
defined herein shall have the meanings specified in the Trust Indenture.

The aggregate principal amount of Series 1 Senior Bonds that may be created and issued
under the Trust Indenture is limited to $120,000,000 in lawful money of Canada.

The Series 1 Senior Bonds are direct secured obligations of the Company and will rank
equally with each other and with all other Senior Bonds ofevery other series from time to time
issued and outstanding pursuant to the Trust Indenture.

This Series 1 Senior Bond is redeemable, at the option ofthe Company, provided that no
Default or Event of Default is continuing, in whole at any time or in part from time to time,
subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Trust Indenture, at a price equal to the
Redemption Price (as defined in the First Supplemental Trust Indenture).

At any time when the Company is not in default under the Trust Indenture, the Company
may, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Trust Indenture, purchase Series I Senior
Bonds in the open market, by tender or by private contract, at any price. Series 1 Senior Bonds
purchased by the Company will be cancelled and not reissued.

The Principal Amount may become or be declared due before the Maturity Date on the
conditions, in the manner, with the effect and at the times set forth in the Trust Indenture.

The Trust Indenture contains provisions for the holding of meetings of registered holders
of Bonds issued by the Company pursuant to the Trust Indenture and the making of resolutions at
such meetings and the creation of instruments in writing signed by the registered holders of a
specified majority of Bonds issued and outstanding pursuant to the Trust Indenture. Such
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resolutions and instruments will be binding on and may affect the rights and entitlements of all
holders of Bonds issued by the Company pursuant to the Trust Indenture, subject to the
provisions of the Trust Indenture.

This Series I Senior Bond may be transferred only upon compliance with the conditions
prescribed in the Trust Indenture and upon compliance with such reasonable requirements as the
Trustee or other registrar may prescribe, and such transfer will be duly noted hereon by the
Trustee or other registrar.

Recourse against the Company in respect to its obligations under this Series I Senior
Bond is limited as provided for in the Trust Indenture.

This Series I Senior Bond will not become obligatory for any purpose until it shall have
been certified by the manual signature of the Trustee in accordance with the Trust Indenture.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED has caused this Series I
Senior Bond to be signed by its duly authorized signing officers.

GREAT LAKES POWER LIlVIITED

By: ------------
Name:
Title:

By: ------------
Name:
Title:
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(FORM OF TRUSTEE'S CERTIFICATE)

TRUSTEE'S CERTIFICATE

This Bond is one of the Series I Senior Bonds referred to in the Trust Indenture referred
to above.

CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY, Trustee

By:
Authorized Signatory

(FORM OF REGISTRATION PANEL)

(NO WRITING HEREON EXCEPT BY THE TRUSTEE OR OTHER REGISTRAR)

DATE OF REGISTRATION IN WHOSE NAME SIGNATURE OF TRUSTEE
REGISTERED OR OTHER REGISTRAR
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Schedule 2 - U.S. FORM OF DEFINITIVE SERIES 1 SENIOR BOND

THE SECURITIES REPRESENTED HEREBY HA VE NOT BEEN REGISTERED
UNDER THE UNITED STATES SECURITIES ACT OF 1933, AS AMENDED (THE
"SECURITIES ACT'? OR STATE SECURITIES LAWS. THE HOLDER HEREOF, BY
PURCHASING SUCH SECURITIES, UNDERSTANDS AND ACKNOWLEDGES FOR THE
BENEFIT OF GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED (THE "COMPANY'? THAT SUCH
SECURITIES MAY BE OFFERED, SOLD OR OTHERWISE TRANSFERRED ONLY (A) TO
COMPANY, (B) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES INACCORDANCE WITH RULE 904 OF
REGULATION S UNDER THE U.S. SECURITIES ACT, (C) PURSUANT TO THE
EXEMPTION FROM REGISTRATION UNDER THE SECURITIES ACT PROVIDED BY
RULE 144 OR RULE I44A THEREUNDER OR (D) PURSUANT TO ANOTHER
EXEMPTION FROM REGISTRATION, PROVIDED THAT IN THE CASE OF A TRANSFER
PURSUANT TO (C) OR (D) ABOVE, A LEGAL OPINION SATISFACTORY TO THE
COMPANY MUST FIRST BE PROVIDED.

A NEW CERTIFICATE BEARING NO LEGEND, MAY BE OBTAINED FROM CIBC
MELLON TRUST COMPANY UPON DELIVERY OF THIS CERTIFICATE AND A DULY
EXECUTED DECLARATION, INA FORM SATISFACTORY TO CIBC MELLON TRUST
COMPANY AND THE COMPANY, TO THE EFFECT THAT THE SALE OF THE
SECURITIES REPRESENTED HEREBY IS BEING MADE IN COMPLIANCE WITH RULE
904 OF REGULATION S UNDER THE SECURITIES ACT.

No. SI-OOI

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED
(Incorporated under the laws of Ontario)

6.60% SENIOR BONDS DUE JUNE 16, 2023 (SERIES 1)

Issue Date ., 2008

Maturity Date June 16, 2023

Interest Rate Per Annum 6.60%

Interest Payment Dates June 16 and December 16 in each year

Initial Interest Payment Date June 16, 2008

Principal Payment Dates June 16 and December 16 in each year commencing December 16, 2013
based on a 25 year amortization period

Principal Amount $.

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED (the "Company") for value received hereby
promises to pay to [name ofbondholder/ the registered holder] hereof on June 16, 2023 (the
"Maturity Date'~, or on such earlier date as the Principal Amount (or a portion thereof) may
become due in accordance with the provisions of the Trust Indenture (as defined below), this
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6.60% Senior Bond due June 16, 2023 (Series 1) (the "Series 1 Senior Bond'), the Principal
Amount in lawful money of Canada at the office of the Trustee (as defined below) at 320 Bay
Street, Toronto, Ontario, and to pay (i) during the period from the Issue Date until and including
June 16,2013, semi-annual payments of interest only on the Principal Amount outstanding at the
Interest Rate Per Annum; and (ii) during the period from June 16, 2013 until and including the
Maturity Date, equal blended semi-annual payments ofprincipal and interest on the Principal
Amount outstanding at the Interest Rate Per Annum, such amount to be calculated on the basis of a
25 year amortization period, at the address of the registered holder hereof appearing on the register
of Series I Senior Bonds maintained by or at the direction of the Trustee (the "Register"). The
remaining outstanding principal hereof wiIl be due and payable on the Maturity Date. Interest shall
be payable semi-annually in arrears with the first such payment to be payable on the Initial Interest
Payment Date, and if the Company at any time defaults in the payment ofany principal or interest,
to pay interest on the amount in default at the same rate, in like money, on demand, at the address
of the registered holder hereof appearing on the Register. The Company shall, at the request of the
registered holder hereof, on the date on which principal and interest becomes due (or if such date is
not a business day, the first business day preceding such day), (i) forward or cause to be forwarded
by prepaid post to the address of the registered holder, or, in the case ofjoint holders, to one of
such joint holders, one or more cheques (drawn on a Canadian chartered bank) for such principal or
interest (less any tax required to be deducted or withheld plus any gross up required to be paid
pursuant to any supplemental indenture) payable to the order of such holder or holders or, (ii) effect
a wire transfer to the holder or, in the case ofjoint holders, to one of such joint holders, based on
the wire transfer instructions provided by any such holder to the Company in the amount of such
principal or interest (less any tax required to be deducted or withheld plus any gross up required to
be paid pursuant to any supplemental indenture), in each case in immediately available funds for
receipt not later than 12:00 (noon) Toronto time on the date such payment is due.

This Series I Senior Bond is one of an authorized issue ofbonds designated as 6.60%
Senior Bonds due June 16, 2023 (Series 1) and forming the series ofbonds created and issued
under a first supplemental trust indenture made as of March 12, 2008 (the "First Supplemental
Trust Indenture") to a deed of trust (the "Indenture") made as of March 12,2008, between the
Company and ClBC Mellon Trust Company (the "Trustee"), as Trustee (the First Supplemental
Trust Indenture and the Indenture collectively referred to herein as the "Trust Indenture"). The
Trust Indenture specifies the terms and conditions upon which the Series 1 Senior Bonds are
created and issued or may be created, issued and held and the rights of the registered holders of the
Series 1 Senior Bonds, the Company and the Trustee, all of which terms and conditions are
incorporated by reference in this Series 1 Senior Bond and to each of which the registered holder of
this Series 1 Senior Bond, by acceptance hereof, agrees. Capitalized terms used but not defined
herein have the meanings specified in the Trust Indenture.

The aggregate principal amount of Series 1 Senior Bonds that may be created and issued
under the Trust Indenture is limited to $120,000,000 in lawful money of Canada.

The Series 1 Senior Bonds are direct secured obligations of the Company and will rank
equally with each other and with all other Senior Bonds ofevery other series from time to time
issued and outstanding pursuant to the Trust Indenture.
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This Series 1 Senior Bond is redeemable, at the option of the Company, provided that no
Default or Event of Default is continuing, in whole at any time or in part from time to time, subject
to the terms and conditions set forth in the Trust Indenture, at a price equal to the Redemption Price
(as defined in the First Supplemental Trust Indenture).

At any time when the Company is not in default under the Trust Indenture, the Company
may, subjeCt to the terms and conditions set forth in the Trust Indenture, purchase Series 1 Senior
Bonds in the open market, by tender or by private contract, at any price. Series 1 Senior Bonds
purchased by the Company shall be cancelled and not reissued.

The Principal Amount may become or be declared due before the Maturity Date on the
conditions, in the manner, with the effect and at the times set forth in the Trust Indenture.

The Trust Indenture contains provisions for the holding of meetings of registered holders of
Bonds issued by the Company pursuant to the Trust Indenture and the making of resolutions at
such meetings and the creation ofinstruments in writing signed by the registered holders of a
specified majority of Bonds issued and outstanding pursuant to the Trust Indenture. Such
resolutions and instruments will be binding on and may affect the rights and entitlements of all
holders of Series 1 Senior Bonds issued by the Company pursuant to the Trust Indenture, subject to
the provisions of the Trust Indenture.

This Series 1 Senior Bond may be transferred only upon compliance with the conditions
prescribed in the Trust Indenture, and upon compliance with such reasonable requirements as the
Trustee or other registrar may prescribe, and such transfer will be duly noted hereon by the Trustee
or other registrar.

Recourse against the Company in respect to its obligations under this Series 1 Senior Bond
is limited as provided for in the Trust Indenture.

This Series 1 Senior Bond shall not become obligatory for any purpose until it shall have
been certified by the manual signature of the Trustee in accordance with the Trust Indenture.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED has caused this Series 1

Senior Bond to be signed by its duly authorized signing officers.

GREAT LAKES POWER LIMITED

By: --------------
Name:
Title:

By: --------------
Name:

Title:
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(FORM OF TRUSTEE'S CERTIFICATE)

TRUSTEE'S CERTIFICATE

This Bond is one of the Series I Senior Bonds referred to in the Trust Indenture referred to

above.

CIBC MELLON TRUST COMPANY, Trustee

By:
Authorized Signatory

(FORNI OF REGISTRATION PANEL)

(NO WRITING HEREON EXCEPT BY THE TRUSTEE OR OTHER REGISTRAR)

DATE OF REGISTRATION IN WHOSE NAME
REGISTERED
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Schedule 3 - REPAYMENT SCHEDULE

See attached.
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GLPT’s Responses to VECC’s IR’s in EB-2012-03008
9

10
11
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Interrogatory 11

Reference: Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 1, page 3, and footnote12

Preamble: The referenced page states that “GLPT then used the 2012 OM&A re-3
allocation as the baseline for its 2013 and 2014 budgets. GLPT applied to4
this baseline an inflation factor of 3.1%, which is based on the rate used in5
GLPT’s collective agreement (attached at Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 3,6
Appendix B) and equal to the percentage change in all-items CPI for7
Ontario1 for the twelve months ending December 31, 2011.”8

Questions9

a) Please confirm that the Statistics Canada table referenced in the footnote10
shows that the All-items Ontario CPI was 110.8 in 2007 and 120.1 in 2011.11

Response12

Confirmed.13

b) Please confirm that an increase from 110.8 in 2007 to 120.1 in 2011 would14
occur if the annual increase in the CPI were 2.035% in each year (i.e.,15
compounded).16

Response17

Confirmed.18

c) Please confirm that the year-over-year increase of 3.1% in 2011 over 201019
shown in the Statistics Canada table is the highest year-over-year percentage20
increase for the period 2007-2011 inclusive.21

Response22

Confirmed.23

d) Please explain why the Ontario CPI for All-items is an appropriate basis on24
which to project cost escalation for a transmission utility.25

Response26

As noted on page 2 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2 of GLPT’s Application, and27
as further clarified in GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a), over28
95% of GLPT’s OM&A expenditures occur because of third party contracts,29
materials and supplies as well as internal labour, all of which are subject to either30
inflation or wage and benefit changes.31
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Therefore, as described in Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, GLPT’s approach to1
budgeting its 2013 and 2014 OM&A was to establish a baseline cost and2
subsequently apply an inflation factor to the entire OM&A budget, since over3
95% of the costs are subject to inflationary increases.4

GLPT elected to use the Ontario CPI for all-items as the inflation factor as it is the5
rate that is used in the collective agreement. GLPT believes the collective6
agreement rate is an appropriate rate, as a significant portion of its costs are7
driven by labour and benefits (both union and non-union).8

e) Please provide the percentages of GLPT’s 2013 and GLPT’s 2014 total9
OM&A costs that will be escalated under the provisions of the collective10
agreement.11

Response12

13

14
15

f) Please provide the % increases allowed for 2013 and 2014 under the16
collective agreement.17

Response18

Please refer to GLPT’s response to SEC Interrogatory 11.19

g) Please explain why the other components of OM&A – i.e., the OM&A costs20
not subject to escalation under the collective agreement – for example21
materials, services provided to GLPT that are not covered by the collective22
agreement, supplies, third-party contracts, etc., are expected to escalate at23
the rate of 3.1%.24

Response25

As noted in the response to part (d) of this question, and the response to Energy26
Probe interrogatory 1(a), GLPT’s approach to budgeting its 2013 and 201427
OM&A was to establish a baseline cost and subsequently apply an inflation factor28

2013 Test

Year

2014 Test

Year

$2,784.7 $2,992.2

$10,715.7 $11,173.4

26.0% 26.8%

Union OM&A

% of Total OM&A under

Provisions of Collective Agreement

Total OM&A
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to the entire OM&A budget, since over 95% of the costs are subject to1
inflationary increases. GLPT elected to use the Ontario CPI for all-items as the2
inflation factor as it is the rate that is used in the collective agreement. GLPT3
believes the collective agreement rate is an appropriate proxy for the correct4
inflation rate, as a significant portion of its costs are driven by labour and benefits.5

h) With respect to any and all existing contracts with third parties that will be6
in effect for 2013 or 2014, please provide a list of all such contracts, identify7
which ones have an inflationary adjustment, and provide details of the8
inflationary adjustment.9

Response10

Please see GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a).11
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Interrogatory 21

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, pages 4-6 and page 142

Questions3

a) Please provide an update with respect to the Algoma Lines Wood Structures4
Replacements Project and include the actual amount spent in 2012 on a year-5
to-date basis.6

Response7

The project is complete for 2012, and the actual amount spent and capitalized in8
2012 was $1,345,400.9

b) Please explain why GLPT did not foresee the need to start this project in10
2012 at its last revenue requirement filing.11

Response12

GLPTs plan was to implement a structure replacement program in 2013. After13
assessment of the structures in 2009, GLPT did not believe at the time of filing14
the rate application EB-2010-0291 that the structures needed replacement within15
the 2011/12 test years. Upon commencement of the Third Line Redevelopment16
project, further visual assessment was performed resulting in a decision to replace17
additional structures due to concerns with structural integrity of the existing poles.18
For further detail, see GLPT’s response to SEC interrogatory 6.19
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Interrogatory 31

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 4, Schedule 1, page 2, Tables 2-4-1 B and 2-4-1 C2

a) Please provide the corresponding working capital calculation summary3
tables underpinning the previous application for 2011 and 2012 and provide4
a rationale for any significant changes in the current application.5

Response6

7

8
9

10
11

There is no change in methodology used in calculating the working capital12
requirements – GLPT simply updated the input information to reflect budgeted13
2013 and 2014 figures.14

The most significant numerical change in the tables is the GST/HST working15
capital. The difference is a result of the decrease in the level of investment in16
2013 and 2014, which is largely attributable to completion of the Third Line TS17
115 kV Redevelopment Project.18

Description

2011

Amounts

$s

Revenue Lag

Time

Days

Expense

Lead Time

Days

Net Lag

Days

Working

Capital Factor

Working Capital

Requirements

$s

(Less)

GST/HST

Net Working

Capital

Requirements

$s

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) (I)

Payroll and Benefits 5,931,713 35.84 15.94 19.90 5.45% 323,371

Rents and Leases 661,273 35.84 45.35 (9.51) -2.61% (17,237)

Office Supplies 174,993 35.84 20.98 14.86 4.07% 7,124

Outside Services 2,079,309 35.84 32.42 3.42 0.94% 19,458

Property Insurance 216,788 35.84 (156.17) 192.01 52.61% 114,042

Regulatory Expenses 160,925 35.84 (70.67) 106.50 29.18% 46,957

Property Taxes 264,655 35.84 (107.41) 143.25 39.25% 103,866

Total 9,489,655 35.84 597,581 (226,448) 371,133

Description

2012

Amounts

$s

Revenue Lag

Time

Days

Expense

Lead Time

Days

Net Lag

Days

Working

Capital Factor

Working Capital

Requirements

$s

(Less)

GST/HST

Net Working

Capital

Requirements

$s

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) (I)

Payroll and Benefits 6,080,006 35.84 15.94 19.90 5.44% 330,550

Rents and Leases 677,804 35.84 45.35 (9.51) -2.60% (17,619)

