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Plann¡ng and Economic

Development Depârlment

Date:

To:

From:

Fax Number:

Subject:

May 13,2013

Ontario Energy Board
Attention: Ms. Kirsten Walli, Board Secretary

Guy Paparella, Director of Growth Planning
Growth Management Division

416-440-765Ê Number of Pages: 4
(lncluding Cover Page)

Ontario Energy Board ("Board") File No. EB-2013-0074 - Union
Gas Limited ("Applicant") - Brantford to Ki¡kwall Proposed
Pipeline Project - Letter of Comment from City of Hamilton

P/ease Âlote.' The informatlon contained ln this facslmile message ls intended only for the use of
the ¡ndividltal named above and othe¡s who have been specifically authorized to rcceive lt. lf yotr
have received this communicatlon it etrcr, ot ¡f any probleñs occür wlth tftnsñisslon, pleese
notlfy me immedlately, by telephone, at 905"546"2424, ext. 5807.



Vlav, 13,2013 4:05PMl CO|J Legal serv ces

m
amilton

Ciy Hall,71 lva¡n Strê€tWBEI

Hemttt¡n. orìtâto.

C¿nada L6P 4Yõ

No, 1824 P. 2

Guy Paperelle, D¡rector of Gro\¡ylh Planriíng
Plann¡ng and Economic Development Depariment

Growih Mânâgement Dlvlslon
7l Msln Streetwe6t, 6'i Floor, Ham¡lton, ON L8P 4Y5

Phone: 905 546 2424 Ext.5807 Fex 905.540-5611
Ema¡l: guy.paparella@hamrlton.oa

May 13,2013

SENT VIA FACSIMILE: 416-440-7656

Ontario Energy Board
P.O. Box 2319
2I l-tool
2300 Yonge St.
Toronto, ON M4P 1Ê4

Attention: Kirsten Walll, Eoard Secretary

RE: Onlarlo Energy Board ("Eoard") Flle No. EB-2013-0074 - un¡on Gas Limlted ("Appllcant") -
Erantford to Klrkwalf Proposed Plpêllne Pyoject - Lettêr oÍ Gomment from Cfty of Hamllton

On behalf of the City of Hamilton, I am submitting the following comments with respect to the above-noted
application. The proposed project passes direotly through the City of Hamilton, as such, we request that
the Board address the following conoerns as part of the Board's examination and assessmenl, and
consider these issues as part of any appropriate conditions that may be imposed upon the Applicant.

Ham¡lton F¡re DepartmentÍ

r A comprehensive site-speclfic emergency response plan lhat addresses how a malor pipeline
lncident along the route within our municipality will be responded lo shall be provided to the
Hamilton Fire Department, includ¡ng (but hot limited to):

o ldentify the personnel (including level of training) and resources available for a response
and the antlcipated time of the ar¡ival of these assets after an incident ls dlscovered.

o Response plans for a humber of potential scenarios including but not limited to: an
explosion, a fire and a leak.

o lnformation on the potential impacl radius in the event of a wo)'st case occurrence for
each of lhe sceharios mentioned previously.

o Detailed and comprehensive procedures for respondlng to a large-scale emergency such
as a transmlsslon line break, including a deflned command structure that clearly assigns a
single point of leadership and allooates specifio dulies to staff and other involved
agencies.

o Realistic met'ics concerning lhe pipeline operator's abllity to detect a problem. This
would include a drop in pressure (SCADA) and lhen the time to react to a problem (close
valvesì notiû emergency response staff - corporate and municipal).

o A oommitmenl from the system operator that ensures that their conkol room operators
immediately and direotly notity the 911 emergency call oente(s) for the gommunities and
jurisdiotions in whioh those pipelineF are looated when a poss¡ble rupture of any pipeline
is indicated.

o Given the geology of the area, provide lnformation on the possibility/probability of product
from a small undetected leak migrating through the soil or bedrock into the basement of a
structure or other confined area.

o Whether the product in the pipeline is odorized at lhis point. lf the product is not odorized,
Union Gas should supply natural gas detectors to properties along the right-of-way that
could potentially be affected by a leak.
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o The pipeline operator shall be will¡ng to partic¡pate ¡n per¡od¡c trarning sessions to
demonstrate that the emergency response plan meets al¡ of the goals for which ¡t was
designed.

o Whether the line has automatic or remole control shut offs, the location and how quickly
will they react should be appropriately determined. The amount of res¡dual product
remaining after they are closed and how long ¡s it antic¡pated that lhe res¡duel product
would continue to leak or burn after the valves are closed should be addressed.

o During the construction phase of the line, if lhors will be workers operat¡ng w¡thin conf¡ned
spaces and, in the event of a mishap whether a rosponse from the mun¡cipal fire
deparlment is required should be determined and communicated.

o Section 10.2.5 oÍ lhe Environmental Report prepared by Slantec, January 2009 -
addresses "Accidental Spills" during the construction of the line. A port¡on of this section. states;
A Sp,7/s Response Plan should be developed by the ëontractor, reviewed with staff, and

. posted ¡n s¡te tra¡lers. Appropriate splll containment apparatus and absorbent materials
should bo ava¡lable ôn-s¡tê, espec¡âlly neaÍ water or sensitive wells. Staff should be
trained ¡n tho use of sp¡ll conta¡nrnênt êqú¡prnent and materlals-

. The operator should fulfill all of the recommendations that are qualified by the
word "should" that precedes each of them.

o Ssclion 7.1.2 ol lhel sâme )'eport also identifies the potential need for blasting during the
construction phase.

