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EB-2012-0343

IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998,
S.O. 1998;
AND IN THE MATTER OF an Application by Hydro One
Networks Inc. for an Extension to the Exemption to Sections
6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the Distribution System Code (EB-20120343)

Comments of the Power Workers’ Union
on
Hydro One Network Inc.’s Request for An Immediate,
Interim Stay of the Obligations of
Sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the
Distribution System Code

1. INTRODUCTION
On September 14, 2012, the Ontario Energy Board (“OEB” or “Board”) issued a notice
of application and written hearing on Hydro One Networks Inc.’s (“Hydro One”)
application for an extension to the exemption from the obligations under sections 6.2.6
and 6.2.7 of the Distribution System Code (“DSC” or “Code”) which the Board granted in
its Decision and Order of October 11, 2011 under EB-2011-0118. The exemption
expired on April 11, 2012.
Hydro One has also requested the Board for an immediate, interim stay of the
obligations specified in sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the DSC, as of the date of its
application (August 3, 2012), until such time that the Board renders a final decision on
this matter.

2. PWU COMMENTS
The Power Workers’ Union (“PWU”) supports Hydro One’s request for an immediate,
interim stay of the obligations specified in sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the DSC, as of the
date of its application, until such time that the Board renders a final decision on this
matter.
Hydro One’s evidence indicates that since the Board’s Decision and Order in EB-20110118 that granted Hydro One a six month exemption from sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of
the DSC, Hydro One has demonstrated marked improvement in processing and
connecting applications; however, the evidence also indicates that Hydro One continues
to face a practical challenge to comply with sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the DSC
particularly with respect to projects that require a site visit. This challenge will almost
certainly increase with the expected re-launch of the Ontario Power Authority’s microFIT
Program and while Hydro One awaits the outcome of the Board’s consultation on microembedded generation issues (EB-2012-0246) that may provide for revised guidelines. It
is because of this practical challenge that Hydro One has come forward and asked the
Board to hear its request.
The fact of the matter is that a refusal of a stay will not change the reality that Hydro
One will be unable to comply fully with current processing and connection timelines
provided in sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the DSC. On the other hand, a refusal of the
requested interim stay will have two undesired consequences.
First, in the absence of the interim stay, Hydro One will be out of compliance with
sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the Code until such time as the Board renders a final
decision on this matter or revises its DSC provisions. This would expose Hydro One to
all types of repercussions including non-compliance with regulatory and licence
conditions which in turn can damage Hydro One’s image in the eyes of the public, the
financial sector and credit rating agencies.
Second, a refusal of the interim stay would force Hydro One to reallocate resources
away from already planned and scheduled work programs such as sustaining work for
the special purpose of meeting the requirements of Sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7 of the

Code. The PWU submits that such reallocation of efforts as a result of the Board’s
denial of the requested stay is neither prudent nor cost efficient and will compromise
Hydro One’s ongoing distribution system service reliability performance.
For the above reasons the PWU submits that the Board should grant Hydro One the
requested stay.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