Office Supplies 179,368 35.84 20.98 14.86 4.06% 7,283

Outside Services 2,131,292 35.84 32.42 3.42 0.93% 19,890

Property Insurance 222,207 35.84 (156.17) 192.01 52.46% 116,573

Regulatory Expenses 164,948 35.84 (70.67) 106.50 29.10% 47,999

Property Taxes 271,271 35.84 (107.41) 143.25 39.14% 106,172

Total 9,726,896 35.84 610,847 (347,048) 263,799
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Interrogatory 41

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 2, page 1, Table 2-1-2 A – Capital2
Expenditures3

Questions4

a) Is the actual 2012 capital expenditure on track with the 2012 forecast at this5
point?6

Response7

Yes.8

b) Please provide the most recent, available 2012 year-to-date actual capital9
expenditures along with the actual 2011 capital expenditures over the same10
period in 2011. For example, if the most recent, available actual 2012 capital11
expenditures are for the period January-July 2012, please provide the actual12
2011 January-July capital expenditures.13

Response14

GLPT’s Capital Expenditures are $8.0M year-to-date at August 31, 2012.15
GLPT’s Capital Expenditures were $9.1M for year-to-date at August 31, 2011.16
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Interrogatory 51

Reference: Exhibit 3, Tab 1, Schedule 2, page 1, Table 3-1-2 A – Summary of Other2
Income3

Questions4

a) Please provide separately the 2012 actual year-to-date Revenues from5
Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc., and the Expenses of Merchandising, Jobbing,6
Etc.7

Response8

9

10
11

b) Please provide separately the 2011 actual year-to-date Revenues from12
Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc., and the Expenses of Merchandising, Jobbing,13
Etc. corresponding to the same period in 2011 as was used for 2012 in the14
previous part a).15

($000's)

USofA Description

2012 YTD

Aug 31

4210 Net Rent from Electric Property (13.8)

4325 Revenues from Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc. (80.0)

4330 Expenses of Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc. 80.4

4355 Gain on Disposition of Utility and Other Property -

4360 Loss on Disposition of Utility and Other Property -

4405 Interest and Dividend Income -

Carrying charges -

Interest on bank balance (14.0)
Total Other Income ($27.4)
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Response1
2

3
4
5

($000's)

USofA Description

2011 YTD

Aug 31

4210 Net Rent from Electric Property (13.8)

4325 Revenues from Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc. (110.0)

4330 Expenses of Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc. 95.9

4355 Gain on Disposition of Utility and Other Property -

4360 Loss on Disposition of Utility and Other Property -

4405 Interest and Dividend Income -

Carrying charges -

Interest on bank balance (19.6)

Total Other Income ($47.5)
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Interrogatory 61

Reference: Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 42

Questions3

a) Please provide the most recent, available 2012 year-to-date actual OM&A4
expenses along with the actual 2011 OM&A spent over the same period in5
2011. For example, if the most recent, available actual 2012 OM&A is for6
the period January-July 2012, please provide the actual 2011 January-July7
OM&A.8

Response9

10

11
12

b) Please provide the most recent, available 2012 year-to-date actual Revenue13
from Other Sources along with the actual 2011 Revenue from Other Sources14
over the same period in 2011. For example, if the most recent, available15
actual 2012 Revenue from Other Sources is for the period January-July16
2012, please provide the actual 2011 January-July Revenue from Other17
Sources.18

Response19

Please see the response to VECC interrogatory 5 (a) and (b). Revenue from Other20
Sources is the same as Revenues from Merchandising, Jobbing, Etc., and the21
Expenses of Merchandising, Jobbing, etc.22

($000's) 2012 YTD

Aug 31

2011 YTD

Aug 31

Operation, Maintenance & Admin. 6,271.1 5,998.1
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Interrogatory 71

Reference: Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 72

Question3

a) Please provide the sensitivity of the 2013 and 2014 revenue requirements to a4
1% decrease in OM&A costs.5

Response6

A 1% decrease in OM&A costs would decrease 2013 revenue requirement by7
approximately $107,200, or 0.27%, and would decrease 2014 revenue8
requirement by approximately $111,700, or 0.28%.9



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 4
Schedule 1

Page 12 of 18

Interrogatory 81

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Appendix B, 1QC Operation Cost Analysis2

Questions13

a) On page 1 of this report, it states that it had to allocate A&G expenses “for4
just transmission lines & substations.” The allocator used was5
“(transmission O&M expense/(transmission + distribution + customer6
service expense))*total A&G expense = transmission portion of A&G7
expense.” Do the expenses in the denominator of the left hand side of the8
equation, i.e., (transmission + distribution + customer service expense),9
correspond to transmission O&M expenses plus distribution O&M expenses10
and customer service O&M expenses?11

Response12

Yes.13

b) Does 1QC have any empirical or theoretical basis for assuming that the14
allocator referred to in part a) is a reasonable allocator?15

Response16

Yes, the 1QC team performed an analysis to test the basis during 2005, when they17
worked for another consulting firm. The team members were convinced by that18
analysis that the allocation of A&G costs across transmission, distribution, and19
customer service functions reasonably accurately followed the O&M spending in20
those areas. It is representative of the way in which most utilities allocate their21
administrative costs. Subsequent, briefer comparisons on other occasions have22
confirmed the allocations.23

c) Please set out the reasons, theoretical and empirical, why comparisons based24
on OM&A per gross asset is of practical use.25

Response26

The goal is to have a benchmark of spending with which to compare utilities.27
Comparing simply the OM&A would be essentially comparing the sizes of28
utilities, rather than their performance. By normalizing, the comparisons become29
meaningful. Normalizing factors could be assets, customers, km of line, kwh30
transmitted, or perhaps others. Empirical analysis over a span of years has shown31
that, for Transmission OM&A, the best predictor is the asset value. Gross asset32
value is slightly superior to net asset value as a predictor.33

1 In preparing the responses to VECC interrogatory 8, GLPT has consulted with First Quartile Consulting.
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Please refer to the response to VECC interrogatory 8(b) for additional1
information.2

d) Please explain why the panel of companies used as comparators was thought3
to be appropriate comparators for GLPT.4

Response5

An ideal panel would contain companies of the same size, design, service territory6
demographics, weather patterns, vegetation density, etc. as the subject company.7
The comparison panel of companies was selected based on similarities on several8
of those variables. Naturally no comparator will be identical to GLPT, so the goal9
was to find ones with several of the demographics that are similar. The net result10
is a group of companies with some similarities that are reasonable comparators,11
and collectively, the group is a reasonable comparison panel.12

e) Referring to page 1, did 1QC use data from all “companies who have13
provided that data during detailed annual benchmark studies of North14
American transmission utilities as a basis for comparison against GLPT,15
augmented by information filed by the companies with FERC” or did 1QC16
only select a subset of these companies: if the latter, please explain.17

Response18

Some of the companies in the annual 1QC benchmark study are distribution-only19
providers, and were removed for this study, since it is focused on a transmission20
provider. A couple of companies only provided data for the current year, and21
were removed, since multi-year data was necessary for this study. One company22
was excluded because of an agreement that their data would not be used in23
regulatory proceedings for other utilities.24

f) From Appendix B to the 1QC report, it appears that there were 11 US25
comparator entities. Please explain why the regression results shown on26
pages 6 and 7 show more than 12 data points?27

Response28

The broader panel of companies in Appendix B is one of a number of datasets29
1QC has used in verifying the best normalizing factor for use in studies like this30
one. This happened to be the most recent large-scale study done by 1QC using31
publicly available data.32

g) Please explain why no Canadian transmitters were included in the33
comparator panel.34
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Response1

Only one Canadian transmitter provided the requisite data to be included in the2
study (multiple years of complete transmission data) and they did so under an3
agreement that their data would not be used in a regulatory proceeding other than4
one of their own.5

h) Were any operating costs analyses done using the same comparator group6
used by Navigant in its report at Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Appendix B,7
page 8?8

Response9

Due to confidentiality of companies that provide information to 1QC, GLPT is10
not specifically aware if the companies used by Navigant are also used by 1QC.11
However given the demographic information supplied in the 1QC benchmarking12
report located in Exhibit 4, Tab2, Schedule 1, Appendix B it does not appear that13
the companies used by Navigant are included in the 1QC benchmarking report.14

i) Are any other analyses using the comparator panel available, e.g., comparing15
OM&A costs per FTE?16

Response17

All information or analysis using the comparator panel has been provided.18
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Interrogatory 91

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Appendix C, Table 1 – 2013 Test Year and2
2014 Test Year Regulatory Costs3

Questions4

a) Please explain why GLPT expects the OEB Annual Assessment costs to5
increase by 3.1% in 2014 over 2013.6

Response7

As indicated in GLPT’s response to VECC interrogatory 1(g), GLPT applied an8
inflation factor to its entire OM&A baseline (for the rationale, see the response to9
Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a)). The inflation factor used was 3.1%.10

GLPT believes that OEB Annual Assessment costs are subject to inflation in the11
same fashion as other costs that GLPT incurs.12

b) Please augment the referenced table by adding in the 2011 and 2012 forecast13
(per application) and actual 2011 costs and projected 2012 costs for each14
regulatory cost category.15

Response16

GLPT has provided the requested information in the table below.17
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1
2

c) Please explain how the 2013 and 2014 costs for legal costs, consultant costs,3
and intervenor costs were forecasted.4

Response5

GLPT forecasted its legal, consultant and intervenor costs based primarily on6
forecasted rate application timing and historical trends.7

d) Please explain why GLPT expects consultant costs to increase by 3.1% in8
2014.9

Response10

As indicated in GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 1(a) and VECC11
interrogatory 1(g), GLPT applied an inflation factor to its entire OM&A baseline.12
The inflation factor used was 3.1%.13

Regulatory Cost Category

Test Year

2013

Forecast

Test Year

2014

Forecast

% Change in

Test Year vs.

Bridge Year

Test Year

2011

Test Year

2012 2011 Actual

2012

Forecast

1. OEB Annual Assessment $113,735 $117,261 3.1% $107,625 $110,316 $106,416 $110,315

2. OEB Hearing Assessments

(applicant initiated)
$0 $0 n/a $0 $0 $26,258 $0

3. OEB Section 30 Costs (OEB

initiated)
$0 $0 n/a $0 $0 $252 $0

4. Expert Witness cost for

regulatory matters
$0 $0 n/a $0 $0 $0 $0

5. Legal costs for regulatory

matters
$69,850 $175,115 150.7% $240,000 $180,000 $81,486 $177,750

6. Consultant costs for regulatory

matters
$25,775 $26,574 3.1% $20,000 $20,000 $0 $20,000

7. Operating expenses associated

with staff resources allocated to

regulatory matters ***

n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

8. Operating expenses associated

with other resources allocated to

regulatory mattters ***

n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

9. Other regulatory agency fees or

assessments - Canadian

Electricity Association

$56,326 $58,072 3.1% $53,300 $54,633 $54,600 $54,633

10. Any other costs for regulatory

matters
n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

11. Intervenor Costs $25,775 $26,574 3.1% $40,000 $0 $23,454 $20,000
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GLPT believes that consultant costs are subject to inflation in the same fashion as1
other costs that GLPT incurs because there are inputs into consulting costs that2
are also subject to inflation.3

e) Please explain why GLPT expects other regulatory agency fees to increase by4
3.1% in 2014.5

Response6

As indicated in GLPT’s response to VECC interrogatory 1(g), GLPT applied an7
inflation factor to its entire OM&A baseline. The inflation factor used was 3.1%.8

GLPT believes that other regulatory fees are subject to inflation in the same9
fashion as other costs that GLPT incurs because there are inputs into regulatory10
fees that are also subject to inflation.11

f) Please explain why GLPT expects intervener costs to increase by 3.1% in12
2014.13

Response14

As indicated in GLPT’s response to VECC interrogatory 1(g), GLPT applied an15
inflation factor to its entire OM&A baseline. The inflation factor used was 3.1%.16

GLPT believes that intervenor costs are subject to inflation in the same fashion as17
other costs that GLPT incurs because there are inputs into intervenor costs that are18
also subject to inflation.19
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Interrogatory 101

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, page 23, lines 7-8, and Exhibit 4, Tab 2,2
Schedule 4, Appendix B (Navigant Report), page 6, Table 3 and page 7.3

Question4

a) Please reconcile the figures provided on the first referenced page ($469,7175
and $484,278) with the figures shown in the Navigant Report.6

Response7

8

9

2013 2014

Shared Corporate Costs (per table 3 of Navigant Report) 203,558$ 209,868$

Fixed Executive Oversight (per section 4 of Navigant Report) 148,571 153,176
Variable Executive Oversight (per section 4 of Navigant Report) 117,589 121,234

469,718$ * 484,278$

* Variance due to rounding in calculations
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7

GLPT’s Responses to Energy Probe IR’s in EB-2012-03008
9

10
11

September 21, 201212
13
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Interrogatory 11

Reference: Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule1, Page 3 &2
Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Page 1, Table 1-2-4 A3

GLPT claims that the 2013 and 2014 Revenue Requirements are driven by CPI plus4
other increases.5

Questions6

a) How much of GLPTs 2013/2014 revenue requirement is driven by CPI- e.g.7
Labour costs? Please discuss and provide estimates by component. (Table 1-8
2-4 A)9

Response10

As noted on page 2 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2 of GLPT’s Application, 95%11
of GLPT’s OM & A expenditures occur because of third party contracts, materials12
and supplies as well as internal labour. These are all subject to inflation or wage13
and benefit changes.14

The application of an inflationary factor in GLPT’s 2013 and 2014 test year15
forecasts is a key part of GLPT’s top down approach. Instead of ignoring its16
approved 2012 OM&A amounts and starting from the bottom up without upward17
limits on its core costs, from an operational and rate filing prospective, GLPT had18
the objective of working within its approved OM&A amounts for its 2012 bridge19
year forecast that would inform its test year forecasts. As noted at Exhibit 1,20
GLPT considered its needs and requirements based on workplans and staffing21
requirements and then reallocated the 2012 approved OM&A envelope among its22
various OM&A accounts to ensure it met its safety and reliability requirements.23

Using the 2012 OM&A reallocation as the baseline for 2013 and 2014 forecasts,24
GLPT imposed on itself the rate of inflation as being the upper bound of any25
increase in its core costs: Having established this threshold, GLPT reviewed its26
operations to identify operational changes expected in 2013 or 2014 that would27
not be covered by the inflationary increase These are identified in the OM&A28
variance analysis in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2.29

The implication of GLPT’s top down approach is that, in respect of its core costs,30
GLPT is working within its previously approved OM&A costs subject only to the31
extraneous factor of inflation. This provides cost control to its core costs which is32
to the benefit to ratepayers.33

GLPT is subject to a variety of inflationary factors in the acquisition of labour,34
materials and services. As shown below, because labour and benefits (both union35
and non-union) account for the largest portion of GLPT’s core OM&A costs,36
GLPT selected a proxy inflation rate of 3.1% which reflects the inflation rate37
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applied to GLPT’s collective agreement. Analysis of the impact of inflation on1
GLPT’s core costs is set out below.2
The table below provides a breakdown of GLPT’s 2012 OM&A forecast (as3
provided in Table 4-2-1 A in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1) into the following4
components, and provides an explanation on how inflation applies to each5
component. Each individual cost component in the table affects at least one6
USofA Account balance, and in many cases there are a number of USofA7
Account balances impacted by the single component (i.e., labour, which impacts8
almost all of GLPT’s USofA Accounts).9

($000's)

Cost Component

2012

Forecast

Labour & Benefits 5,128$

Contracts 2,355

Materials 310

Insurance 250

Telephone & Electricity 270

Land Leases 62

Building Lease 180

SCADA & Fibre Lease 395

Corporate Costs 200

Other Miscellaneous 305

Total 2012 OM&A Forecast 9,455$

10

Labour and Benefits – GLPT’s labour and benefit costs for both unionized and11
non-unionized employees are subject to inflation, either through increases that are12
negotiated in GLPT’s collective agreement (union), or through cost of living13
allowances, general increases and salary progressions (non-union).14

Contracts – GLPT’s contract costs are subject to inflation. The tables below15
provide a breakdown of rates charged to GLPT by various contractors over the16
previous two to three years. The sample contractors below are five of GLPT’s17
most frequently used contractors. These contractors accounted for approximately18
50% of GLPT’s buildings, stations, lines and vegetation management19
maintenance costs in 2011 (most recent full year of actual data). As indicated in20
the tables, rates have increased year-over-year for the most part. In the case of21
Sample Contractors #2 and #3, the equipment and labour rates for 2012 were held22
at the same rate as 2011. This was due to the volume of activity for which GLPT23
engaged these contractors. The rate freeze was not related to a provision within a24
contract or to inflation, but rather to the volume of work for which GLPT retained25
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the contractors. Therefore, GLPT does not expect similar rate freezes for 2013 or1
2014 for any of its contractors given that the capital projects have ended and the2
volume of activity is expected to decrease.3