. Adequate measures should be ¡n plece to cohtrol any airborne debris from the
oporalion.

. Since blasting operat¡ons can be a potential source of stray çarbon-based gases
(spocifically carbon monoxide and carbon dìoxide) measures should be in place
to ensure structures ¡n the v¡c¡nily of any blasting operations are not impacted
negatively.

o The Environmental Report ìndicates thel lhe line will undergo pressure testing after
construction to check on its ¡ntegrity. S¡nce corros¡on hes been a malor factor in pipellne
failures in the past, tho operator during the operat¡ng penod of the llne is to assess the
integrity of their lino (pressure testÍng, in-line inspect¡ons, direct assessments or other
technology) to provide a comprehensive understând¡ng of the pipe condltion during ils
usage.

Archaeology

. The proposed pipelino affects properlies that meet the cr¡ter¡e used by lhe City of Hamilton and
Ministry of Culture for determining archaoologìcal potential.

. A Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment shall be completed aìong the preferred route.

. The C¡ly of Hamilton requires that copies of all archaeo¡ogrcal assessments be subm¡ttêd to the
satisfaotion of the City,

Euilt Heritage

. The prefened route transects the property municipalìy known as 1965 Cooper/Safari Road (the
Cooper House), which is des¡gnatod under Part lV of the ontario Her¡lage Act. Th¡s property
should be referenced and evaluated in the Environmontal Report.

o The proposed route should be evaluatod to identify any adverse impects on the heritage
attributes of the designated property and, if applicable, how eny edverse ¡mpacts w¡ll be
mitigated.

o Any alterations or addìl¡ons to or demol¡tion on the subjecl property lhat affects the
Reasons for Des¡gnation (stone cottege) will requ¡re a Heritage Permit under the Ontario
Heritage Acl.

. All land owners impactod by the constructron and operation of lhe pipeline should be appropriately
notified and compensated for use or acquis¡t¡on of the¡r prope¡ty.
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Natural Heritage

. Tho preferred route ¡s located eht¡rely w¡thln the Greenbelt Plan Protected Countryside and
portions are within tho Greenbelt Plan Naturel Heritage System.

. The preferred route crosses a number of Core Areas ¡n the City of Hamilton's Natural Heritage
System, inoluding Provincially Significant Wetlands (PSWS), Env¡ronmentally Signlficant Areas
(ESAS), streams, and Significant Woodlands. There is also heb¡tat of spec¡es at risk known in the
study area.

o ln accordance with the City of Ham¡lton Rural off¡ciel Plen, any proposed lend use
changes within or adjacent to identified Core Arees requ¡res the complel¡on of an
Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS) which demonstrates, to the satisfaction of C¡ty
stâff, and Conservalion Authority statf, the proposed works will not heve a negat¡ve
impact on lhe existing natural heritage features and their ocological functions.

o Fleld Studies (completed within the appropriate field seasons and accordÍng to accepted
field protocols) should be completed within the porlion of the Environmentel Significant
Areas which may be impacted by the proposed works, to detormine whether any of lhe
¡dent¡fied species at risk exlst within the proposed right-oÊway.

ô The EIS should demonstr¿te that there will be no negative impacts. lf impacts are
unavo¡dable, appropriate mitigation measures (if applicable) to the satisfaction of the
M¡nistry of Netural Resources, City of Hamilton and Conservation Authority Staff must be
identif¡ed.

o For the tree replacement program, the use of native trees, similar to those found within
the Environmental Sign¡f¡cant Areas, should be planted to allow for natural regeneration
within the disturbed arees.

Should you have any questrons w¡th respect to the above, or require olarifioation regarding these
comments, please contect the undersigned e|905-546-2424, ext. 5807.

Thank you.

Union cas L¡m¡ted
P.O. Box 650
50 Ke¡l Dr¡ve Norlh
Chatham: ON N7M 5M1
Attention: Karen Hockin. Manaqer. Reoulatorv lnitiatives
Fex siç436.46zt

Tory6 LLP
Suite 300, Maritime Life Tower
Toronto Dom¡n¡on Centre
Toronto, ON M5K 1N2
Attent¡on: Crawford Smith
Fâx'416-865-7380

Yours truly,