Position 1-May-09

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-10

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-11

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-12

Change from

Prev. Year

Foreman 75.00$ NA 75.00$ 0.000% Not Used NA Not Used NA

Journeyman 70.00$ NA 71.00$ 1.429% 79.00$ 11.268% 80.00$ 1.266%

5th Year Apprentice 63.00$ NA 64.00$ 1.587% Not Used NA Not Used NA

1st Year Apprentice 35.00$ NA 36.00$ 2.857% Not Used NA Not Used NA

Fabrication Labour 73.00$ NA 74.00$ 1.370% Not Used NA Not Used NA

Refrigeration/AC Journeyman 76.50$ NA 77.50$ 1.307% 79.00$ 1.935% 80.00$ 1.266%

Electrician 67.00$ NA 68.00$ 1.493% 69.50$ 2.206% 69.50$ 0.000%

Sample Contractor #1 - HVAC Maintenance & Fabrication Services

4

Equipment 1-Jan-10

Change from

Prev. Year 1-Jan-11

Change from

Prev. Year 1-Jan-12

Change from

Prev. Year

All-Terrain Forklift 62.84$ NA 64.73$ 3.008% 64.73$ 0.000%

72' Double Bucket Truck 90.85$ NA 93.58$ 3.005% 93.58$ 0.000%

Hydraulic Boom 71.66$ NA 73.81$ 3.000% 73.81$ 0.000%

60' Aerial Work Platform 65.63$ NA 67.60$ 3.002% 67.60$ 0.000%

45' Aerial Work Platform 52.50$ NA 54.08$ 3.010% 54.08$ 0.000%

Tensioning Machine 76.07$ NA 78.35$ 2.997% 78.35$ 0.000%

Sample Contractor #2 - Electrical Maintenance & Equipment Services

5

Position 1-May-10

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-11

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-12

Change from

Prev. Year

General Foreman 86.45$ NA $ 88.50 2.371% $ 88.50 0.000%

Foreman 83.40$ NA $ 85.50 2.518% $ 85.50 0.000%

TEGG Technician 89.35$ NA $ 120.00 34.303% $ 120.00 0.000%

Project Manager 95.20$ NA $ 95.35 0.158% $ 95.35 0.000%

Fiber-Optic Technician 78.35$ NA $ 80.00 2.106% $ 80.00 0.000%

Electrician 78.35$ NA $ 80.00 2.106% $ 80.00 0.000%

Sample Contractor #3 - Electrical Construction & Maintenance

6

Position 1-May-09

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-10

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-11

Change from

Prev. Year 1-May-12

Change from

Prev. Year

Foreman 99.89$ NA $ 101.97 2.077% 104.04$ 2.035% 107.90$ 3.710%

Journeyman Lineman 86.10$ NA $ 87.92 2.114% 89.74$ 2.070% 93.08$ 3.722%

Apprentice Lineman 79.01$ NA $ 80.71 2.152% 82.41$ 2.106% 85.49$ 3.737%

Equipment Operator 79.01$ NA $ 80.71 2.152% 82.41$ 2.106% 85.49$ 3.737%

Groundman 71.93$ NA $ 73.50 2.183% 75.07$ 2.136% 77.89$ 3.756%

Sample Contractor #4- Utilities Contractor

7

1-Jan-08

Change from

Prev. Year 1-Jan-09

Change from

Prev. Year 1-Jan-10

Change from

Prev. Year 1-Jan-11

Change from

Prev. Year

Foreman/Supervisor 77.00$ NA $ 78.83 2.377% 79.75$ 1.161% 80.66$ 1.147%

Journeyman Forester 71.30$ NA $ 72.99 2.370% 73.84$ 1.158% 74.68$ 1.144%

Apprentice Forester 60.28$ NA $ 61.71 2.372% 62.43$ 1.159% 63.14$ 1.145%

Heavy Equipment Operator 54.60$ NA $ 55.90 2.381% 56.55$ 1.163% 57.20$ 1.149%

Labourer 44.63$ NA $ 45.69 2.375% 46.22$ 1.160% 46.75$ 1.147%

Sample Contractor #5 - Vegetation Management

8

GLPT’s contract cost component provided in the table also includes professional9
fees related to audits, consulting, legal fees, etc., all of which are subject to10
inflationary pressures.11
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Materials – Material costs are subject to inflation. GLPT typically procures its1
materials on an as-needed basis in order to re-stock inventory or purchase2
materials for maintenance-type activities. While GLPT often has price lists with3
vendors that are effective for a specified period of time (typically no more than4
one year), the material costs are not fixed on a year-to-year basis.5

Insurance – Insurance premiums are subject to inflation.6

Telephone & Electricity – GLPT’s telephone and electricity costs are subject to7
inflation. GLPT is putting measures in place to mitigate cost increases, however8
the base costs that exist are subject to general increases.9

Land Leases – GLPT’s land leases are primarily held with the MNR. GLPT’s10
contract with the MNR (covering 2012 through 2015) states specifically that the11
fee includes “An annual increase to the base rent for 2012-2015 inclusive based12
on the annual average Consumer Price Index”.13

Building Lease – GLPT’s building lease has a specific provision stating that the14
annual lease fee shall be “increased by the percentage amount of any increase in15
the CPI for the immediately preceding Lease Year”.16

SCADA & Fibre Lease – GLPT’s SCADA and Fibre leases are primarily based17
on depreciation costs recorded on a straight-line basis. As a result, with the18
exception of the OM&A component of the fibre lease, these costs are largely not19
subject to inflation.20

Corporate Costs – As demonstrated in GLPT’s response to Board staff21
Interrogatory #30, the corporate costs shared by GLPT are made up primarily of22
labour and benefit costs, which are subject to inflationary increases reflecting cost23
of living allowances and general increases.24

Other Miscellaneous – The costs included here are primarily relative to travel,25
accommodations, membership fees to various organizations, and training costs,26
among other things. These are all costs that are subject to market pressures and27
inflationary impacts.28

b) Please provide an update of the latest StatsCan Ontario All Items CPI for29
2011 August-2012 August.30

Response31

The average CPI in 2011 was 3.1%. The average CPI from July 2011 to July32
2012 was 2.2%. The August 2012 CPI is not available at this time, so the August33
2011 to August 2012 average cannot yet be calculated.34



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Page 6 of 61

c) Comment on the change from the 3.1% in the reference.1

Response2

The Average CPI for July 2011 to July 2012 has decreased related to the average3
in 2011. However, GLPT notes that this decrease is heavily influenced by the4
most recent three months of data (May – July 2012), which ranged from 0.7% to5
1.2%. It is not clear whether these are outliers. Employing a more balanced6
perspective, the average CPI for the 19 months period from January 2011 is7
approximately 2.6%.8

d) Hydro One Transmission is Forecasting CPI increases for 2013 and 2014 of9
about 2% based on Consensus Forecasts (EB-2012-0031 Exhibit A, Tab 13,10
Schedule 1 Appendix A). Please comment on the use of Consensus Forecasts11
instead of historic CPI.12

Response13

According to Appendix A of Exhibit A, Tab 13, Schedule 1 of Hydro One’s14
filing, it is noted that the CPI Ontario is based on the IHS Global Insight April15
2011 forecast. This forecast is not included in the filing and it is not clear as to16
the nature of the CPI used. However, GLPT does note that the forecast is an April17
2011 forecast and is not current to 2012. GLPT believes its use of the historical18
CPI rate is more informative in this case given GLPT’s experience as a business19
and where costs are trending.20

e) Please provide a copy of the latest GLPT Business Plan(s) approved by its21
Board.22

Response23

Please see Appendix SEC 3.24

f) What is the sensitivity of GLPT’s proposed 2013 and 2014 revenue25
requirements to a 100 basis point change in CPI (Note: Please exclude any26
impact on ROE or short-term interest rates used in determining the cost of27
capital)28

Response29

On a stand-alone basis, a 100 basis point change in CPI would change 201330
revenue requirement by approximately $105,000, or 0.27%, and would change31
2014 revenue requirement by approximately $110,000, or 0.27%.32
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If the CPI rate is changed for both years, the cumulative impact on 2014 revenue1
requirement would be approximately 215,000, or 0.54%.2

3
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Interrogatory 21

Reference: Exhibit A, Tab 2, Schedule 1 &2
Exhibit 8, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Section 3.03

Questions4

a) Please provide a schedule that shows the proposed bill impacts for 2013 and5
2014.6

Response7

The proposed bill impacts are outlined in Tables 8-2-1 F and 8-2-1 G at Exhibit 8,8
Tab 2, Schedule 1. For a residential customer consuming 1,000 kWh per month,9
the estimated bill impact for 2013 is $0.02 per month, and for 2014 is $0.01 per10
month.11

b) Please provide a schedule that shows the impact on a typical residential LDC12
customer consuming 500 and 1000 kWh/month.13

Response14

The proposed bill impacts on a typical residential LDC customer consuming15
1,000 kWh/month are outlined in Tables 8-2-1 F and 8-2-1 G at Exhibit 8, Tab 2,16
Schedule 1, and are described in the response to part (a) of this question. The17
proposed bill impacts on a typical residential LDC customer consuming 50018
kWh/month are outlined in the tables below. The estimated bill impact for 201319
is $0.01 per month, and for 2014 is $0.00 per month.20



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Page 9 of 61

2013 Rate Impacts Per Unit Per Month

Monthly Consumption 500 kWh

Electricity per kWh $0.080 $40.00

Monthly Service Charge per month 8.81 8.81

Distribution Charge per kWh 0.0154 7.70

Transmission Network Charge per kWh 0.0066 3.30

RPP Admin (Standard Service Supply) per month 0.25 0.25

Wholesale Market Services per kWh 0.0063 3.15

Debt Retirement Charge per kWh 0.0020 1.00

Total Monthly Bill $64.21

Amount of Bill Related to Transmission Rates $3.30

Percentage Increase in Transmission Rates - 2012 to 2013 0.24%

Monthly $ Increase Resulting from Transmission Rate Change $0.01

% Bill Increase Resulting from Transmission Rate Change 0.012%

Rates effective May 1, 20121
2

2014 Rate Impacts Per Unit Per Month

Monthly Consumption 500 kWh

Electricity per kWh $0.080 $40.00

Monthly Service Charge per month $8.810 8.81

Distribution Charge per kWh $0.015 7.70

Transmission Network Charge per kWh $0.007 3.30

RPP Admin (Standard Service Supply) per month $0.250 0.25

Wholesale Market Services per kWh $0.006 3.15

Debt Retirement Charge per kWh $0.002 1.00

Total Monthly Bill $64.21

Amount of Bill Related to Transmission Rates $3.30

Percentage Increase in Transmission Rates - 2013 to 2014 0.08%

Monthly $ Increase Resulting from Transmission Rate Change $0.00

% Bill Increase Resulting from Transmission Rate Change 0.004%

Rates effective May 1, 20123
4
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Interrogatory 31

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 102

This page describes the Watson TS oil containment project.3

Questions4

a) Please describe the differences between the original containment structure5
built in 1997 and the proposed containment structure.6

Response7

Existing Construction:8

There are two containment systems at this station. The construction consists of9
perimeter concrete walls, concrete collector sump and concrete imbiber sump.10
Within the perimeter concrete walls for the main containment area there is a11
HDPE liner laid on a sand base. There is no concrete base in this containment.12
This liner was installed in sheets; heat welded together and fastened to the top13
inside edge of the perimeter walls. Over the years the HDPE liner has14
deteriorated, increasing the risk that a leak within the containment could occur.15
There is washed stone within the containment that is installed flush with the top of16
the perimeter curbs.17

New Construction:18

The existing perimeter concrete walls, concrete collector sump and concrete19
imbiber sump will remain. These walls will be parged to repair any concrete20
imperfections. A new concrete floor will be installed complete with rebar, Volclay21
water seal between new and existing concrete surfaces and new rebar core drilled22
into the existing walls to tie into the new floor construction. This will create a new23
concrete enclosure. This will then be covered with Vulkem water-proofing24
material, primer, base coat and top coat. New structural steel and grating will be25
installed over the entire footprint flush with the top of the perimeter curb.26
Removal of the stone and installation of the grating will allow for improved visual27
inspection within the containment and easier cleaning of the containment. It will28
also increase worker safety while accessing and working on the transformer.29

b) Why did the old structure deteriorate so quickly?30

Response31

It is not a case of the structure deteriorating but rather the existing HDPE liner32
failing. Once the liner failed there was no way to keep the water contained as the33
liner was installed on a sand base rather than a concrete floor.34
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Interrogatory 41

Reference Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Pages 4 and 112

Question3

a) These pages describe the Algoma Lines Wood structure replacements 20134
and 2014. The expenditure for 13 structures in 2013 is estimated at5
$1,710,000 for an average unit cost of $131,538. The 2014 program is to6
replace 18 structures at a cost of $3,183,500 for an average unit cost of7
$176,861. Please explain the increase in cost per structure between the two8
years.9

Response10

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 41.11

12
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Interrogatory 51

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Pages 15-16 and App. B2

These pages discuss the cost increases for the Third Line TS project related to3
foundation design changes.4

Questions5

a) Please confirm that the Golder Associates geotechnical report included at6
App. B was the report used for preliminary design and specifications7
referred to on Page 16 lines 3-4 of the exhibit.8

Response9

The Golder Associates soil report for Third Line TS was sent to the structure10
design engineering firm for their use in developing the design and specifications.11

b) Please describe the “free standing mono pole structures” referred to on Page12
15 and explain their function in the station.13

Response14

Free standing mono pole structures are a 12 sided 14mm bottom section and 1015

mm thick top section approximately 20 m long built by Trinity Utility Structures.16

They are bolted to an anchor bolt cage embedded in the 20m deep caisson. See the17

Steel Pole Drawing attached at Appendix EP 5.18

The main purpose for using free standing structures is that they do not require the19
use of guy wires for corner / dead end structures. These structures are extremely20
useful where limited space is available and the use of guy wires is physically not21
possible.22

c) What specific geotechnical information in the Golder report was relied on for23
the initial design specification for the pole foundations?24

Response25

The Golder report was a soils report prepared to support the design specifications26
for the upcoming construction activity. The Golder report was sent to an27
engineering firm for use in the design of the structures. The engineering firm then28
used the soil information within the report to design the foundations for the mono29
pole structures.30
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d) The Golder report refers to “conventional strip and spread footings … at a1
depth of 1.8 m below grade” on Page 5 of the report. What were these2
footings intended to support?3

Response4

The “conventional strip and spread” footings were intended to support the5
structures for the station equipment.6

e) How did GLPT determine that 10m deep caissons were the appropriate7
foundation for the poles if the Golder report appears to have made no8
mention of caissons or mono pole structures?9

Response10

The Golder report is simply a soils report and was not prepared to provide detail11
on foundation design. As stated in response to part (c) above, the Golder report12
was sent to an engineering firm for use in the design of the structures. The13
engineering firm then used the soil information within the report to design the14
foundations for the mono pole structures.15

16
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Interrogatory 61

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Pages 15-16 and App. C2

Lines 5-11 of Page 16 refer to poorer than anticipated soil conditions once3
construction started on the project and the subsequent need to reevaluate the4
geotechnical conditions of the soil.5

Questions6

a) Was the MRW Geotechnical Report commissioned in response to the7
discovery of poorer than expected soil conditions?8

Response9

Yes.10

b) Please describe the events that led to the retaining of MRW to reassess soil11
conditions.12

Response13

After the structure/foundation design was completed by the engineering firm,14
work unrelated to the Third Line Redevelopment project was done by the City of15
Sault Ste. Marie nearby, south of Third Line TS. GLPT and the GLPT structure16
installation contractor approached the crews and inquired about soil conditions. At17
that point in time it was noted that the surface soils “jiggled like jello” with the18
movement of heavy equipment on the surface. Given this information, the GLPT19
structure installation contractor calculated the total weight of each structure and20
asked the structure design engineering firm if there were concerns with the weight21
and soil conditions noted. The engineering firm said based on the soils data22
available to them, the footings should hold. Given this uncertainty based on local23
observation, GLPT determined the prudent course of action was to engage another24
firm to conduct a second soil study on specific locations.25

c) Please provide a copy of any written direction to or correspondence with26
MRW concerning the scope of the work to be performed by the consultant27
and the reasons for that work.28

Response29

The correspondence between the line installation contractor and MRW requesting30
geotechnical services is attached at Appendix EP 6. We have redacted the31
portions of Appendix EP 6 that specify MRW’s fees. These fees are32
commercially sensitive to MRW and are not relevant to this interrogatory. If any33
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party wishes to see the fees, they can request that GLPT file them in confidence in1
accordance with the Board’s Practice Direction.2

Based on verbal conversation with the structure foundation design engineering3

firm, GLPT representatives and the GLPT structure installation contractor, it was4

agreed to hire MRW to perform additional soil analysis. The structure installation5

contractor then requested a quote for the services of MRW to perform further6

geotechnical studies. The new results were then used by the engineering firm to7

analyze conditions and re-work the design.8

d) How did the geotechnical analysis and recommendations of the MRW report9
vary from the analysis and recommendations in the Golder report?10

Response11

In simple terms, the soil analysis in the MRW report went to a depth greater than12
that of the Golder report. This was the primary reason to have additional soils13
testing done. Moreover, the MRW soils results were also dissimilar due to the fact14
that the test holes drilled were in different locations from the ones used to15
determine soils conditions in the Golder report.16

17
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Interrogatory 71

Ref: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 16, Line 192

Question3

a) This page describes the need to relocate fibre optic cables to incorporate4
Third Line TS with subsequent costs not included in the original estimate of5
the project. Please explain why the need to relocate the fibre optic cables was6
not identified at the preliminary stage of the project.7

Response8

The scope of work relating to the relocation of the fiber optic cables was9
contemplated at the outset of the project. At that time it was anticipated that this10
work would be relatively small. However, once the Third Line TS project11
commenced, it became clear that the relocation of the cable would be more12
involved than what was originally planned.13

14
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Interrogatory 81

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 212

This page describes the Land Transfer Tax payable on assets acquired from GLPL3
in the 2008 reorganization.4

Questions5

a) At the time the Asset Purchase Agreement was concluded between GLPT6
and GLPL was GLPT aware that land transfer tax would be payable?7

Response8

Pursuant to the Asset Purchase Agreement, GLPT was aware that the land transfer9
tax was payable by it in connection with its acquisition of the transmission assets.10
To mitigate the impact of this tax, a deferral under the Land Transfer Tax Act11
(Ontario) was sought. This deferral would mean the tax would no longer be12
payable if GLPT and GLPL remained affiliates for 36 months, which GLPT13
reasonably expected to be the case. GLPT was not aware at the time of the Asset14
Purchase Agreement that the affiliate relationship between it and GLPL would be15
severed due to an indirect transfer of shares and other units companies that hold16
GLPT directly or indirectly. GLPT had no control over those decisions, and17
accordingly had no expectation that the tax would eventually become payable by18
GLPT.19

b) Was the Board made aware of the transfer tax obligation in EB-2007-0647?20
If yes, did the Board approve the future addition to rate base of the land21
transfer tax amount? If not, please explain why GLPT did not bring the22
land transfer tax obligation to the attention of the Board.23

Response24

As explained in Energy Probe Interrogatory 8 (a) above, while GLPT was aware25
of the obligation we did not believe this was an issue as GLPT expected to remain26
affiliates with GLPL for the 36 month period noted above, in which case the tax27
would no longer be payable. GLPT was and continues to be isolated from28
generation activities.29

30
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Interrogatory 91

Ref: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 212

Reference is made in Line 7 to the 36 month deferral period for payment of the land3
transfer tax.4

Questions5

a) What were the starting and ending dates of this 36 month period?6

Response7

This period commenced on the closing date of the Asset Purchase Agreement8
(March 12, 2008) and ended March 12, 2011.9

b) What options were open to GLPT to remain affiliated with GLPL until the10
36 month period in the LTTA expired and rendered the tax non payable?11

Response12

GLPT had no control over the indirect transfers of shares or other units by any of13
the companies that hold GLPT directly or indirectly, and accordingly had no14
expectation that the tax would eventually become payable by GLPT. GLPT was15
and continues to be isolated from any generation activities and had no control16
over the reorganization of generation entities.17

What was the date on which GLPT ceased to be an affiliate of GLPL? What18
event(s) triggered that status change?19

Response20

On closing of the Asset Purchase Agreement, Brookfield Asset Management Inc.21
indirectly owned more than 50% of the voting securities of both GLPL and22
GLPT’s partners, thereby making them affiliates for purposes of the Land23
Transfer Tax Act. On or about August of 2009, Brookfield Asset Management24
Inc. sold its shares of GLPL to Brookfield Renewable Power Fund (a publicly25
traded entity), and on or about July of 2010, Brookfield Asset Management Inc.26
sold down its interest in Brookfield Renewable Power Fund to below 50% (at27
which point GLPL and GLPT ceased being affiliates). GLPT did not realize that28
it had become liable to pay the land transfer tax until the early part of 2011.29

30
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Interrogatory 101

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 212

Question3

Lines 10-13 on Page 21 appear to suggest that affiliate status is a function of4
GLPT’s activities as a transmitter and not as a result of corporate5
ownership. Please explain.6

Response7

GLPT confirms the loss of affiliate status is as a result of corporate reorganization8
beyond GLPT’s control. The information provided at Ref Exhibit 2, Tab 1,9
Schedule 1, Page 21 is meant to highlight that GLPT management activities is10
limited to transmission activities and thus had no input or influence on the11
corporate reorganization.12

13
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Interrogatory 111

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 222

Lines 1-4 on Page 22 state that the payment of land transfer tax “was required to3
effectuate the transfer of the assets”.4

Question5

a) How did the deferral of land transfer tax affect the passing of title to the6
assets between GLPL and GLPT?7

Response8

When land and improvements located in Ontario are sold from one legal entity to9
another, the transaction is subject to land transfer tax payable by the purchaser.10
The deferral had no impact on the transfer of title to the lands; it simply affected11
the payment of the land transfer tax.12

b) Please show the calculation of the land transfer tax and provide13
documentation of its payment to the Minister of Finance.14

Response15

The relevant land transfer tax in Ontario for non-residential property is calculated16
as follows:17

$0-$55,000 of the value of consideration at 0.5%18
$55,000-$250,000 of the value of consideration at 1.0%19
Amount of value of consideration over $250,000 at 1.5%20

A copy of the cover letter enclosed with the payment to the Minister of Finance is21
attached at Appendix EB 11(b). This cover letter also sets out the calculation of22
the applicable land transfer tax payable.23

c) Do IFRS and CGAAP provide any flexibility for treating the transfer tax as24
an operating expense rather than a capital cost? If yes, and if the Board25
approves the expenditure, would GLPT agree to expense the tax rather than26
capitalize it?27

Response28

There is no flexibility offered for the treatment of the transfer tax under IFRS or29
CGAAP.30

31
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Interrogatory 121

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 222

Question3

a) This page refers to the Sackville Building HVAC replacement variance of4
$100,400 and explains it as due to activities not included in the estimate5
provided to the Board in EB-2010-0291. Line 15 notes that these activities6
“were required as part of project preparation and are a normal part of7
GLPT’s capital planning process”. Please explain why the cost was not8
included in the project estimate provided to the Board in EB-2010-0291.9

Response10

The pre-engineering cost was incurred prior to the previous rate application (EB-11
2010-0291) but as a result of an oversight was unfortunately not included in the12
project estimate that was provided to the Board. Pre-engineering costs are, and13
will continue to be, a normal part of GLPT’s capital planning process. GLPT14
included these types of costs in the project estimates provided to the Board for15
2012-2014.16

17
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Interrogatory 131

Ref: Exhibit 2, Tab 2, Schedule1, Page 3 and Page 13, Table 2-1-1 D2

Questions3

a) Please provide a financial schedule for 2012 projects that were reviewed in4
EB-2010-0291. Include the 2013 Rate Base and Revenue Requirement5
impact of increased costs.6

Response:7

8

Year

Approved Project reviewed in EB-2010-0291

Approved

Spending

2012

Forecast

Variance

(Rate Base

Impact)

Cost

of

Capital

Cost of

Capital

Impact Depreciation

Revenue

Requiremen

t Impact

2012 Master SCADA System Replacement 3,818,500$ 3,821,534$ 3,034$ 7.59% 230$ 202$ 433$

2012 Third Line Redevelopment Project 22,470,000 24,661,395 2,191,395 7.59% 166,327 48,698 215,025

2012 Goulais TS Civil Refurbishment 489,000 - (489,000) 7.59% (37,115) (9,780) (46,895)

2012 Work Management System Conversion 387,900 - (387,900) 7.59% (29,442) (77,580) (107,022)

2012 Other Miscellaneous Projects 2,171,200 2,876,110 704,910 7.59% 53,503 46,994 100,497

Total 29,336,600$ 31,359,039$ 2,022,439$ 153,503$ 8,534$ 162,037$

9
10

b) Please provide a List of 2012 Miscellaneous Projects totaling $2,876,100.11
Omit those below $100,000.12

Response:13

2012 Miscellaneous Projects

Roof for Sackville Building 234,850$

Signage & Guy Guards 119,051

Anjigami TS Oil Containment 134,350

Third Line Waterline Install 165,967

Steelton TS Protection Upgrades 125,366

SF6 Gas Reclaimation Unit 130,380

Other Misc Projects under $100k 1,966,136

2,876,100$

14
15

One of the projects included in the list above is greater than GLPT’s materiality16
threshold. The budget for this project was drawn from GLPT’s “Building17
Upgrades” budget, which for 2012 was approximately $255,000. This budget is18
typically used for individual projects that are below GLPT’s materiality19
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threshold, and as specific needs arise the budget is managed to address these1
needs. In 2012, the need to replace the roof at GLPT’s office facility at 22
Sackville Rd was identified, and the forecasted capital expenditure related to this3
roof replacement is $235,000. The building was constructed in 1966 with a “Tar4
and Gravel” roof. This roof has far exceeded its original life expectancy of 305
years.6

c) For new 2013/2014 Capital projects please provide an indication of the level7
of contingency included in the budgets8

Response9

Contingency included in budgets for 2013/2014 Capital projects is 10%.10

11
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Interrogatory 141

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Page 222

Questions3

a) Please provide the details of the Land Transfer Amount calculation and a4
copy of the Invoice.5

Response6

Please refer to the response to Energy Probe interrogatory 11(b)7

b) Why should ratepayers pay the Land Transfer Tax amount? Comment on8
the alternative that this liability was incurred as a result of corporate9
reorganization and should be paid by the shareholder.10

Response11

As stated in the pre-filed evidence Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Sch 1, Section 5 of GLPT’s12
application, GLPT was required to become compliant with Section 71 of the13
Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998 (the “OEB Act”). In order to become compliant14
with section 71 of the OEB Act, GLPL had to transfer the assets to GLPT and as15
such the transaction was subject to land transfer tax.16

c) Provide an explanation of the regulatory treatment of the Land Transfer Tax17
and whether this is a Capital Asset/Ratebase item or should be18
expensed/amortized.19

Response20

Article 410 in the OEB Accounting Procedures Handbook revised July 31, 2007,21
references CICA HB Section 3061 to support the determination of asset costs.22
On the basis of CICA HB Section 3061 it was determined that this land transfer23
tax was required to facilitate the acquisition of the assets by GLPT and allowed24
GLPT to ultimately have access to the property under their own control. By this25
it was determined that it should be considered a benefit to GLPT. Further, based26
on the fact that the land transfer tax allowed GLPT access to all its land,27
buildings and structures then it should be accounted for on a pro-rata basis28
according to the values assigned to those assets. In GLPT’s 2011 audited29
financial statements, this amount is recorded as a capital asset.30

31
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Interrogatory 151

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 5, Schedule 1, Pages 1-9, Table 2-5-1 A2

Questions3

a) Please provide the latest ACA Planning Document(s) covering the period4
2012 forward.5

As part of its asset management procedures, GLPT has prepared asset condition6
assessments that cover nearly all of GLPT’s assets, including its poles and7
stations. There are over 3,000 pages of assessments, most of which relate to8
assets that GLPT is not proposing to replace or update as part of this application.9
For the relevant assessment relating to the replacement of wood poles, see the10
response to (b) below.11

b) Please provide the external consulting report that resulted in acceleration of12
the Wood Pole replacement Program.13

Response14

Please see the Pole Care International Inc. report attached at Appendix EP 15(b).15
Note that the Pole Care report did not result in acceleration of the Wood Pole16
replacement program. As discussed in the response to SEC interrogatory 6, the17
Pole Care report was the basis for the replacement program, but it was field18
assessments undertaken subsequent to the report that resulted in the decision to19
accelerate the program by one year.20

c) Please provide any reports on fleet asset management including replacement21
schedules.22

Response23

GLPT’s 2013 and 2014 replacement plans are as follows:24

2013 plan: GLPT plans to replace two ½ ton trucks, one suburban, three25
snowmobiles, one ORV and four trailers with similar makes and models.26

2014 Plan: GLPT plans to replace one ¾ ton truck, two SUVs, two snowmobiles,27
one ORV and three trailers with similar makes and models.28

Please also see the Fleet Management Procedure attached at Appendix EP 15(c).29

30
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Interrogatory 161

Reference: No Reference.2

Questions3

a) Please provide T-SAIFI and T-SAIDI data for 2004-2011A and Forecast for4
2013-14 F.5

Response6

GLPT has provided the data for 2004-2011. GLPT does not forecast the data for7
future years.8

9
Regarding the SAIFI data, the increase in frequency of interruptions in 2011 is10
primarily due to weather related outages.11

12
Regarding the SAIDI data, the increase in the duration of interruptions in 2011 is13
primarily due to a component failure in the old portion of Third Line TS of which14
has now been replaced.15

T-SAIFI Data for 2004-2011 A16
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T-SAIDI Data for 2004-2011 A1
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Interrogatory 171

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 4, Schedule 1, Pages 1-2, Tables 2-4-1 B and C &2
Exhibit 2, Tab 4, Schedule 1, Page 33

Questions4

a) Please Provide the Equivalent LL Tables for 2011 and 2012.5

Response6

Please see GLPT’s response to VECC interrogatory 3(a).7

b) Please provide the Inventory amounts for 2010-2014.8

Response9

Dec 31, 2010 Actual - $244,50010
Dec 31, 2011 Actual - $223,00011
Dec 31, 2012 Forecast - $350,00012
Dec 31, 2013 Forecast - $350,00013
Dec 31, 2014 Forecast - $350,00014

c) Please indicate where the 2011 and 12 amounts were approved-15
Settlement/Decision.16

Response17

The working capital allowance for 2011 and 2012 amounts were approved as part18
of the Settlement Agreement. Specifically, in Section 1.4 of Appendix A of19
Exhibit 1, Tab 1, Schedule 8, the parties agreed to settle the issue.20

d) Please provide a calculation showing the Total Working Capital amounts for21
2013 and 2014 as shown in Table 2-4-1 A. Provide references to the other22
tables.23

Response24

In responding to this question, GLPT is assuming that Energy Probe is requesting25
the calculations for 2011 and 2012 since the 2013 and 2014 figures are26
incorporated within Table 2-4-1 A. The table below provides the same27
calculations for the 2011 and 2012 test years, as approved in EB-2010-0291.28
Similar to the 2013-2014 calculation, the Lead Lag Working Capital is found in29
the lower right section of the tables found in GLPT’s response to VECC30
Interrogatory #3(a) (Tables 2-4-1 B and C for 2013 and 2014).31
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1
($000's) 2011 2012

Lead Lag Working Capital $371.1 $263.8
Materials and Supplies 250.0 250.0

Total Working Capital Requirement $621.1 $513.8

2
3
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Interrogatory 181

Reference: Exhibit 2, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Pages 22-232

Under IFRS, only costs deemed directly attributable to bringing assets to their3
locations and the working conditions related to their intended use are to be4
capitalized.5

Questions6

a) Please provide a copy of GLPT Capitalization Policy for 2012 pre and post7
IFRS.8

Response9

Please see GLPT’s “Capital Asset Management Procedures” document attached at10

Appendix Board Staff 2(a). The procedures attached there are premised under11

Canadian GAAP. GLPT has done all the preparatory work to update the12

Capitalization procedure to reflect IFRS, and has applied the updated13

methodology to the 2013-14 test year information. However, GLPT is still in the14

process of finalizing the formal, written update to the procedure itself. See also15

the response to Board staff interrogatory 2(a).16

b) Please provide a schedule that shows the amounts and percentage of total17
O&M capitalized in 2011A, 2012 E and 2013/2014 F. Explain any material18
differences.19

Response20

As described in its Capital Asset Management Procedures, GLPT does not21
capitalize O&M costs.22

23
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Interrogatory 191

Reference: Exhibit 3, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 2 Tables 3-1-1 A and B &2
Exhibit 8, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 3, Tables 8-1-1 B3

Questions4

a) Please provide the actual/forecast of GLPT charge determinants for 2012 A,5
2013 and 2014 F for each asset pool.6

Response7

The actual/forecast of GLPT charge determinants for 2013 and 2014 can be found8
in the confidential filing in EB-2012-0300. These forecasts were based on9
historical data for the years 2007-2011 and consistent with the methodology used10
in EB-2010-0291. GLPT did not calculate a 2012 charge determinant forecast.11

b) Has any allowance for CDM impact for 2012-2014.been included? If so how12
much and what is the Source of this estimate (OPA or customer).13

Response14

GLPT did not include an allowance for CDM impact.15

16
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Interrogatory 201

Ref: Exhibit 4, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 1, Table 4-1-1 &2
Exhibit 4, Tab 1, Schedule 2, Page 3, Table 4-2-1 B &3
Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Page 10, Table 24

Questions5

a) Provide a table that shows by category, the allocation of OM&A before and6
after budget reallocation. Discuss the material changes/shifts that resulted.7

Response:8
9

($000's)

USofA Description

2012

Approved

2012

Forecast
Variance

Transmission Expenses - Operation

4805 Operation Supervision and Engineering $390.6 $521.1 $130.5

4810 Load Dispatching 1,569.0 1,341.0 (228.0)

4815 Station Buildings and Fixtures Expense 852.8 871.8 19.0

4820 Transformer Station Equipment - Labour 384.7 261.3 (123.4)

4825 Transformer Station Equipment - Supplies and Exp. 86.3 99.7 13.3

4830 Overhead Line Expenses 164.9 216.2 51.3

4845 Miscellaneous Transmission Expenses 484.4 475.2 (9.2)

4850 Rents 85.0 69.8 (15.2)

Transmission Expenses - Maintenance

4910 Mtce of Transformer Station Buildings and Fixtures 96.5 71.8 (24.6)

4916 Mtce of Transformer Station Equipment 452.6 642.0 189.3

4930 Mtce of Poles, Towers, and Fixtures 19.4 11.7 (7.8)

4935 Mtce of Overhead Conductors and Devices 192.1 163.5 (28.5)

4940 Mtce of Overhead Lines - Right of Way 1,260.8 1,262.4 1.6

4945 Mtce of Overhead Lines - Roads and Trails Repairs 115.6 113.9 (1.6)

Administrative and General Expenses

5605 Executive Salaries and Expenses 957.3 771.0 (186.3)

5615 General Administrative Salaries and Expenses 972.6 1,188.8 216.3

5620 Office Supplies and Expenses 179.4 230.1 50.8

5630 Outside Services Employed 742.1 670.0 (72.1)

5635 Property Insurance 222.2 250.0 27.8

5655 Regulatory Expenses 164.9 164.9 0.0

5665 Miscellaneous General Expenses 38.3 38.3 (0.0)

5680 Electrical Safety Authority Fees 24.2 21.0 (3.2)

Subtotal Operations 4,017.7 3,856.1 (161.6)

Subtotal Maintenance 2,136.9 2,265.3 128.4

Subtotal A&G 3,301.0 3,334.3 33.2

Total OM&A $9,455.6 $9,455.6 $0.0
10
11
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As described in Exhibit 1, Tab 2, Schedule 2, GLPT completed a comprehensive1
review of the needs and requirements of the organization, including staffing2
requirements. With this information, costs were allocated to the various USofA3
OM&A accounts to ensure that resources were allocated appropriately to address4
GLPT’s needs and requirements without sacrificing safety, reliability or the5
environment. As demonstrated in the subtotals within the table, the overriding6
theme was an allocation from operations into maintenance.7

As a result of the reallocation, there are a number of changes at an account by8
account level that are minor in nature. GLPT has provided commentary below to9
summarize the variances that are material, i.e. where a USofA account has10
changed by more than $100,000.11

Account 4805 – The costs in this account are forecasted to be higher than the12
approved figures. The approved numbers reflect the 2010 Board-approved13
amounts increased by 2.5%. This means that the capitalization of labour costs14
related to engineering and asset management staff reflected in the 2012 approved15
column in the above table reflects the assumptions of 2010. However, the16
forecasted labour capitalization related to engineering and asset management staff17
for 2012 is different from the 2010 Approved figures, as evidenced in the increase18
in this account for the 2012 forecast.19

Account 4810 – The costs in this account are forecasted to be lower than the20
approved figures due primarily to a reduction in the staffing of the control centre.21
GLPT had a staff member retire in 2010 and is not planning on replacing this staff22
member until 2014 as a part of its succession planning (as described under Cost23
Driver 3 for Account 4810 in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2). GLPT is able to24
manage the same level of productivity through schedule management, re-25
allocation of tasks and the use of overtime. In addition, due to a change in the26
forecasted labour capitalization related to staff of the system control room (similar27
to that described above under Account 4805), the costs in this account are also28
forecasted to be lower than the approved figures. Additional information on29
capitalization of labour related to the Master SCADA Replacement project is30
provided under Cost Driver 1 for Account 4810 in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2.31

Account 4820 – The costs in account 4820 are forecasted to be lower primarily as32
a result of a re-allocation to account 4916. As indicated on page 10 of Exhibit 4,33
Tab 2, Schedule 2, the nature of the activities in these two accounts (plus account34
4825) are quite similar and, therefore, GLPT combines them and describes any35
variances as though they were derived in a single account.36

Account 4916 – As noted above, the costs in account 4916 are forecasted to be37
higher primarily as a result of a re-allocation from account 4820. On a combined38
basis, the net variance is approximately $66,000.39
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Account 5605 – GLPT has forecasted a decrease in costs in account 5605 as a1
result of a change in staff resourcing and cost allocations in comparison to the2
figures approved in the EB-2010-0291 application.3

Account 5615 – The costs in account 5615 are forecasted to increase primarily as4
a result of two drivers:5

1. GLPT added a Senior Accountant in 2010 to assist in the management of6
IFRS, and support succession planning. A portion of the cost related to7
this position was allocated to GLPT’s deferral account related IFRS8
transition costs in 2010 and 2011, however the full OM&A cost has been9
included in GLPT’s 2012 forecast.10

2. As described in GLPT’s response to SEC Interrogatory #10, GLPT hired a11
service desk technician on a contract basis in 2011. This has resulted in an12
increase in costs as compared to the 2012 approved amounts.13

b) Please confirm that the Collective Agreement COLA floor of 3% (not 3.1%)14
is for 2012 and that 2013 and 2014 CAs have not been negotiated. If they15
have been negotiated then please provide the COLA clauses.16

Response17

GLPT agrees the COLA floor is 3% and it is for 2012 not 2013 or 2014. In18
addition GLPT confirms the collective agreements for 2013 and 2014 have not19
been negotiated.20

21
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Interrogatory 211

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Appendix B, FQC Report2

Page 2 “Note that the values for years 2012 to 2014 are projected based upon 20073
to 2011 actual data for all companies other than GLPT”4

Questions15

a) What factors were used to project 2012-2014 data for each of the peer group6
and GLPT?7

Response8

For GLPT, the consultants simply used the forecast provided by GLPT. For the9
other companies, the forecasts were made by extrapolating trends based on the10
earlier period, using essentially a straight-line extrapolation of actual spending.11

b) What other benchmarks apart from those in appendix A were assessed and12
why were these rejected?13

Response14

None. Benchmarks considered include the same cost elements (e.g. O&M,15
OM&A, and A&G only), normalized by km of line and by customers. The16
selected benchmarks were chosen because of the superior predictive ability of the17
asset base as a normalizing factor.18

c) Does FCQ have data on T-SAIFI and T-SAIDI for the sample and could a19
comparative analysis be made?20

Response21

The firm has some limited T-SAIFI and T-SAIDI data (i.e. not from all22
companies). A comparative analysis has not been executed.23

24

1 In preparing the responses to this Energy Probe interrogatory 21, GLPT has consulted with First Quartile
Consulting.
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Interrogatory 221

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Page 28, Appendix C, Table 12

Questions3

a) Please explain the Balances in Column 2 of the Table. e.g. are these the actual4
or projected amounts in the Account at year end 2011A or 2012?5

Responses6

The balances in Column 2 of the table described above are the projected total7
amounts to be recorded in each USoA account for the 2014 test year. The8
balances can be cross referenced to the “2014 Test Year” column of Table 4-2-19
C, found on page 6 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1.10

b) Are any of these balances subject to deferral account treatment? If so,11
indicate which accounts and the amounts at the end of 2011A and 2012?12

Response13

None of these balances are subject to deferral account treatment, they are merely14
the forecasted total amounts to be recorded in each account in the 2014 test year.15

16
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Interrogatory 231

Ref: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Pages 1-222

Questions3

a) For each of the listed accounts please provide the 2011 amounts.4

Response5

The 2011 amounts for each of the accounts provided in Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule6
2 can be found in Table 4-2-1 under the heading “2011 Actual”. Table 4-2-1 can7
be found on page 6 of Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1.8

b) For internal labour allocations indicate if this is the gross amount or the9
amount after capitalization.10

Response11

The internal labour allocation variances are the net impact on GLPT’s OM&A as12
a result in a change in the mix between capital and O&M work. As an example, if13
the total labour capitalization (including benefits and direct overheads) decreased14
from $200,000 to $150,000 for a particular group of employees, the net impact15
reflected in GLPT’s OM&A would be $50,000.16

c) Does “labour capitalization” mean the amount is gross or net?17

Response18

We are unclear as to what is meant by gross or net with respect to labour19
capitalization. “Labour capitalization” refers to the directly attributable wages,20
benefits and overhead costs incurred.21

d) Provide a list of incremental cost drivers and amounts and indicate those that22
are expensed and those that are capitalized (if both, amount capitalized).23

Response24

GLPT is not clear on the request in the question above. GLPT has listed all of the25
incremental cost drivers for the 2013 and 2014 test years, all of which are items26
that are expensed in OM&A. GLPT has not included any costs in its proposed27
OM&A that will be capitalized in any year.28

29

30
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e) Are the capitalized amounts in the 2013/2014 Ratebase?1

Response2

GLPT capitalizes internal labour costs (including benefits and direct overheads)3
related to work done on capital projects. These costs are included in the rate base4
additions in the year in which each capital project is completed. For example, the5
internal labour costs that are charged to Phase 1 of the Master SCADA6
Replacement project in 2012 are included as rate base additions for 2012 when7
the project is put into service.8

9
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Interrogatory 241

Ref: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Pages 22-352

Questions3

a) With regard to account 5605 (p22), please confirm that Corporate Costs have4
not been explicitly approved and was part of an overall OM&A amount from5
prior years.6

Response7

Corporate Costs were specifically identified in EB-2010-0291 and formed part of8
the evidence that made up the total approved 2011 and 2012 OM&A per the EB-9
2010-0291 Settlement Agreement.10

b) With regard to Executive costs of $550,000, please confirm these are part of11
base O&M in prior years.12

Response13

The Executive costs of $550,000 do not form part of the base O&M in prior years.14

As described in GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 11 in the EB-2010-15

0291 proceeding, GLPT achieved cost savings in this account by allocating some16

of its development-related costs to its green energy deferral account, approved in17

EB-2009-0409. As a result, these costs were not reflected in GLPT’s approved18

OM&A for the 2011 or 2012 test years.19

c) Please explain what will happen in 2013. What costs will be transferred to the20
EWTDA?21

Response22

GLPT is assuming EWTDA stands for the East West Tie Deferral Account.23
GLPT anticipates that the OEB hearing portion of the designation phase of24
EWTDA will occur during the first three quarters of 2013. Once the OEB has25
determined the successful applicant, the development phase of EWTDA will26
commence, which GLPT anticipates will be in the 4th quarter.27

GLPT expects that its Vice President / General Manager, Vice-President,28
Regulatory and Legal, and its Director of Administration will spend and allocate29
approximately one third of their time, while its Vice President, Project30
Development will spend and allocate 100% of available time to EWT Line31
activities in 2013. In addition, GLPT anticipates that there are incremental travel,32
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consulting and administrative costs of approximately $100,000 that will be1
allocated to EWT LP. The total costs expected to be transferred are $550,000. To2
the extent the actual costs transferred are lower than $550,000, the difference will3
be accounted for as a debit to this account. To the extent they are higher, a credit4
will be established in the EWTDA for the benefit of rate payers.5

d) Is there an actual requirement for backfilling while staff are doing EWT6
work, or is this an accounting issue?7

Response8

GLPT did not budget for additional resources while staff is doing EWT work. It9

will be the expectation that GLPT management staff put forward incremental10

efforts above their normal workload to ensure that GLPT continues to run a safe,11

reliable, environmentally responsible and cost-efficient transmission operation.12

e) If the EWTDA operated as a deferral account for backfill staff costs, discuss13
how this could work to keep ratepayers and company whole.14

Response15

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 24(d). GLPT does16
not believe that there will be a requirement to backfill staff.17

f) With regard to IT Admin, breakdown these into staff costs and other e.g.18
consulting and licensing fees. How much of the staff costs are one time/one19
year costs and again, is backfilling required?20

Response21

It is unclear as to how Account 5615 relates to backfilling. As it relates to IT22
Admin costs, with the exception of inflationary increases as defined in Cost23
Driver 2 of Account 5615, none of the incremental costs from 2012 to the 201324
test year are related to staff costs. GLPT believes it has sufficient IT staff in place25
to address the needs of the organization in the 2013 and 2014 test years.26

27
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Interrogatory 251

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Page 2 &2
Exhibit 9, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Page 43

Table 4-2-1 A on Page 2 of the exhibit shows increasing OM&A costs for 2012, 20134
and 2014. Page 4 of Ex 9-2-1 states that the estimated costs of participating in the E-5
W Tie Line designation process, amounting to $550 k in 2013 and $340 k in 2014,6
have been deducted from OM&A costs for those years.7

Questions8

a) Please confirm that the figures in Table 4-2-1 A reflect those deductions.9

Response10

Confirmed.11

b) If the table does reflect the deductions, is it fair to conclude that the effective12
increase in OM&A costs in 2013 and 2014 would be the figures noted in the13
table plus the amount of deductions for the E-W Tie Line involvement14
(ie.$1810.1 k in 2013 and $797.6 k in 2014)? If not, please explain why it is15
not correct to draw this conclusion.16

Response17

GLPT agrees with the conclusion drawn above.18

19
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Interrogatory 261

Ref: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Page 22

Line 3 on this page refers to inflation factor of 3.1% based “on the rate used in3
GLPT’s collective agreement attached at Ex 4-2-3 App B.”4

Questions5

a) Please identify where in the collective agreement this inflation factor can be6
found.7

Response8

Clause 21.4 of the collective agreement addresses the CPI for Ontario. The union9
and GLPT have historically utilized the Consumer Price Index (All Items) –10
Ontario when calculating CPI.11

b) Given the economic recession and the growing trend in labour negotiations12
toward wage freezes, why is GLPT forecasting an increase in wages of 3.1%13
for the test years?14

Response15

GLPT believes that in order to maintain a skilled work force they need to remain16
competitive within the labour market place. GLPT is not forecasting an increase17
in excess of the most recent CPI used for purposes of clause 21.4 of the collective18
agreement.19

20
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Interrogatory 271

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Page 52

Question3

a) The variance explanation for Acct 4805 cites $60 k in payments to standards4
bodies and professional groups. Please explain what these payments are for5
and whether or not they are discretionary.6

Response7

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 11(a).8

9
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Interrogatory 281

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Page 52

Question3

a) This page also refers to plans to update transmission line/structure profile4
drawings. Please explain what changes have occurred to these5
lines/structures that require the update and why the updates are not done at6
the time the changes to the lines/structures are made.7

Response8

Changes / projects have been completed in the GLPT system (for example, the9
Transmission Reinforcement Project) prior to GLPT using Lidar technology for10
use with its vegetation management program. Another use of the Lidar11
technology is to use the data collected, inherent to the vegetation data collection12
process, to update transmission line plan and profile drawings.13

14



EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Page 45 of 61

Interrogatory 291

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Page 92

Question3

a) Acct 4815 variance explanation states that road maintenance costs are lower4
because maintenance at Mackay TS will decrease in 2013 and 2014. Please5
explain why maintenance will decrease in those years and whether it will6
increase again after the test years.7

Response8

The forecast for maintenance costs will decrease for 2013-2014 relative to 2011-9
2012 because it is anticipated that summer road maintenance activities will10
decrease marginally in 2013 and 2014. The road maintenance is unrelated to the11
maintenance at Mackay TS. GLPT is unable to confidently state whether the12
maintenance costs will increase or decrease in years beyond the test periods.13
Being a gravel road, the maintenance requirements rely heavily on weather14
conditions and the resultant deterioration of the road.15

16
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Interrogatory 301

Ref: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 2, Page 162

Account 4845 shows an increase in fibre lease costs amounting to $72,000 annually3
starting in 2013.4

Questions5

a) Please confirm that the reason for the $36,000 allocation in 2013 is because6
the higher lease payment starts mid-year.7

Response8

Confirmed.9

b) Please explain why the higher cost in 2014 is only $36,000 if the annual10
increase is $72,000.11

Response12

The $36,000 incremental amount included in 2014 is the amount that is13
incremental to the 2013 forecast, as the 2013 forecast already includes a $36,00014
increment (as described above). The $36,000 included in the 2013 forecast plus15
the incremental amount of $36,000 in 2014 provides for the total incremental16
amount of $72,000.17

18
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Interrogatory 311

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Table 4-2-4 A and Appendix A2

Questions3

a) Please provide metrics on the total floor space and other common facilities4
(Garage, Warehouse, Parking etc).5

Response6

GLPT rents the entire space from GLPL and as such all space and facilities are7
allocated to GLPT and no costs are allocated to GLPL. GLPT in turn subleases8
office space to a non-affiliated tenant, Algoma Power Inc. (“API”). The9
allocation percentages between GLPT and API are as follows:10

11
Total Sq. Ft GLPT Sq. Ft API Sq. Ft

Main Office 24,572 11,440 13,132

Basement 18,216 11,650 6,566

Industrial 1 (Garage) 8,020 4,010 4,010

Industrial 2 (Stores) 3,200 - 3,200

Vacant Land 100% 90% 10%12
13

b) How are costs allocated between affiliates? Please specify all cost14
driver/allocators, including other facilities driver/allocators and allocation of15
2012 operating costs to each affiliate. (2012 is the same year used by NCI)16

Response17

Please refer to Energy Probe interrogatory 31(a) for additional information related18
to the sharing of costs between GLPT and GLPL with respect to the building.19

With regard to the other shared service costs incurred by GLPT, please refer to20
Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4 for details related to cost allocation drivers.21

22
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Interrogatory 321

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Appendix B2

Questions23

a) Please provide a Table that lists the Cost Driver Metrics for the Affiliates4
included in the Study as well as the Corporate head Office.5

Response6

The Navigant study only allocated cost associated with the leadership of the7
Utility Group at Brookfield. Most services are provided by GLPT staff.8
Therefore, the Cost Driver Metrics are the number of employees, gross assets and9
revenue allocators used in this study. The quantification of the metrics is10
provided in GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 31.11

b) Of the services listed in Table 1, please indicate if these are all the services12
and costs associated with Head Office or is there a portion retained by head13
office? For example, costs for ‘Minding the Investment”?14

Response15

The services listed in Table 1 are all the services and costs associated with the16
leadership of the “Utility Group” at Brookfield.17

c) Corporate Cost Allocation best practices are that a direct allocation is based18
on cost accounting (e.g. insurance costs) or in the case of staff-related service19
costs, a time study-based fully burdened cost allocation. An indirect20
allocation uses Cost drivers FCER, ACER, FTE etc. based on cost causality21
principles. Has Navigant followed these best practices? Please discuss in22
some detail and refer to recent studies accepted by the Board, including23
Hydro One (Rudden/Black and Veatch), Enbridge Gas Distribution (Myers24
Norris Penny).25

Response26

Navigant has advised that it believes the approach used in its study is appropriate27
for GLPT and in keeping with past practices of the OEB. As described in Section28
3 of the Navigant report, GLPT operates autonomously, which is a significantly29
different model than Hydro One or Enbridge uses in that many of GLPT’s30
services are provided by GLPT staff, not by an affiliate. The Corporate Cost31

2 In preparing the responses to this Energy Probe interrogatory 32, GLPT has consultant with Navigant
Consulting.
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Allocation is only associated with the leadership of the Utility Group at1
Brookfield.2

3
d) Please provide a version of Table 1 that clearly shows which costs and4

services in the Budget Expense Table are allocated to each of Head Office,5
each affiliate based on a direct allocation and which costs are allocated by6
cost driver(s) (specify drivers). Please reconcile to page 20.7

Response8

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Board staff interrogatory 31.9

e) Why were the indirect cost driver/allocators chosen? Please provide the cost10
causality rationale for each cost driver as related to each service item/budget.11
Specifically:12

i. Why was Assets (FCER) used rather than ACER for some13
allocations3?14

ii. Why was Revenue chosen?15

Response16

Navigant has advised that it believes the approach used in its study is appropriate17
for GLPT and in keeping with past practices of the OEB. The Revenue and Asset18
allocators were used because they are commonly accepted in the industry and19
comparable between the investments in the Utility Group. The Utility Group has20
investments in four countries and two continents with differences in accounting21
systems (e.g. IFRS versus US GAAP). Therefore, delineating between FCER and22
ACER would not be possible.23

24

3
Financing Capital Employed Ratio (FCER) is used when the common activities are considered to benefit

all affiliates in which the parent, maintains an investment, including minority equity investments. Adjusted
Capital Employed Ratio (ACER) represents the respective percentage of capital employed by the parent in
all affiliates for which the parent is responsible for day to day operations. ACER has a smaller denominator
than FCER to reflect only those affiliates that benefit directly from specific services. The rationale for using
ACER is linked to cost incurrence. If the affiliate does not need the service, it is not part of the denominator
over which costs are allocated. (MNP 2012 CCA Report for EGD)
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Interrogatory 331

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Appendix B2

Question3

a) Please explain how Section 2.02 of the SLA (and the absence of a Schedule of4
Services and Costs) complies with the ARC?5

Response6

We assume this interrogatory is with respect to the Services Agreement located at7
Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 4, Appendix C, which concerns the provision of shared8
corporate services.9

According to section 2.3.5.1 of the ARC, for shared corporate services, fully-10
allocated cost-based pricing (calculated in accordance with sections 2.3.4.1 and11
2.3.4.2) may be applied between a utility and an affiliate in lieu of transfer12
pricing, provided that that the utility shall obtain from the affiliate, from time to13
time as required to keep the information current, a detailed breakdown of the14
affiliate’s fully-allocated cost of providing the service. In accordance with this15
requirement, as indicated in section 2.01 of GLPT’s Services Agreement, the16
Partnership shall pay the Service Provider for the services provided under the17
agreement a fee reflecting cost. According to section 2.02 of the Services18
Agreement, the Partnership shall reimburse the Service Provider for any19
extraordinary costs in providing shared corporate services. In accordance with the20
ARC, GLPT shall obtain from time to time as required a detailed breakdown of21
the Service Provider’s fully allocated cost of providing the service, including with22
respect to any extraordinary expenses. GLPT has provided this detailed23
breakdown for the 2013/14 test years in response to Board staff interrogatory 30.24

25
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Interrogatory 341

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 6, Page 5, Tables 4-2-6 D and G2

Questions3

a) What were the changes in 2012 depreciation as a result of componentizing4
the asset groups to IFRS? Reconcile to 2011 actual and 2012 restated5
depreciation expense6

Response7

The changes in 2012 depreciation that resulted from componentizing the asset8
groups for IFRS can be found in Table 4-2-6 G. The changes are equal to the9
difference between the column titled “2012 Forecast CGAAP” and “201210
Forecast IFRS”.11

12
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Interrogatory 351

Reference: Exhibit 4, Tab 2, Schedule 3, Page 2 Table 4-2-3 A2

Questions3

a) Please modify the referenced table part 1 to provide a breakdown the data4
for “Non-Union” into payroll groups e.g. Management and Executive5

See the table provided in b) below. GLPT has only 3 employees that it would6
classify as executive, and as a result it has aggregated the executive and7
management categories into a single category. GLPT believes that it has satisfied8
the Board’s requirements in regard to disclosure of employee compensation9
breakdowns, and provided sufficient variance analyses related to the 2013 and10
2014 test years where applicable.11

b) Include a Section on Incentive Pay and add this to the total12

Response:13
14
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2010

Actual

2011

Actual

2012

Approved

2012

Forecast

2013 Test

Year

2014 Test

Year

Number of FTE's (Incl. Part Time)

Union 24.2 24.5 28.2 25.6 25.6 26.6

Management & Executive 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0

Non-Union 15.4 17.1 16.5 17.8 17.8 17.8

Total 48.6 50.7 53.7 52.4 52.4 53.4

Number of Part Time Employees

Union 0.7 0.3 0.5 - - -

Management & Executive - - - - - -

Non-Union 3.7 1.9 0.5 1.8 1.8 1.8

Total 4.3 2.3 1.0 1.8 1.8 1.8

Total Salary & Wages ($000's)

Union $1,841.7 $1,940.6 $2,169.6 $2,082.1 $2,146.7 $2,296.5

Mgmt & Exec (Excludes Incentive Pay) $868.8 $949.2 $950.0 $974.1 $1,004.3 $1,035.4

Non-Union (Excludes Incentive Pay) $991.6 $1,028.4 $1,084.0 $1,098.7 $1,132.7 $1,167.8

Total $3,702.1 $3,918.2 $4,203.6 $4,154.9 $4,283.7 $4,499.7

Current Benefits ($000's)

Union $306.4 $287.6 $361.1 $317.3 $335.6 $361.6

Management & Executive $123.9 $117.9 $125.0 $130.2 $134.2 $138.4

Non-Union $161.7 $193.0 $216.2 $218.7 $225.4 $232.4

Total $592.0 $598.5 $702.3 $666.1 $695.2 $732.4

Accrued Pension & Post-Retirement

Benefits ($000's)

Union $502.3 $528.7 $440.0 $459.7 $473.9 $508.7

Management & Executive $209.3 $222.1 $180.0 $221.4 $228.2 $235.3

Non-Union $173.3 $203.5 $164.0 $236.3 $243.6 $251.2

Total $884.9 $954.3 $784.0 $917.3 $945.8 $995.2

Total Benefits ($000's)

Union $808.7 $816.4 $801.1 $776.9 $809.5 $870.3

Management & Executive $333.2 $340.0 $305.0 $351.6 $362.5 $373.7

Non-Union $335.1 $396.5 $380.2 $455.0 $469.1 $483.6

Total $1,477.0 $1,552.9 $1,486.3 $1,583.5 $1,641.0 $1,727.6

Total Incentive Pay ($000's)

Union $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0

Management & Executive $222.4 $272.5 $170.0 $173.9 $179.3 $184.9

Non-Union $40.3 $86.5 $77.5 $97.5 $100.5 $103.7

Total $262.8 $359.0 $247.5 $271.5 $279.9 $288.5

Total Compensation ($000's)

(Salary, Wages & Benefits)

Union $2,650.4 $2,757.0 $2,970.7 $2,859.1 $2,956.2 $3,166.9

Mgmt & Exec (Includes Incentive Pay) $1,424.4 $1,561.7 $1,425.0 $1,499.6 $1,546.0 $1,594.0

Non-Union (Includes Incentive Pay) $1,367.0 $1,511.4 $1,541.7 $1,651.2 $1,702.3 $1,755.1

Total $5,441.8 $5,830.1 $5,937.4 $6,009.8 $6,204.5 $6,515.9
1
2

c) With respect to part 2 please provide a row that calculates the percentage of3
Total Compensation Capitalized4

Response:5
6
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2010

Actual

2011

Actual

2012

Approved

2012

Forecast

2013 Test

Year

2014 Test

Year

Compensation - Average Yearly Base

Wages ($000's)

Union $72.5 $74.2 $73.0 $75.7 $78.1 $80.4

Mgmt & Exec (Excludes Incentive Pay) $96.5 $105.5 $105.6 $108.2 $111.6 $115.0

Non-Union (Excludes Incentive Pay) $64.5 $60.0 $65.7 $61.7 $63.6 $65.6

Compensation - Average Yearly

Overtime ($000's)

Union $7.1 $9.4 $8.9 $9.4 $9.7 $9.8

Management & Executive $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0

Non-Union $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0

Compensation - Average Incentive Pay

($000's)

Union $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0

Management & Executive $24.7 $30.3 $18.9 $19.3 $19.9 $20.5

Non-Union $2.6 $5.0 $4.7 $5.5 $5.6 $5.8

Compensation - Average Yearly Benefits

($000's)

Union $33.4 $33.3 $30.2 $30.4 $31.6 $32.7

Management & Executive $37.0 $37.8 $33.9 $39.1 $40.3 $41.5

Non-Union $21.8 $23.1 $23.0 $25.6 $26.4 $27.2

Grand Total

Total Compensation $5,441.8 $5,830.1 $5,937.4 $6,009.8 $6,204.5 $6,515.9

Total Compensation charged to OM&A $4,958.8 $5,049.5 $5,234.1 $5,214.1 $5,599.9 $5,892.5

Total Compensation Capitalized $483.1 $780.6 $703.4 $795.7 $604.6 $623.4

Percentage of Compensation

Capitalized 8.9% 13.4% 11.8% 13.2% 9.7% 9.6%1
2

d) Compare the resultant percentage capitalization rates to Hydro One Tx as3
filed in EB-2012-00314

Response5

It appears that Hydro One Tx capitalizes labour costs at a rate in the range of 50%6
to 60%, according to evidence filed on line 40 of appendix A in Exhibit C1, Tab7
7, Schedule 2 of EB-2012-0031.8

GLPT’s labour capitalization rates are significantly lower than those of Hydro9
One Tx. GLPT’s internal staff tend to focus primarily on scheduled operations10
and maintenance activities, while capital work is typically undertaken by11
contractors. This is due to the relatively small staff complement at GLPT.12

13
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Interrogatory 361

Ref. Exhibit 5, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 1 Cost of Equity2

Questions3

a) Why wouldn’t GLPT retain the 2013 ROE Placeholder of 9.16% for 20144
rather than adopting Hydro One Tx” forecast 9.44%?5

Response6

GLPT’s intent was to provide consistency with Hydro One. GLPT understands7
that this number is only a placeholder as it will be set once the cost of capital8
parameters for 2014 are known and published by the Board.9

b) What would be the difference to the Cost of Capital and Revenue10
requirement?11

Response12

GLPT’s Weighted Average Cost of Capital would be reduced from 7.74% to13
7.63%.14

GLPT’s 2013 base revenue requirement would decrease from $39,949,000 to15
$39,608,500.16

17
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Interrogatory 371

Reference: Exhibit 5, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Pages 2 and 3, Table 5-1-1 A &B2

Questions3

a) Please confirm that the cost of debt will be the same for 2013 and 2014.4

Response5

Confirmed, GLPT’s deemed debt rate will be the same for 2013 and 2014.6

b) Please provide a schedule of the principal repayments on the affiliate debt.7

Response8

All funds invested in GLPT by its partners have been invested in the form of9
equity. GLPT does not have outstanding affiliate debt.10

c) How will GLPT replace the Maturing affiliate debt?11

Response12

As noted in response to part (b) of this question, GLPT does not have affiliate13
debt.14

15
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Interrogatory 381

Reference: Exhibit 9, Tab 1, Schedule 3, Page 6, Table 9-1-3 A2

Questions3

a) Why should the costs of litigation against Comstock ($1,792,177) be4
disbursed to customers when the Court may rule in favour of GLPT?5

Response6

The costs GLPT has incurred to date to defend the Comstock claim are material,7
and therefore GLPT is requesting that the Board approve disbursal of the audited8
December 31, 2011 balance. GLPT will ensure that the collection of Comstock9
litigation costs will be tracked separately, and in the event that the Court rules in10
favour of GLPT and awards recovery of litigation costs that have been funded by11
the ratepayer, GLPT will refund theses costs to the ratepayer.12

b) Please review and comment on prior Decisions of the Board regarding13
similar Litigation situations.14

Response15

GLPT is aware of two Board decisions regarding the recovery of litigation costs16
in rate applications. EB-2010-0295 related to a proceeding initiated by the Board17
to determine the recoverability of costs and damages incurred by electricity18
distributors in settling a class action brought by THESL for restitution of LPPs.19
EB-2007-0731 related to an application by Enbridge to vary the rates charged to20
customers, in response to the settlement of a similar class action launched by21
Gordon Garland. In both decisions, the Board allowed the application to recover22
the cost of settlement through rate increases. This recovery included both the23
settlement amounts and legal costs.24

Although the facts in the decisions above are not entirely analogous to those at25
hand, at a basic level, the standard of analysis used by the Board in both26
proceedings was whether the expenses were prudently incurred. In particular, the27
issue in question was whether there was benefit to ratepayers, and whether the28
costs incurred in defending the action and negotiating the settlement were29
incurred on behalf of and for the benefit of ratepayers.30

The Transmission Reinforcement Project to which the Comstock matter relates31

was found to be in the public interest. GLPT submits that the costs it has incurred32

to date have been prudently incurred because they will ultimately benefit the33

ratepayers. As set out in the pleadings attached at Appendix SEC 38(b) to the34

responses to the SEC interrogatories, the plaintiff Comstock Canada Ltd. is35
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claiming, among other things, damages in the sum of $36,000,000, plus applicable1

taxes and interest. In GLPT’s view, the claims are without merit and GLPT’s2

current legal strategy is necessary to mitigate GLPT’s financial exposure, and the3

exposure of ratepayers, relating to the transmission reinforcement project.4

5
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Interrogatory 391

Reference: Exhibit 9, Tab2, Schedule 1, Pages 1-52

Questions3

a) Other than the EWTDA, please provide more information on the proposed4
deferral accounts relative to the Board’s Criteria for Deferral accounts.5

Response:6

Bulk Electric System Deferral Account – As stated on page 2 of Exhibit 9, Tab 2,7
Schedule 1, GLPT’s management does not have the ability to control any8
proposed expenditures due to the fact that the changing requirements are driven9
by NERC and IESO compliance. In addition, GLPT states that the costs to be10
incurred may be material amounts. At the time of disbursing the balance of the11
account, GLPT will be required to justify the prudency of the costs incurred.12

Please see GLPT’s response to Board Staff interrogatories 54 and 55.13

14
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Interrogatory 401

Reference: Exhibit 7, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 2, Tables 7-1-1 C and D2

Questions3

a) Please provide the Charge determinants underpinning the Cost Allocations4
to the TX pools.5

Response6

As described at Exhibit 7, Tab 1, Schedule 1, GLPT has apportioned its revenue7
requirement to the three TX pools based on the existing cost allocation used by8
HONI. In the event that the Board approves an updated cost allocation for9
HONI’s revenue requirement, GLPT will re-allocate its revenue requirement to10
the TX pools to remain consistent with HONI.11

b) If Hydro One Networks Revenue Requirements for 2013 and 2014 are either12
not approved by the Board or the Board’s Decision is not available until13
2013, what does GLPT propose regarding 2013 rates? Please be clear in your14
explanation under these Scenarios.15

Response16

While GLPT’s first choice would be to have its revenue requirement implemented17
on January 1, 2013, GLPT understands that it may be more efficient to have both18
HONI and GLPT’s rate changes implemented at the same time. Therefore, in the19
event that HONI’s revenue requirement for 2013 is not approved by the Board or20
the Board’s Decision is not available until 2013, GLPT would be prepared to use21
a deferral account to capture any revenue deficiencies that may occur between the22
effective date and the implementation date of GLPT’s 2013 revenue requirement,23
as stated under point 7 on page 2 of Exhibit 1, Tab 1, Schedule 2 of this24
application. In any case, GLPT is requesting that its proposed 2013 revenue25
requirement be made effective as of January 1, 2013.26

27
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Interrogatory 411

Reference: Exhibit 8, Tab 1, Schedule 1, Page 3, Table*-1-1-B2

Questions3

a) Please provide support for the charge determinant change in the referenced4
table.5

Response6

Please refer to GLPT’s response to Energy Probe interrogatory 19(a).7

b) What is the sensitivity of the revenue requirements 2013/2014 of a 1%8
change in the forecast for each asset pool?9

Response10

A change in the charge determinants would not impact GLPT’s revenue11
requirements in either 2013 or 2014.12

c) What is the sensitivity of the UTR to a 1% change in the charge determinant13
forecast for 2013/2014?14

Response15

GLPT has provided the sensitivity of the UTR to a 1% change in only GLPT’s16
charge determinant forecast for 2013/2014, and not for the province-wide charge17
determinant forecast for those years. GLPT’s position is that this proceeding will18
only establish what GLPT’s charge determinant forecast is, and will not affect the19
charge determinant forecasts of the other three transmitters.20

A 1% change in GLPT’s charge determinant forecast would not change any of the21
UTR rates in any of the three TX pools in 2013 or 2014.22
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Joint Use17 117RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Dip,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in 
water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Dip1 Centre 2RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 29RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Dip7 33RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole8 37RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

13 57RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

6 30RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 42RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Bend in Pole11 50RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 54RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole13 58RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   
Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard 
required

3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 47RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

11 51RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

14 61RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard 
required

15 63RG Tested, Replace in 
2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

12 53RG Tested Ok3 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Right 10RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Centre 11RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 12RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard 
required

3 20RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 28RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 44RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - 
extensive

11 52RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendation
s

Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard 
required

15 64RG Tested, Replace in 
2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

13 60RG Tested OkNorthern 
Avenue

Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4210 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required,   
Slack Guy Wire

RG Tested Ok 11 Right# 1 Algoma 8

4450 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Dip RG Tested Ok 21 Centre# 1 Algoma 12

5260 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Internal 
Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

RG Tested Ok 31 Left# 1 Algoma 12

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Replace in 2010 132# 1 Algoma

4900 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - moderate

Bend in Pole,   Guy 
guard required

RG Tested Ok 173# 1 Algoma 5

4800 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 214# 1 Algoma 2

5120 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

RG Tested Ok 255# 1 Algoma 2

4880 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 296# 1 Algoma 8

4770 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Dip RG Tested Ok 337# 1 Algoma 8
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5090 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 378# 1 Algoma 7

5000 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 419# 1 Algoma 5

5090 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 4510# 1 Algoma 7

4820 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
above GL - Extensive,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Climbing Inspection 
Required

RG Tested Ok 4911# 1 Algoma 2

5060 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 5713# 1 Algoma 7

5130 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

6527R# 1 Algoma 38

4650 Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 6627L# 1 Algoma 6

5220 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

6728R# 1 Algoma 35

5090 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

6828L# 1 Algoma 36

4710 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 6929# 1 Algoma 4

5100 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 7029L# 1 Algoma 4
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5370 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7130# 1 Algoma 37

5120 Cracks - Slight Bend in Pole,   Dip,   
Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

RG Tested Ok 7231# 1 Algoma 32

5290 Dip,   Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7332# 1 Algoma 38

5140 Cracks - Slight Bend in Pole,   Dip,   
Joint Use

No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7433# 1 Algoma 38

5330 Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7534# 1 Algoma 38

4980 Cracks - Slight Dip,   Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7635# 1 Algoma 38

5200 Cracks - Slight Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7736# 1 Algoma 38

5420 Cracks - Slight Dip,   Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7837# 1 Algoma 38

5110 Cracks - Slight Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

7938# 1 Algoma 38

4820 Cracks - Slight Dip,   Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8039# 1 Algoma 38

5060 Cracks - Slight Dip,   Joint Use No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8140# 1 Algoma 38
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5240 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8243# 1 Algoma 35

5360 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8344# 1 Algoma 37

4770 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use,   Lights on Pole RG Tested Ok 8445# 1 Algoma 2

5380 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8546# 1 Algoma 38

5100 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8647# 1 Algoma 38

4860 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8748# 1 Algoma 38

5420 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8849# 1 Algoma 38

5050 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

8950# 1 Algoma 38

5260 Cracks - Slight Dip,   Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

No RG Required, 
Pole OK

9051# 1 Algoma 38

5400 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

9152# 1 Algoma 38

5240 Cracks - Slight Joint Use,   Lights on Pole No RG Required, 
Pole OK

9253# 1 Algoma 36

4910 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 9358# 2 & 3 Algoma 34
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4820 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 9457# 2 & 3 Algoma 2

5070 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 9551# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

5010 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 9649# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

4790 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 9748# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

4920 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required RG Tested Ok 9846# 2 & 3 Algoma 11

5120 RG Tested Ok 9945# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

5040 Cracks - Slight,   Ground wire (slack, broken, buried) - 
extensive

Slack Guy Wire RG Tested Ok 10044# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

4930 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 10143# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

4990 Cracks - Slight Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 10242# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

5240 Cracks - Slight Guy guard required,   
Slack Guy Wire

RG Tested Ok 10341# 2 & 3 Algoma 33

5370 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 10440# 2 & 3 Algoma 33

5150 Cracks - Slight Guy guard required RG Tested Ok 10539# 2 & 3 Algoma 34

5300 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 10638# 2 & 3 Algoma 33
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5340 No RG Required, 
Pole OK

41 Right# 2 Algoma 40

4920 No RG Required, 
Pole OK

51 Centre# 2 Algoma 41

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Replace in 2010 142# 2 Algoma

5180 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 183# 2 Algoma 7

5110 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 224# 2 Algoma 7

4340 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 265# 2 Algoma 2

4970 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 306# 2 Algoma 8

4990 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 347# 2 Algoma 2
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5220 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 388# 2 Algoma 7

5190 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 429# 2 Algoma 7

4860 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 4610# 2 Algoma 2

4880 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 5011# 2 Algoma 8

4600 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 5412# 2 Algoma 9

5170 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Bend in Pole RG Tested Ok 5813# 2 Algoma 7

4900 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 10736# 2 Algoma 34

4780 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 10835# 2 Algoma 11

5080 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 10934# 2 Algoma 34

5270 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 11033# 2 Algoma 33
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5160 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 11132# 2 Algoma 34

4940 Cracks - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight Dip RG Tested Ok 11231# 2 Algoma 33

5200 Cracks - Slight RG Tested Ok 11330# 2 Algoma 33

4520 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 11429# 2 Algoma 2

5330 Cracks - Slight No RG Required, 
Pole OK

11528# 2 Algoma 37

5030 Cracks - Moderate Pole in water RG Tested Ok 11627# 2 Algoma 34

5120 No RG Required, 
Pole OK

61 Left# 2Algoma 40

5100 No RG Required, 
Pole OK

71 Right# 3 Algoma 40

4870  No RG Required, 
Pole OK

81 Centre# 3 Algoma 41

5090 No RG Required, 
Pole OK

91 Left# 3 Algoma 40

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Replace in 2010 152# 3 Algoma
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4790 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Guy guard required RG Tested Ok 193# 3 Algoma 2

4770 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buri

RG Tested Ok 234# 3 Algoma 2

4000 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 275# 3 Algoma 2

4160 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 316# 3 Algoma 2

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Replace in 2010 357# 3 Algoma

4870 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 398# 3 Algoma 2

4130 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 439# 3 Algoma 2
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4910 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 4710# 3 Algoma 8

4550 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 5111# 3 Algoma 9

4120 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 5512# 3 Algoma 2

4990 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 5913# 3 Algoma 2

4800 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 6114# 3 Algoma 8

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

6315# 3 Algoma

4410 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Joint Use RG Tested Ok 11717# 3 Algoma 4

Table 1C: Page 10 of 14

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 43 of 379



Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

Replace in 2010 11818# 3 Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in water Replace in 2010 11919# 3 Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

Replace in 2010 12020# 3 Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use Replace in 2010 12121# 3 Algoma

4840 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Joint Use RG Tested Ok 12222# 3 Algoma 2

4370 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 12332# 3 Algoma 2

5020 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 12433# 3 Algoma 14

4980 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 53123 1 Algoma 8
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4780 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 101 RightNorthern Ave 12

4640 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 111 CentreNorthern Ave 9

4810 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 121 LeftNorthern Ave 8

5060 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 162Northern Ave 5

5010 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard required RG Tested Ok 203Northern Ave 7

5130 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard required,   
Slack Guy Wire

RG Tested Ok 244Northern Ave 7

4730 Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 285Northern Ave 8

4010 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 326Northern Ave 2

4560 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 367Northern Ave 2
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

4400 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 408Northern Ave 2

4680 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 449Northern Ave 8

4770 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buried) - extensive

RG Tested Ok 4810Northern Ave 2

4670 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 5211Northern Ave 8

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Replace in 2010 5612Northern Ave

4670 Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

RG Tested Ok 6214Northern Ave 2

Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

6415Northern Ave
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Line Number Pole Strength GL 
(psi) Mechanical Condition Comments Recommendations

Table 1C: Summary of Pole Data
Record  
Number

Pole ID Probable 
Remaining 
Life (Yrs)

5010 Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

RG Tested Ok 6013Northern 
Avenue

7
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 65Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5130

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 27R

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 1 # of large wood pecker holes: 4

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 66Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4650

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 6

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 27L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 9

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 67Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1986

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5220

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 35

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28R

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 2

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 68Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1986

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 36

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 6

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 69Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: Pole Class: 4 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1993

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4710

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 29

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 1 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 70Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 4 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1993

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 29L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 71Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5370

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 30

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 72Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 3 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1973

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 32

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Dip,   Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 31

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 73Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5290

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 74Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5140

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 75Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5330

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 34

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 76Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4980

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 35

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 77Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5200

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 36

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 78Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5420

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 37

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 79Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5110

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 38

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 80Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 39

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 81Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 40

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 82Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1985

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 35

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 43

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 83Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5360

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 44

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 84Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1972

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 45

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 85Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5380

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 46

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 86Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 47

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 87Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4860

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 48

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 88Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5420

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 49

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 89Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5050

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 50

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 90Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5260

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 51

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 91Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5400

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 52

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 92Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1992

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 36

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 53

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 93Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4910

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 58

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 7A: Page   29 of 61

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 76 of 379



Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 94Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 57

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 95Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5070

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 51

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 96Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 49

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 97Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4790

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 48

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 98Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4920

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 11

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 46

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 99Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 24 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 45

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 100Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5040

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Ground wire (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 44

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 7A: Page   36 of 61

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 83 of 379



Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 101Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4930

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 43

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 102Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 42

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 103Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 41

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 104Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5370

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 40

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 105Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5150

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 39

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 106Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5300

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 38

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 107Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4900

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 36

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 108Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4780

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 11

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 35

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 109Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5080

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 34

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 110Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5270

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 7A: Page   46 of 61

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 93 of 379



Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 111Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5160

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 112Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4940

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 31

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 113Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 70

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5200

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 30

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 114Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 70

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4520

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 29

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 115Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5330

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 116Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5030

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Pole in water

Pole ID: 27

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 117Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4410

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 17

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 118Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Ground Guard Required,   Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 18

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 119Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 19

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 7 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 120Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 20

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 121Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 21

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 122Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4840

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 22

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 123Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4370

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 124Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 3 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1972

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5020

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 14

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 7A: Individual Pole Records
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 1Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4210

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 5 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 2Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4450

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 3Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5260

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 4Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5340

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 5Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4920

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 41

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 6Line #: # 2Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 7Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 8Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4870

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 41

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:  

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 9Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 10Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4780

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 11Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4640

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 12Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4810

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 13Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 14Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 15Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 16Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 17Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4900

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 18Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5180

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,  

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 19Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4790

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 6 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 20Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 8 # of large wood pecker holes: 2

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 21Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4800

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 22Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5110

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,  

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 23Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 24Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5130

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 25Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 26Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4340

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 27Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4000

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 10 # of large wood pecker holes: 7

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 28Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4730

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 29Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4880

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 30Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4970

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 31Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4160

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 32Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4010

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 10 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 33Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 34Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 35Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Moderate wood loss/shell rot

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 7 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 36Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4560

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 37Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 38Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5220

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 39Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4870

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 40Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4400

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 41Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5000

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 42Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5190

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8A: Page   42 of 65

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 150 of 379



Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 43Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4130

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 44Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4680

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 45Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement, Moderate wood loss/shell rot

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 46Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4860

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Moderate wood loss/shell rot, Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 47Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4910

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 48Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement, Moderate wood loss/shell rot, Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 49Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderat

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Climbing Inspection Required

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 50Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4880

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 51Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4550

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 52Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4670

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 53Line #: 3 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4980

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 54Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4600

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8A: Page   54 of 65

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 162 of 379



Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 55Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 21 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4120

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 56Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 57Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 58Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5170

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 59Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 60Line #: Northern Avenue

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 61Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 21 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4800

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 14

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 62Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4670

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 14

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 63Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: RG Tested, Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 15

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 64Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: RG Tested, Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 15

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8A: Individual Pole Records
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 1Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4210

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 5 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 2Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4450

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 3Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5260

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 4Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5340

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 5Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4920

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 41

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 6Line #: # 2Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 7Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 8Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4870

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 41

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:  

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 9Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 2005

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 40

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Copper used? Insecticide used?Treatment required ? No
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 10Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 14 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4780

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 12

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Right

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 11Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4640

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Centre

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 12Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 60

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4810

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 1 Left

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 13Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 14Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 15Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 16Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 2

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 17Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4900

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 18Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5180

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,  

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 19Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4790

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 6 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 20Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 3

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 8 # of large wood pecker holes: 2

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 21Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4800

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 22Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5110

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,  

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 23Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 24Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1964

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5130

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 4

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 25Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 26Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4340

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 27Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4000

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 10 # of large wood pecker holes: 7

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 28Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4730

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slig

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 5

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 29Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4880

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 30Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4970

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   30 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 203 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 31Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4160

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 32Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4010

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 6

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 10 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 33Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 34Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 35Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Moderate wood loss/shell rot

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 7 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 36Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4560

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 7

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 37Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 38Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5220

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 39Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4870

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 40Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4400

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 8

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 41Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5000

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 5

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 42Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5190

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 43Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4130

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 4 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 44Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4680

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 9

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 45Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement, Moderate wood loss/shell rot

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 46Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4860

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Moderate wood loss/shell rot, Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 47Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4910

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 48Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Pole in pavement, Moderate wood loss/shell rot, Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 10

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   48 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 221 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 49Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderat

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Climbing Inspection Required

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 50Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4880

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 51Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4550

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   51 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 224 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 52Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4670

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 11

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 53Line #: 3 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4980

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 54Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4600

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 9

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 55Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 21 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4120

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 56Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 12

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 57Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 58Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5170

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 59Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 60Line #: Northern Avenue

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 7

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 13

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 61Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 21 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4800

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Mo

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 8

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 14

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 62Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4670

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 14

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 63Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: RG Tested, Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 15

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 10-Nov-09 Record No.: 64Line #: Northern Ave

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1963

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: RG Tested, Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 15

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 65Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5130

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 27R

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 1 # of large wood pecker holes: 4

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 66Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4650

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 6

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 27L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 9

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 67Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1986

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5220

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 35

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28R

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 2

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 68Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1986

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5090

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 36

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 6

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 69Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: Pole Class: 4 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1993

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4710

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 29

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 1 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 70Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 4 Pole Ht (ft): 65

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1993

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 15 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 29L

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 71Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5370

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 30

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 2 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 72Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 3 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1973

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 32

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Dip,   Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 31

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 73Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5290

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 74Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5140

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole,   Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 75Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5330

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 34

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 76Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4980

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 35

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 77Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5200

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 36

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 78Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5420

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 37

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 79Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5110

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 38

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 80Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 39

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 81Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5060

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 40

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 82Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1985

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 35

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 43

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 83Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5360

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 44

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 84Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1972

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4770

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 45

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 85Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5380

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 46

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 86Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5100

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 47

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 87Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4860

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 48

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 88Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5420

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 49

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 89Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5050

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 50

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 90Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5260

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 51

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   90 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 263 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 91Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1995

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5400

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 38

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 52

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   91 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 264 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 92Line #: # 1 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1992

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 36

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Lights on Pole

Pole ID: 53

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 93Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4910

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 58

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 94Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4820

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 57

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 95Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5070

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 51

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 96Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5010

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 49

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 97Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4790

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 48

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 98Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4920

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 11

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 46

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 99Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 24 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5120

Mechanical Condition

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 45

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 100Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5040

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight,   Ground wire (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 44

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 101Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4930

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 43

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 102Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4990

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Bend in Pole

Pole ID: 42

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 103Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5240

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required,   Slack Guy Wire

Pole ID: 41

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 104Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5370

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 40

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 105Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5150

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Guy guard required

Pole ID: 39

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 106Line #: # 2 & 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 19 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5300

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 38

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 107Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4900

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 36

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 108Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4780

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 11

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 35

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 109Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5080

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 34

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 110Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5270

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 111Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 90

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5160

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 112Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 80

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 23 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4940

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip

Pole ID: 31

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 113Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 70

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 18 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5200

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 33

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 30

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 114Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 70

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4520

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Modera

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 29

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 115Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type CCAInstall Date 1994

Overall Pole Condition Good Pole Diameter (in) 17 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5330

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 37

Recommendations: No RG Required, Pole OK

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 28

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 116Line #: # 2 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1977

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 22 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5030

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 34

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Pole in water

Pole ID: 27

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 3 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 117Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 85

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1960

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4410

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 4

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 17

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 118Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Ground Guard Required,   Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 18

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 119Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 19

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 7 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 120Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use,   Pole in water

Pole ID: 20

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes

Table 8C: Page   120 of 125

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 293 of 379



Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 121Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole Condition Poor Pole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi)

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot -

Probable Remaining Life (yrs):

Recommendations: Replace in 2010

Other Comments: Transformer on pole

Pole species: WC

Comments: Dip,   Joint Use

Pole ID: 21

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 1

Rods used ? No Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 122Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 1 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 20 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4840

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments: Joint Use

Pole ID: 22

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? Yes Insecticide used? YesTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 123Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: No Pole Class: 2 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Butt Treatment Type CreoInstall Date 1955

Overall Pole ConditionFair to  PoorPole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 4370

Mechanical Condition Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot 

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 2

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments: Remaining life 2 years

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 32

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records

Test Date 11-Nov-09 Record No.: 124Line #: # 3 Algoma

Private Property: Yes Pole Class: 3 Pole Ht (ft): 75

Treatment Length: Full Treatment Type PentaInstall Date 1972

Overall Pole Condition Fair Pole Diameter (in) 16 Pole Strength at GL (psi) 5020

Mechanical Condition Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Probable Remaining Life (yrs): 14

Recommendations: RG Tested Ok

Other Comments:

Pole species: WC

Comments:

Pole ID: 33

# of broken/chipped insulators 0 # of small wood pecker holes: 0 # of large wood pecker holes: 0

Rods used ? Yes Copper used? No Insecticide used? NoTreatment required ? Yes
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Table 8C: Individual Pole Records
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 2A: Poles for Replacement
Mechanical 
Conditions

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 2A: Poles for Replacement
Mechanical 
Conditions

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   Pole 
in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 2C: Poles for Replacement
Mechanical 
Conditions

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 2C: Poles for Replacement
Mechanical 
Conditions

Dip,   Joint Use,   Pole 
in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 3A: Poles Affected by Carpenter Ants
Mechanical 
Conditions

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Table 3A: Page 1 of 3

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 303 of 379



Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 3A: Poles Affected by Carpenter Ants
Mechanical 
Conditions

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buri

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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27L 66RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole29 69RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29L 70RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Table 3A: Page 2 of 2

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 307 of 379



Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 3C: Poles Affected by Carpenter Ants
Mechanical 
Conditions

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

27L 66RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole29 69RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29L 70RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buri

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, Replace 
in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

1 Right 1# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes NoYes

Dip1 Centre 2# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Left 3# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - slight

Yes Yes NoYes

2 13# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Bend in Pole,   
Guy guard required

3 17# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - moderate

Yes Yes NoYes
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4 21# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

5 25# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - slight

Yes Yes YesYes

6 29# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Dip7 33# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Bend in Pole8 37# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Bend in Pole9 41# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

10 45# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Extensive,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

13 57# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

2 14# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes
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3 18# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

4 22# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

5 26# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

6 30# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Bend in Pole7 34# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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8 38# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

9 42# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

10 46# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

Bend in Pole11 50# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

12 54# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Bend in Pole13 58# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Yes Yes NoYes

2 15# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Guy guard required3 19# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes YesYes

4 23# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buri

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

5 27# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

6 31# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

7 35# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

8 39# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

9 43# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

10 47# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

11 51# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

12 55# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

Table 4A: Page 8 of 13

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 319 of 379



line # Pole ID
Record  
NumberComments

Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

13 59# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

14 61# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard required15 63# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

12 533 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Right 10Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

1 Centre 11Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Left 12Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

2 16Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard required3 20Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

5 28Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

6 32Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

7 36Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

8 40Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

9 44Northern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

10 48Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Yes Yes YesYes

11 52Northern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

12 56Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

14 62Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Guy guard required15 64Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

13 60Northern Avenue Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

27R 65# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

27L 66# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   
Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

28R 67# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

28L 68# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole29 69# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

29L 70# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

30 71# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole,   
Dip,   Joint Use,   
Lights on Pole

31 72# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use32 73# 1 Algoma Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole,   
Dip,   Joint Use

33 74# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use34 75# 1 Algoma Yes No NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Dip,   Joint Use35 76# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use36 77# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use37 78# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use38 79# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use39 80# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use40 81# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

43 82# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

44 83# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

46 85# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

47 86# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

48 87# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

49 88# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

50 89# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Lights on Pole

51 90# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

52 91# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

53 92# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

58 93# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

57 94# 2 & 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

51 95# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

49 96# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

48 97# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Guy guard required46 98# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

45 99# 2 & 3 Algoma Yes No NoYes

Slack Guy Wire44 100# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Ground wire 
(slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Yes No NoYes

43 101# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole42 102# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

41 103# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

40 104# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Guy guard required39 105# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

38 106# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

36 107# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

35 108# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes NoYes

34 109# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

33 110# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

32 111# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip31 112# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight

Yes No NoYes

30 113# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

29 114# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

28 115# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Pole in water27 116# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate Yes No NoYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Joint Use17 117# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes
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Table 4A: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Dip,   Joint Use21 121# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Joint Use22 122# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

32 123# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes No NoYes

33 124# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes No NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

1 Right 1# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes NoYes

Dip1 Centre 2# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Left 3# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - slight

Yes Yes NoYes

2 13# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Bend in Pole,   
Guy guard required

3 17# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - moderate

Yes Yes NoYes

Table 4C: Page 1 of 19

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 331 of 379



line # Pole ID
Record  
NumberComments

Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

4 21# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

5 25# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - slight

Yes Yes YesYes

6 29# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Dip7 33# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Bend in Pole8 37# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Bend in Pole9 41# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

10 45# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Extensive,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

13 57# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

27R 65# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

27L 66# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   
Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

28R 67# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

28L 68# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Bend in Pole29 69# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

29L 70# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

30 71# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole,   
Dip,   Joint Use,   
Lights on Pole

31 72# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use32 73# 1 Algoma Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole,   
Dip,   Joint Use

33 74# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use34 75# 1 Algoma Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use35 76# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use36 77# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use37 78# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use38 79# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use39 80# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use40 81# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

43 82# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

44 83# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

46 85# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

47 86# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

48 87# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

49 88# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

50 89# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Lights on Pole

51 90# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

52 91# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

53 92# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

58 93# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

57 94# 2 & 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

51 95# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

49 96# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

48 97# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Guy guard required46 98# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

45 99# 2 & 3 Algoma Yes No NoYes

Slack Guy Wire44 100# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Ground wire 
(slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Yes No NoYes

43 101# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Bend in Pole42 102# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

41 103# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

40 104# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Guy guard required39 105# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

38 106# 2 & 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

2 14# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

3 18# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

4 22# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

5 26# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

6 30# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Bend in Pole7 34# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

8 38# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

9 42# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

10 46# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

Bend in Pole11 50# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Table 4C: Page 8 of 19

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 338 of 379



line # Pole ID
Record  
NumberComments

Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

12 54# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Bend in Pole13 58# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Yes Yes NoYes

36 107# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

35 108# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes NoYes

34 109# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

33 110# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

32 111# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Dip31 112# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight

Yes No NoYes

30 113# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

29 114# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

28 115# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight Yes No NoYes

Pole in water27 116# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate Yes No NoYes

2 15# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Guy guard required3 19# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Slight

Yes Yes YesYes

4 23# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buri

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

5 27# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

6 31# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

7 35# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

8 39# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

9 43# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

10 47# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

11 51# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

12 55# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

13 59# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

14 61# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard required15 63# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Joint Use17 117# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes

Dip,   Joint Use21 121# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Extensive

No Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Joint Use22 122# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

32 123# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes No NoYes

33 124# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes No NoYes

12 533 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Right 10Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

1 Centre 11Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

1 Left 12Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

2 16Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard required3 20Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

5 28Northern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

6 32Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

7 36Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

8 40Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes

9 44Northern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

10 48Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Yes Yes YesYes

11 52Northern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes

12 56Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

14 62Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Yes Yes YesYes
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Table 4C: Poles for Remedial Treatment

Mech 
Condition

Rodes 
used ?

Copper 
used ?

Insecticide 
used ?

Treatment 
required ?

Guy guard required15 64Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - 
Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   
Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Extensive,   Internal 
Decay - Extensive

No Yes YesYes

13 60Northern Avenue Cracks - Moderate,   Decay 
pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Yes Yes NoYes
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Table 5A: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Joint Use17 117RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Dip,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in 
water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Table 5C: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Dip1 Centre 2RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 29RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Dip7 33RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole8 37RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

13 57RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

6 30RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 42RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Table 5C: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

Bend in Pole11 50RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 54RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole13 58RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   
Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard 
required

3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Table 5C: Poles with Extensive Mechanical Damage and Feathering
Mechanical 
Conditions

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 47RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

11 51RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

14 61RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard 
required

15 63RG Tested, Replace in 
2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use17 117RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Dip,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in 
water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Mechanical 
Conditions

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

12 53RG Tested Ok3 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Right 10RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Centre 11RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 12RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard 
required

3 20RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 28RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Mechanical 
Conditions

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 44RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - 
extensive

11 52RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at 
GL - Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above 
GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard 
required

15 64RG Tested, Replace in 
2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

13 60RG Tested OkNorthern 
Avenue

Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top 
feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight
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Table 6A: Poles with Internal Decay
Mechanical 
Conditions

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

1 Right 1RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Dip1 Centre 2RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 3RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying 
(slack, broken, buried) - slight

1 Right 10RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Centre 11RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 12RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 16RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole,   
Guy guard required

3 17RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buried) - moderate

3 18RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight
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Table 6A: Poles with Internal Decay
Mechanical 
Conditions

Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard required3 20RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

4 22RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buri

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

5 28RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 29RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight
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6 30RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Dip7 33RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole8 37RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

8 38RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Bend in Pole9 41RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

9 42RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 44RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 45RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 47RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole11 50RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

11 51RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

11 52RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 53RG Tested Ok3 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight
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12 54RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

13 57RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole13 58RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying 
(slack, broken, buried) - extensive

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

13 60RG Tested OkNorthern 
Avenue

Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

14 61RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, 
Replace in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, 
Replace in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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27L 66RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole29 69RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29L 70RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required46 98RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

35 108RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use17 117RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

33 124RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight
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Table 6C: Poles with Internal Decay
Mechanical 
Conditions

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

1 Right 1RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Dip1 Centre 2RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 3RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying 
(slack, broken, buried) - slight

1 Right 10RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Centre 11RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

1 Left 12RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

2 13Replace in 2010# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 14Replace in 2010# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 15Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

2 16RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole,   
Guy guard required

3 17RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buried) - moderate

3 18RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight
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Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

Guy guard required3 20RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

4 22RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, 
broken, buri

Guy guard 
required,   Slack 
Guy Wire

4 24RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - slight

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

5 28RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 29RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight
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6 30RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Dip7 33RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

7 35Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole8 37RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

8 38RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate
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Bend in Pole9 41RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Slight

9 42RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

9 44RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 45RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Internal Decay - Slight

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

10 47RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - extensive

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole11 50RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

11 51RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

11 52RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 53RG Tested Ok3 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight
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12 54RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

12 56Replace in 2010Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

13 57RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Bend in Pole13 58RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight,   Guying 
(slack, broken, buried) - extensive

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

13 60RG Tested OkNorthern 
Avenue

Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

14 61RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required15 63RG Tested, 
Replace in 2010

# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Guy guard required15 64RG Tested, 
Replace in 2010

Northern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot below GL - Extensive,   Internal Decay - Extensive
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27L 66RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Slight,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Bend in Pole29 69RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29L 70RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Guy guard required46 98RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

35 108RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Joint Use17 117RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Slight

Ground Guard 
Required,   Joint 
Use,   Pole in water

18 118Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Extensive

Joint Use,   Pole in 
water

19 119Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use,   
Pole in water

20 120Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Dip,   Joint Use21 121Replace in 2010# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Extensive,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Extensive,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - 
Moderate,   Internal Decay - Extensive

Table 6C: Page 6 of 7

EB-2012-0300
Exhibit 10

Tab 5
Schedule 1

Appendix 15(b)
Page 368 of 379



Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 6C: Poles with Internal Decay
Mechanical 
Conditions

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Moderate,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

33 124RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Cracks - Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   Pole top feathering/split/rot - 
Slight,   Internal Decay - Slight
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Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - 
slight

Remaining life 2 years

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Remaining life 2 years

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Moderate wood loss/shell rot, 
Remaining life 2 years

Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Remaining life 2 years

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   
Guying (slack, broken, buri

Remaining life 2 years

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Pole in pavement, Moderate 
wood loss/shell rot, 

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 7C: Poles with Limited Remaining Life
Mechanical 
Conditions

Remaining 
life (yrs)

4 21RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

5 25RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Slight,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, buried) - 
slight

Remaining life 2 years

Climbing 
Inspection 
Required

11 49RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Cracks - Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - 
Slight,   Surface Rot above GL - Extensive,   
Surface Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Remaining life 2 years

Joint Use,   Lights 
on Pole

45 84RG Tested Ok# 1 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

57 94RG Tested Ok# 2 & 3 
Algoma

Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

5 26RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 7C: Poles with Limited Remaining Life
Mechanical 
Conditions

Remaining 
life (yrs)

Bend in Pole7 34RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

10 46RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Extensive,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Moderate wood loss/shell rot, 
Remaining life 2 years

29 114RG Tested Ok# 2 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

Guy guard required3 19RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Slight,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Slight

Remaining life 2 years

4 23RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate,   
Guying (slack, broken, buri

Remaining life 2 years
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 7C: Poles with Limited Remaining Life
Mechanical 
Conditions

Remaining 
life (yrs)

5 27RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

6 31RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

8 39RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

9 43RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

12 55RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface Rot below 
GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 7C: Poles with Limited Remaining Life
Mechanical 
Conditions

Remaining 
life (yrs)

13 59RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

Joint Use22 122RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Slight,   Surface 
Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

32 123RG Tested Ok# 3 Algoma Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Slight,   Surface Rot 
below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

6 32RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

7 36RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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Line # Pole ID Record  
Number

Comments Recommendations

Table 7C: Poles with Limited Remaining Life
Mechanical 
Conditions

Remaining 
life (yrs)

8 40RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate

Remaining life 2 years

10 48RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Moderate,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Internal 
Decay - Moderate,   Guying (slack, broken, 
buried) - extensive

Pole in pavement, Moderate 
wood loss/shell rot, 

14 62RG Tested OkNorthern Ave Carpenter ants damage - Moderate,   Cracks - 
Slight,   Decay pockets at GL - Moderate,   
Pole top feathering/split/rot - Moderate,   
Surface Rot above GL - Moderate,   Surface 
Rot below GL - Moderate,   Internal Decay - 
Moderate

Remaining life 2 years
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Fleet Management Procedure

1.0 Purpose

The purpose of this procedure is to define the factors involved in managing the fleet of

transportation and work equipment (T&WE) at Great Lakes Power Transmission (GLPT)

including assessment criteria for current and new T&WE, and the criteria for the

acquisition, replacement and retirement of T&WE.

2.0 Scope

This procedure applies to all current and new T&WE at GLPT and to all employees at

GLPT as they are affected by this procedure or decisions guided by this procedure.

3.0 Definitions

Change Analysis: A management decision-making tool designed to assist

management and workers to analyze the implications of a change. When undertaking

such an analysis, it helps to break down the work process into the elements of the

people involved in the work, the procedures to be employed, and the hardware, tools or

equipment involved.

Fleet: Fleet refers to all of the transportation and work equipment owned by GLPT

regardless of assignment. Additionally, transportation and work equipment that has not

been assigned to a specific department’s use may be termed a “fleet vehicle” as it is

assigned to the fleet in general.

Transportation and Work Equipment (T&WE): Refers to all passenger vehicles,

snowmachines, off-road vehicles, trailers, bucket trucks, truck caps and on vehicle

storage devices.

Vehicle: Refers to both passenger vehicles as well as snowmachines and off-road

vehicles.

4.0 Responsibilities

Under the direction of the General Manager, the Field Services Manager is responsible

for the implementation and maintenance of this procedure and associated tasks.

5.0 Procedure
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5.1 Inspection and Maintenance

All T&WE will be inspected in accordance with established 3 month, 6 month and

annual inspection requirements. The Planner will ensure that vehicles are

scheduled for inspections in accordance with the requirements and will produce

the necessary work orders and checklists. Seasonal use vehicles, such as

snowmachines and off-road vehicles do not require 3 month inspections during

their “off seasons”.

All T&WE will be scheduled for regular maintenance every 3 months. Every

attempt will be made to ensure inspections and maintenance are scheduled

concurrently.

5.2 Fleet Assessment:

The acquisition, retirement and replacement of T&WE will depend on the

following assessment factors:

5.2.1 Assessment of Current Transportation and Work Equipment

o Safety: All safety devices pertinent to the T&WE must remain in good working

order (seat belts, air bags, etc.) and T&WE must remain ergonomically sound

(seats, pedals, etc.). The T&WE must be mechanically safe and reliable (tires,

brakes, etc.) and pose no risk to employees or the public. Any deficiencies in

T&WE safety must be noted in the monthly inspections completed by employees

and in the quarterly and annual inspections completed when T&WE maintenance

is performed by pre-qualified automotive repair and maintenance facilities.

o Environment: All current T&WE must pass emission tests and be maintained

regularly to achieve optimal efficiency for the specific make and model. Any

irregular emissions or leaks must be repaired as soon as possible.

o Reliability: T&WE reliability is of utmost importance as many employees must

access remote areas to complete work. Any T&WE that has demonstrated poor

reliability or excessive need for repair and maintenance should be considered for

replacement as soon as possible.

o Suitability: All current T&WE must be suitable for the work and tasks expected

(towing ability for crew trucks, passenger capacity, cargo capacity etc.).

Changing requirements of employees and work groups may necessitate the need
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for T&WE to be assigned to a different department or for T&WE to be replaced.

The tools must fit the job.

o Operating and Maintenance Costs: All T&WE will be regularly assessed to

determine if the operating costs are considered to be within the expected range,

or are over the expected range. The operating costs of a T&WE are determined

by the amount of fuel purchased and the mileage driven in a given period. Poor

gas mileage can be an indicator of other mechanical issues affecting, safety,

environment and reliability performance. Maintenance costs (fluid and filter

changes, etc.) are an expected expense to ensure optimal performance for all

T&WE.

o Repair Costs: All repair costs will be tracked for T&WEs and assessed

regularly. T&WEs which demonstrate a high need for repair due to mechanical

or general build issues (excluding those caused by operators or caused by

external factors) may have subsequent safety, environment and reliability

performance concerns. T&WE with greater than expected repair costs may need

to be assessed for replacement sooner than the scheduled retirement date.

o Mileage of T&WE: Mileage of all T&WE will be tracked on a monthly and

quarterly basis through inspections. T&WE showing high mileage may be

swapped with another similar T&WE of similar age within the fleet that has lower

mileage (i.e. Forestry half ton has high mileage, Civil half ton has low mileage)

or, it may be monitored and assessed for replacement sooner than scheduled.

o Expected Life of T&WE: All T&WE have an expected life of 5 years at GLPT as

the rate of depreciation and operating and maintenance expenses past this point

indicate a lack of efficiency. The Fleet Management plan will help to ensure the

budgeting for T&WE rotation and replacement on a 5 year basis. T&WE that are

not expected to meet the expected life (due to high operating costs or issues

compromising safety, environmental and reliability performance) may be

assessed for replacement sooner than scheduled.

o Value of T&WE at Retirement: At the conclusion of the 5 year expected life,

T&WE has no retained book value for GLPT and will be retired. Retired Fleet

may be internally auctioned or sold, but there is no set or expected value.
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o Company Image: GLPT passenger vehicles have a distinctive and recognizable

branding in the community. All trucks will be clearly marked with the Great Lakes

Power Transmission logo and a unit number. Every effort will be made to ensure

trucks are red in colour. All T&WE must be well maintained and in good working

condition to maintain the corporate image.

5.2.2 Assessment of New Transportation and Work Equipment

o Safety: All new T&WEs purchased by GLPT must meet at minimum the

transportation safety standards for Canada at the time of purchase. T&WE

should be assessed during the procurement process for historical safety

performance as well as current safety testing results. Design, included safety

devices and the ergonomic fit of the T&WE for the intended driver(s) will be

considered during the decision making process. All T&WE must safely meet the

requirements of the intended purpose.

o Environment: Fuel efficiency and environmental foot print will be a primary

consideration in the procurement of all new T&WE. Idle limiters will be

considered at the time of purchase for installation on all new passenger vehicles.

o Reliability: New T&WE reliability can be assessed through historical data

pertaining to the manufacturer and model being considered as well as through

independent third party reports (i.e. consumer reports, car and driver, etc.).

o Suitability: Employees and work groups will have input into the purchase of

new T&WE to ensure T&WE meets their needs and are suitable for the

necessary work. When T&WE are not replaced with “like for like” a change

analysis will be completed.

o Purchase Cost: The purchase price of T&WE will be a consideration in the

procurement process, but may not be the deciding factor when balanced with

other considerations. Unnecessary options that do not affect safety,

environmental and reliability performance may not be considered.

o Operation and Maintenance Costs: Expected gas mileage for new T&WE and

ongoing maintenance requirements (based on manufacturer’s expectations) will

be a consideration for all new T&WE purchases as they comprise the primary

operating expenditures.
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o Repair Costs: In the procurement process, new T&WE may be assessed for

expected repair costs (i.e. availability and cost of replacement parts and labour

for specific manufacturers and models).

o Expected Life of Vehicle/ Equipment: The expected life for all T&WE at GLPT

is 5 years as the rate of depreciation and operating and maintenance expenses

past this point indicate lack of efficiency. The Fleet Management plan will help to

ensure the budgeting for T&WE rotation and replacement on a 5 year basis.

o Value of Vehicle/ Equipment at Retirement: At the conclusion of the 5 year

expected life, T&WE has no retained book value for GLPT and will be retired.

Retired Fleet may be internally auctioned or sold, but there is no set or expected

value.

o Company Image: GLPT passenger vehicles have a distinctive and recognizable

branding in the community. All trucks will be clearly marked with the Great Lakes

Power Transmission logo and a unit number. Every effort will be made to ensure

trucks are red in colour when they are purchased.

5.3 Fleet Management Plan

While a detailed fleet plan has been developed for the next 6 years, the changing

needs of the business and employees as well as new vehicle developments and

technologies may impact the plan. Regular assessments of Transportation and

Work Equipment is needed to ensure that the employee needs are being met and

that the fleet is operating efficiently.

5.4 Transportation and Work Equipment Acquisition:

While all T&WE purchases are acquisitions, for these purposes a new T&WE

acquisition indicates an addition to the Great Lakes Power Transmission fleet that is

not a replacement for retired T&WE. A new T&WE acquisition would be completed

to meet increased long term demand for additional T&WE (i.e. department or

company growth, T&WE availability for current crews is unsatisfactory, etc.).

5.5 Transportation and Work Equipment Retirement:
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All T&WE are planned for retirement 5 years after purchase. While it is expected

that most T&WE will follow the retirement schedule, regular fleet assessments will

indicate if T&WE will need to be retired sooner than anticipated. T&WE may also be

retained longer than anticipated if necessary (i.e. short term needs, etc.).

5.6 Transportation and Work Equipment Replacement:

T&WE Replacement refers to the replacement of current T&WE that is scheduled or

assessed for retirement. The replacement of T&WEs and transport equipment is

determined by the needs of the organization and the employees. T&WE may be

replaced with updated versions that meet the same needs (i.e. like for like) or they

may be replaced with T&WE that meet new needs and requirements.
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